Initial Study
Sierra Pacific Hydro Transfer Project

Initial Study
Sierra Pacific Hydro Transfer Project


STATE OF CALIFORNIA





ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGAR, Governor
ADVANCE \d3PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94102-3298
ADVANCE \d3
 NEGATIVE DECLARATION
 SIERRA PACIFIC POWER COMPANY (“SIERRA”) APPLICATION
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INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 851, Sierra Pacific Power Company (“Sierra”) has filed an Application with the CPUC for authority to transfer four existing run-of-the-river (“ROR”) hydroelectric generating plants on the Truckee River to the Truckee Meadows Water Authority (“TMWA”).  The Application was filed on September 30, 2003, and includes the Proponent’s Environmental Assessment prepared by Sierra pursuant to Rules 17.1 and 17.3 of CPUC’s Rules of Practice and Procedure.  Under the Commission’s Rules, approval of this project must comply with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), including an assessment of the potential environmental impacts of the proposed project.  This Negative Declaration has been prepared based upon the assessment of potential environmental impacts outlined in the attached Initial Study.

Pursuant to CEQA, the CPUC must prepare an “Initial Study” for discretionary projects such as the proposed project to determine whether the project may have a significant adverse effect on the environment.  If an Initial Study prepared for a project indicates that such an impact could occur, the CPUC would be required to prepare and Environmental Impact Report (EIR).  If the Initial Study does not reveal substantial evidence of such an effect, or if the potential effect can be reduced to a level of insignificance through project revisions, a Negative Declaration can be adopted (Section 21080; CEQA Public Resources Code).  This Negative Declaration has been prepared based on the assessment of the Initial Study prepared for the Sierra Pacific Hydroelectric Project.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The following is a summary of the project that Sierra has proposed; additional detail may be found in the attached Initial Study.

Sierra’s hydroelectric facilities consist of 10.4 megawatts of generating capacity.  This capacity is comprised of four hydroelectric facilities capable of generating approximately 2.6 megawatts of power each.  These facilities are: Farad, Verdi, Fleish, and Washoe.  The facilities are located on the Truckee River at Farad, California, and at Fleish, Verdi, and Washoe, Nevada (See General Location Map).

This Negative Declaration analyzes Sierra’s proposal to transfer the four run-of-the-river hydroelectric generating plants and associated water rights to TMWA.  TMWA is a publicly-owned municipal water utility created by law to provide commercial, residential and wholesale water service to customers in portions of the cities of Reno and Sparks, and in Washoe County, Nevada.  All four of Sierra’s run-of-the-river hydroelectric facilities are currently operated pursuant to the Orr Ditch Decree (described further in the Initial Study), which constrains the operation and use of the four Sierra hydroelectric plants to those run-of-the-river operations that are compatible with other watershed interests outlined in the Orr Ditch Decree, such as consumption, flood control, and environmental protection.  The Orr Ditch Decree mandates the quantity and timing of water available to operate the plants, and minimizes the ability or flexibility of the facility operator to make operational changes without first obtaining Federal, State and Local approval.  The transfer would not impact the manner in which the hydroelectric facilities are currently operated.  

PURPOSE AND NEED

For well over 100 years and until June 2001, Sierra, as an investor-owned public utility, has provided municipal water service in the Cities of Reno and Sparks, Nevada, and in adjacent portions of Washoe County, Nevada.  Throughout most of that period of time the water used to satisfy the non-consumptive water rights associated with the operation of Sierra’s run-of-the-river hydroelectric generating plants also has been used to satisfy the consumptive water rights associated with irrigation and municipal water service in the Cities of Reno and Sparks, Nevada, and in portions of Washoe County, Nevada.  As the Truckee Meadows has evolved into primarily an urban area, this operational interrelationship between water used to satisfy the non-consumptive water rights associated with operation of Sierra’s run-of-the-river hydroelectric generating plants and the consumptive water rights used to meet demands for municipal water service in the Cities of Reno and Sparks, Nevada, and in portions of Washoe County has become increasingly important.

On January 15, 2001, Sierra entered into an asset purchase agreement (APA) to sell its retail water business to TMWA, and two primary elements of the purpose and need of this transaction were identified, as described below.

Electricity to Provide for Water Supply Operations

The electricity generated by the hydroelectric facilities would allow TMWA to meet the electric requirements of its water supply operations.  TMWA loads have always been met by Sierra generation.

Water Supply Protection

As has historically been the case with Sierra’s operations, TMWA’s interests in supplying the Cities of Reno, Sparks, and portions of Washoe County, Nevada, with municipal water would take priority over the generation of electricity.  During Sierra’s ownership, water supply has been the priority over generation -- nothing has or will change in this regard due to the transfer of these hydroelectric facilities from Sierra to TMWA.  Additionally, the quantities of water available to both electric and consumptive uses will remain unchanged because the hydroelectric facilities are run-of-the-river and operate on an as-available basis with regard to water supplies that are ultimately governed by the Orr Ditch Decree.

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

The Initial Study was prepared to identify the potential effects on the environ​ment from the transfer of the four hydro facilities and to evaluate the signif​icance of these effects.  The Initial Study was based on information presented in Sierra’s PEA filed on September 30, 2003, and other environmental analyses of the project.  

Based on the Initial Study, the project as proposed by Sierra would have no impacts in the areas of aesthetics, agricultural resources, air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, hazards & hazardous materials, hydrology & water quality, land use planning, mineral resources, noise, population and housing, recreation, transportation & traffic, and utilities and service systems. 

______________________________________ 




___________________
Kevin Coughlan, Program Manager
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM
1.
Project Title:
Sierra Pacific Power Company, Sierra Pacific Hydroelectric Facility Transfer Project

Application Number A.03-09-045
2.
Lead Agency Name and Address:

California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC)

Energy Division

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco, CA  94102
3.
Contact Person and Phone Number:

Nicolas Procos, Project Manager

Energy Division – Analysis Branch

(415) 703-5289

e-mail:  nbp@cpuc.ca.gov
4.
Project Location:

The project analyzes the transfer of four existing run-of-the- river hydroelectric plants from Sierra Pacific Power Company to the Truckee Meadows Water Authority (TMWA), a publicly-owned municipal water utility.  These facilities are known as:  Farad, Verdi, Fleish, and Washoe.  The facilities are located on the Truckee River at Farad, California, and Fleish, Verdi, and Washoe, Nevada (See General Location Map).

5.
Project Sponsor’s Name and Address:

Sierra Pacific Power Company

6100 Neil Road

Reno, Nevada 89520
6.
General Plan Designation:

The projects are located in undeveloped rural settings in California and Nevada

7. Zoning:

The facilities are zoned as public and semi-public facilities
8. Description of the Project:

The four hydroelectric facilities consist of 10.4 megawatts of generating capacity, with each hydroelectric facility capable of generating approximately 2.6 megawatts of power each.  Sierra Pacific Power Company (Sierra) states that approximately 5.6 percent of its total internal hydroelectric generation is allocated to California, thus at maximum capacity the 10.4 megawatts associated with these plants will reduce the power available to California customers by about .58 megawatts.  

The four hydroelectric facilities are run-of-the-river facilities which take water from the Truckee River at small diversion dams consistent with water rights granted in United States of America v. The Orr Water Ditch Company, (In Equity A-3, 1944) -- commonly referred to as the Orr Ditch Decree-- and return the water to the river after it has passed through a series of canals and flumes.  Sierra has the right (after transportation losses) to divert sufficient water with a priority of February 16, 1904, to deliver to the wheel of the Fleish plant at 327 cubic feet of water per second; with a priority of 1899, to deliver to the wheel of the Farad plant at 325 cubic feet of water per second and sufficient additional water with a priority of 1906 to deliver to the wheel of said power plant at 75 cubic feet of water per second for the generation of electric power in said plant; with a priority of October 26, 1909, to deliver to the wheel of the Verdi plant at 399 cubic feet of water per second; and 396 cubic feet of water per second to the wheel at the Washoe plant.  Although the plants only divert such water as may be in the river at any particular time, it is important to understand the operation of the Truckee River system.

In the Truckee River system there are seven lakes and reservoirs.  Three of these reservoirs (Boca, Stampede, and Independence) are linked in series on the Little Truckee River which flows into the Truckee River just below the Boca Reservoir.  The other lakes and reservoirs are Lake Tahoe, Donner Lake, Prosser and Martis Reservoirs (See General Location Map).

The uses to which Truckee River water is put are varied.  The water is used for municipal, industrial and domestic purposes in the Truckee Meadows area and for agriculture, recreation, hydroelectric generation and stream flow maintenance and environmental purposes.   

There are a variety of criteria which determine the release from storage from the various lakes and reservoirs of the system.  The primary constraints or controls on the system were dictated by Court decisions in 1915 and 1944.  The most notable control is the Floriston Rates.  The Floriston Rates criteria control the extent to which water must be released or passed through Lake Tahoe and Boca Reservoir to maintain a flow rate in the Truckee River at the California state line during different periods of the year.  The Floriston Rates were established in 1915 by Court decree when the federal government condemned the right to operate the dam and outlet of Lake Tahoe.  

The rates of flow were subsequently altered by the Truckee River Operating Agreement and incorporated into the Orr Ditch Decree as follows:

Lake Tahoe Elevation

(Feet above mean sea level)

Truckee River Flow at Farad (cfs)
	
	Oct.
	Nov-Feb
	Mar.
	Apr-Sept

	Less than 6225.25
	400
	300
	300
	500

	6225.25 to 6226
	400
	350
	350
	500

	Above 6226
	400
	400
	500
	500


A number of other constraints, in addition to the Orr Ditch Decree, control water releases in the Truckee River system, including the following: 

(1) flood control criteria for Stampede, Prosser, Boca, and Martis Reservoirs and precautionary draw downs at Lake Tahoe; 

(2) stream flow maintenance releases below the lakes and reservoirs in the system; 

(3) the operation of Donner Lake which is limited by the deed through which Sierra Pacific and Truckee Carson Irrigation District (TCID) acquired the water right in 1943.  That deed (indenture) requires the Lake to be operated so as not to exceed a specific elevation and so as not to go below a specific elevation before the end of August of each year.  In addition, the California Division of Safety of Dams generally requires that storage in Donner Lake be lowered to the level of the invert of the upper two slide gates by November 15th  of each year; 

(4) the California Division of Safety of Dams generally requires that flashboards from two of the bays in the spillway structure at Independence Lake be left out of the overflow spillway every season between November 1, and April 1.  In addition, the California Department of Fish and Game requires that if stored water is to be drawn from Independence Lake that it be drawn after April 30 and before January 1 of each year.  It further requires that releases from Independence Lake be sufficient to maintain a minimum flow of water below the dam equal to 2 cubic feet per second;

(5) the Stampede Dam Decision, which requires the reservoir to be operated in a manner which is for the benefit of threatened and endangered species of fish at Pyramid Lake.  The Stampede Reservoir continues to be operated under that decision; 

(6) the Tahoe Prosser exchange agreement, which allows accumulation of water in Prosser Reservoir when releases from Tahoe are made even though such releases are not required to meet the Floriston Rates; and 

(7) the limited discharge capability of Lake Tahoe when lake levels are near the natural rim elevation.

Sierra has entered into an asset purchase agreement with TMWA to sell its retail water business and the four hydroelectric generating stations.  TMWA will continue to operate the Hydro facilities to meet the electric requirements of its water operations but, consistent with past operation by Sierra, water operations will have priority over electric generation.  TMWA will be operationally bound by the conditions as set forth in both the Orr Ditch Decree and the Truckee River Operating Agreement.  When and if the Truckee River Operating Agreement becomes effective, TMWA will be bound by the operational constraints in the Agreement.  The four hydroelectric stations subject to this sale are described below.

Farad Plant 

Historically, water has been diverted from the Truckee River at the Farad Diversion Dam, located approximately 1.8 miles upstream of the Farad Power Plant, conveyed to the Farad Power Plant through an elevated wooden flume, which is approximately 10 feet high by 10 feet wide.  The diversion structure was originally constructed in 1899 of wood and rock ballast.  On January 1, 1997, the Truckee River crested with a peak flow of approximately 15,000 cubic feet per second, corresponding roughly to a 50-year flood event.  It appears that the concrete wall connecting the west end of the dam to the diversion structure washed downstream during that storm, resulting in failure of the west abutment wall and ultimately the dam.  Following the storm, Sierra removed the remaining pieces of the dam within the river channel to minimize safety hazards to river users.  The concrete control structure west of the channel and the concrete abutment east of the channel remain in place.

Sierra filed an application with the California State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) in Sacramento to construct a new structure to divert water to the Farad Power Plant and replace the previous weir.  A project design was selected by the Board which would restore water diversions to the Farad Power Plant and reduce the risk of structure failure under high-flow conditions while providing fish passage under variable flow conditions and accommodating recreational boat passage.  The project was analyzed utilizing those parameters and the CEQA guidelines.  A Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) was issued to the public in March of 2003, and a decision was issued in June of 2003.  The project was approved by the SWRCB with operating stipulations and mitigation measures in the areas of Hydrology, Water Quality, Aquatic Resources, Vegetation, Recreation, Noise, Transportation, Geology, and Aesthetics.  

Plant operation at the Farad facility is therefore controlled not only by the previously described Orr Ditch Decree, but also by the operating stipulations and mitigation measures imposed by the SWRCB in its FEIR and decision of June 2003.  Accordingly, the mere transfer of this facility to TMWA would not change the quantity and timing of water available to operate the Farad plant.   

Verdi Plant  

The Verdi hydroelectric power facility is an existing facility consisting of a small diversion dam, headgates, fish ladder, canal and flume, forebay house, penstock, powerhouse, tailrace, and necessary lines.  The Truckee River General Electric Company, a predecessor of Sierra Pacific Power Company commenced construction on the facility in 1909 and completed construction in 1911.

 Plant operation is controlled by the previously described Orr Ditch Decree.  Accordingly, the transfer of this facility to TMWA would not change the quantity and timing of water available to operate the Verdi plant.  

Fleish Plant

The Fleish Hydroelectric Power Facility is an existing facility consisting of a small diversion dam, headgates, fish ladder, canal and flume, forebay house, penstock, powerhouse, tailrace, and necessary lines.  The Truckee River General Electric Company, a predecessor of Sierra Pacific Power Company commenced construction on the facility in 1904 and completed construction in 1905.

Plant operation is controlled by the previously described Orr Ditch Decree.  Accordingly, the transfer of this facility to TMWA would not change the quantity and timing of water available to operate the Fleish plant.  

Washoe Plant
The Washoe Hydroelectric Power Facility is an existing facility consisting of a small diversion dam, headgates, fish ladder, canal and flume, forebay house, penstock, powerhouse, tailrace, and necessary lines.  The Truckee River General Electric Company, a predecessor of Sierra Pacific Power Company completed construction on the Washoe hydroelectric facility in 1902.

 Plant operation is controlled by the previously described Orr Ditch Decree. Accordingly, the transfer of this facility to TMWA would not change the quantity and timing of water available to operate the Washoe plant.  

9.
Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:

The Proposed Project consists of four powerhouses: 1) The Verdi power house is in Washoe County, Nevada, the weir is also in Washoe County, Nevada; 2) The Washoe power house is in Washoe County, Nevada, the weir is also in Washoe County, Nevada; 3) The Fleish power house is in Washoe County, Nevada, the weir is in Sierra County, California; and 4) The Farad power house is in Nevada County, California, and the weir is also in Nevada County, California.

10.
Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required:

There are no other agencies that are needed to authorize the sale of these facilities.  The CPUC has sole authority to authorize asset sales from Investor Owned Utilities to other parties.

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

	The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.



	
	
	

	Aesthetics
	Agricultural Resources
	Air Quality

	Biological Resources
	Cultural Resources
	Geology / Soils

	Hazards & Hazardous Materials
	Hydrology / Water Quality
	Land Use / Planning

	Mineral Resources
	Noise 
	Population / Housing

	Public Services
	Recreation
	Transportation / Traffic

	Utilities / Service Systems
	Mandatory Findings of Significance
	


ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

	On the basis of this initial evaluation:

I find that the Proposed Project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	I find that although the Proposed Project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the applicant.  A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	I find that the Proposed Project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIR) is required.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	I find that the Proposed Project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant impact unless mitigated” on the environment, but at least one effect (1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and (2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets, if the effect is a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant unless mitigated.”  An EIR is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	I find that although the Proposed Project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR pursuant to applic​able standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the Proposed Project, nothing further is required.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	
_______________________________

___________________

Kevin Coughlan, Program Manager



Date


Energy Division

California Public Utilities Commission
	


EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
Introduction

This Initial Study includes analyses of the 16 environmental issue areas listed below per section number.  These issue areas incorporate the topics presented in CEQA’s Environmental Checklist (identified in Appendix G to the CEQA Guidelines).  

	I  
	Aesthetics
	IX
	Land Use/Planning

	II  
	Agricultural Resources
	X
	Mineral Resources

	III  
	Air Quality
	XI
	Noise

	IV  
	Biological Resources
	XII
	Population/Housing

	V  
	Cultural Resources
	XIII
	Public Services

	VI  
	Geology/Soils
	XIV
	Recreation

	VII
	Hazards and Hazardous Materials
	XV
	Transportation/Traffic

	VIII
	Hydrology/Water Quality
	XVI
	Utilities/Service Systems

	
	
	
	


	I.  AESTHETICS

Would the project:
	Potentially Significant Impact
	Potentially Significant
Unless
Mitigation Incorporated
	Less than Significant Impact
	No Impact

	(a)
Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	(b)
Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	(c)
Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	(d)
Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Existing Conditions:

The hydroelectric facilities are located within the upper Truckee River Basin between Floriston, California and Verdi, Nevada, along the Truckee River.  The Truckee River is closely intertwined with I-80 as they share the same corridor through the mountain passes and valleys of the eastern side of the Sierra Nevada range and descend into the Reno metropolitan area.  The angular and craggy mountain peaks that define the corridor are striking and picturesque through this reach.  The vegetative cover is tall coniferous forest with sagebrush scrub on the more arid slopes and willow scrub and other riparian vegetation along the edge of the river.  The rockiness and steep grade of the river provide for many riffles and turbulence that is highly visible below and adjacent to the highway for much of this reach.  Built forms include historic wooden railroad and flume structures.  

Explanation:

a)
Scenic Vista: No Impact.   

The facilities follow highway 80 and are located along the Truckee River.  While the existing facilities are located in areas with scenic attributes, the sale of the facilities will not add any new or additional physical structures to the existing baseline, nor will it cause any structures to be removed or demolished.  As a result, the proposed project would not have an adverse effect on any scenic vista.  
b)
Scenic Resources: No Impact.

The facilities are adjacent to Highway 80 in the Lake Tahoe region.  Highway 80 is a state eligible Scenic Highway.  Nevertheless, the project is a sale transfer of existing facilities and as such would not have any subsequent impact on the scenic resources of the area. 
c)
Degrade Visual Character: No Impact.
The proposed project involves the transfer of ownership of an existing facility and does not include new construction or activity that would change or adversely affect the visual character or quality of the existing facility sites and their surroundings.  
d) 
Light and Glare: No Impact.

The proposed project involves the transfer of ownership of an existing facility and does not include new construction or activity that would create a new source of substantial light or glare.  

	II.  AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture farmland.  Would the project:
	Potentially Significant Impact
	Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated
	Less than Significant Impact
	No Impact

	a)
Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps pre​pared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Pro​gram of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	b)
Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	c)
Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, could individually or cumulatively result in loss of Farmland, to non-agricultural use?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Existing Conditions

Most of the inflow to the Truckee River originates in California’s Sierra Nevada.  A portion of Truckee River water is stored in Federal and non-Federal reservoirs located in California.  The Federal reservoirs are Lake Tahoe and Prosser Creek, Boca, Stampede, and Martis Creek Reservoirs.  The non-Federal reservoirs (natural lakes with some storage created by man-made dams) are Independence Lake (owned and operated by Sierra Pacific) and Donner Lake (owned and operated by the Truckee-Carson Irrigation District (TCID).  Collectively, these Federal and non-Federal reservoirs are referred to as the Truckee River reservoirs.  Operation of the reservoirs allows distribution of water in the Truckee River system throughout the year.

Although primarily stored in California, most of the water of the Truckee River is used to supply municipal and industrial demands in the Truckee Meadows area, fish requirements, and hydropower and irrigation demands.  On average, about one-fifth of the Truckee River’s annual flow is diverted at Derby Diversion Dam (Located East of Reno) to the Truckee Canal to irrigate agricultural lands in Reclamation’s Newlands Project.  The Newlands Project includes the Truckee Division, near Fernley, Nevada and the larger Carson Division, in the Lahontan Valley near Fallon, Nevada, in the lower Carson River basin.  The environmental setting for the four hydroelectric plants does not include any farm activities or agricultural lands.

Explanation:

a)
Conversion of Farmland: No Impact

The proposed project involves the transfer of ownership of an existing facility and does not include new construction that might convert farmland to non-agricultural uses.  
b)
Conflict with Agricultural Zoning: No Impact

There is no land subject to a Williamson Act contract.  The proposed project involves the transfer of ownership of an existing facility and will not conflict with existing agricultural zoning or area subject to Williamson Act.  
c)
Loss of Farmland: No Impact

There are no agricultural resources in the project area.  The proposed project involves the transfer of ownership of an existing facility and does not include any activity that might result in loss of farmland.
	III.  AIR QUALITY

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management or pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations.  Would the project:
	Potentially Significant Impact
	Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated
	Less than Significant Impact
	No Impact

	a)
Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	b)
Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	c)
Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is in non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions that exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	d)
Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	e)
Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Existing Conditions

Air quality in the Truckee River basin is generally good.  Pollution problems are primarily centered in the Reno/Sparks urban area.  Sources of pollution include wood burning stoves and fireplaces, Interstate 80 traffic, and the Union Pacific Railroad, among others.  The four hydroelectric plants do not constitute a major or significant source of emissions or air pollutants when operating.  The four facilities are located within three separate air basins:  Nevada County air basin (Farad power house and diversion structure), Long Valley air basin (Verdi and Washoe power houses and diversion structures, and Fleish power house), and Sierra County air basin (Fleish diversion structure).  Both the Nevada County and Sierra County air basins implement the California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS), while the Long Valley air basin implements the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS).  Currently, the Nevada County air basin is in non-attainment for both the 1-hour Ozone limit and the PM10 standard; the Long Valley air basin is in non-attainment for the 1-hour Ozone limit; and the Sierra County air basin is in non-attainment for the PM10 standard.

a)
Conflict with Air Quality Plan: No Impact.

The proposed project involves the transfer of ownership of an existing facility and does not include new construction.  The new facility will be operated by TMWA in a similar manner to the previous owner subject to the provisions of the Orr Ditch Decree and the Truckee River Operating Agreement (“TROA”).  Given that the facilities will continue to operate in the same manner that they do now, with no new construction, there will be no new air impacts associated with the transfer of assets. 
b)
Violation of Air Quality Standard: No Impact.

The proposed project involves the transfer of ownership of an existing facility and does not include new construction.  TMWA will be operationally constrained by the terms of the Orr Ditch Decree and Truckee River Operating Agreement.  Given that the facilities will continue to operate in the same manner that they do now, with no new construction, there will be no new air impacts associated with the transfer of assets. 
c)
Result in a Cumulatively Considerable Increase in Non-Attainment Status Pollutants:  No Impact.

The proposed project involves the transfer of ownership of an existing facility and does not include new construction.  TMWA will be operationally constrained by the terms of the Orr Ditch Decree and Truckee River Operating Agreement.  Given that the facilities will continue to operate in the same manner that they do now, with no new construction, there will be no new air impacts associated with the transfer of assets. 

d)
Expose Sensitive Receptors to Pollutants: No Impact.

The proposed project involves the transfer of ownership of an existing facility and does not include new construction.  TMWA will be operationally constrained by the terms of the Orr Ditch Decree and Truckee River Operating Agreement.  Given that the facilities will continue to operate in the same manner that they do now, with no new construction, there will be no new air impacts associated with the transfer of assets. 

e)
Create Objectionable Odors: No Impact.

The proposed project involves the transfer of ownership of an existing facility and does not include new construction.  TMWA will be operationally constrained by the terms of the Orr Ditch Decree and Truckee River Operating Agreement.  Given that the facilities will continue to operate in the same manner that they do now, with no new construction, there will be no new air impacts associated with the transfer of assets. 

	IV.  BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Would the project:
	Potentially Significant Impact
	Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated
	Less than Significant Impact
	No Impact

	a)
Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	b)
Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	c)
Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) either individually or in combination with the known or probable impacts of other activities through direct removal, filling, hydro​logical interruption, or other means?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	d)
Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of wildlife nursery sites?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	e)
Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?  
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	f)
Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Communities Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Existing Conditions:

Aquatic Resources:  The Truckee River system supports a number of native and nonnative fish species.  Common native fish species include mountain whitefish, Lahontan cutthroat trout, Tahoe sucker, mountain sucker, Lahontan redside, speckled dace, Paiute sculpin, and Tui chub.  Nonnative species include brown trout, rainbow trout, largemouth bass, green sunfish, black crappie, and carp.  Aquatic Invertebrates known to occur in the Truckee River include Baetis and Ephemerella (mayflies), Arcynopteryz (stonefly), and Desmona bethula (caddisfly).

Vegetation and Wetland Resources:  Vegetative communities near the hydroelectric facilities consists of big sagebrush scrub, Montane riparian scrub, Montane black cottonwood riparian forest, Jeffrey pine forest, and ruderal habitat.

Wildlife Resources:  Bird and mammal species that have been observed near the hydroelectric facilities include band-tailed pigeon, rock dove, Steller’s jay, California ground squirrel, green-tailed towhee, spotted towhee, white-throated swift, barn swallow, yellow-rumped warbler, American dipper, American robin, Bewick’s wren, bushtit, belted kingfisher, western wood-pewee, dark-eyed junco, common merganser and white- crowned sparrow.  Evidence of beaver, mule deer, cliff swallows, coyotes, black bear, bushy-tailed woodrat and raccoon has also been observed.

Explanation:

a)
Adverse Effect on Special Status Species: No Impact.

The Project will not have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species.  Because there will be no change in facility operations and no new construction, there will be no new impacts, nor impacts of greater severity, associated with the transfer, and the new operator will continue to adhere to any currently imposed measures to protect both habitat and species.

b)
Effect on Riparian Habitat: No Impact.

The Project will not have a substantial adverse impact on any riparian or sensitive natural community.  Because there will be no change in facility operations and no new construction, there will be no new impacts, nor impacts of greater severity, associated with the transfer, and the new operator will continue to adhere to any currently imposed measures to protect both habitat and species.

c) Effect on Wetlands: No Impact.

No wetland will be adversely affected by the transfer of these facilities from Sierra to TMWA.  

d)
Interference with Wildlife Movement: No Impact.

The Project is a sale of existing facilities and as a result will not interfere with wildlife movement.   

e)
Conflict with Policies Protecting Biological Resources: No Impact.

The existing facilities will be operated in a similar fashion by TMWA.  Because there will be no change in facility operations and no new construction, there will be no new impacts, nor impacts of greater severity, associated with the transfer, and the new operator will continue to adhere to any currently imposed measures to protect both habitat and species.  There are no existing local policies or ordinances protecting wildlife resources that would be adversely affected by the transfer of the hydroelectric facilities.

f)
Conflict with Adopted Conservation Plans: Less than Significant Impact

The existing facilities will be operated in a similar fashion by TMWA.  Because there will be no change in facility operations and no new construction, there will be no new impacts, nor impacts of greater severity, associated with the transfer, and the new operator will continue to adhere to any currently imposed measures to protect both habitat and species.  There are no existing, adopted Habitat Conservation Plans, Natural Communities Conservation Plans or other approved conservation plans that would be adversely affected by the transfer of the hydroelectric facilities.

	V.  CULTURAL RESOURCES

Would the project:
	Potentially Significant Impact
	Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated
	Less than Significant Impact
	No Impact

	a)
Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as defined in §15064.5? 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	b)
Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	c)
Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geological feature?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	d)
Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Existing Conditions

The hydroelectric facilities are located in the upper Truckee River basin area and have been the scene of historical activities since the mid-1800’s.  Industry in the area took many forms.  The Peavine Mining District was established in 1867.  Mining activities led to the development of small towns in the area including Crystal Peak, Verdi, and Brooklyn.  The need for timbers in mining created a lumbering industry in the Truckee River Basin.  The Central Pacific Railroad, which passed through the basin, served as the supply mode for the lumber and ice industries.  The ice industry began at Boca and spread to Bronco (Floriston), Essex, Iceland and other sites outside of the area of interest.  Other facilities in the area included a pulp and paper mill and breweries.

Explanation

a) Adversely Affected Historic Resources: No Impact.

No effects on historical resources would occur at any time as a result of the transfer.  Because there will be no change in facility operations and no new construction, there will be no new impacts, nor impacts of greater severity, associated with the transfer, and the new operator will continue to adhere to any currently imposed measures to protect historic resources.

b) Adversely Affect Archeological Resources: No Impact.

No effects on archeological resources would occur at any time as a result of the transfer.  Because there will be no change in facility operations and no new construction, there will be no new impacts, nor impacts of greater severity, associated with the transfer, and the new operator will continue to adhere to any currently imposed measures to protect archeological resources.

c) Destruction of Paleontological Resources: No Impact.

No paleontological resources or unique geological features would be affected by the proposed Project.  Because there will be no change in facility operations and no new construction, there will be no new impacts, nor impacts of greater severity, associated with the transfer, and the new operator will continue to adhere to any currently imposed measures to protect paleontological resources.

d) Disturb Human Remains: No Impact.

The proposal does not include any grading activities, construction, or other actions that would directly or indirectly disturb human remains.

	VI.  GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Would the project:
	Potentially Significant Impact
	Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated
	Less than Significant Impact
	No Impact

	a)
Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
	
	
	
	

	i)
Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault?  Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	ii)
Strong seismic ground shaking?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	iii)
Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	iv)
Landslides?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	b)
Result in substantial soil erosion or loss of topsoil?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	c)
Be located on a geological unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	d)
Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18‑1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994) creating substantial risks to life or property?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	e)
Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater? 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Existing Conditions
The Sierra Nevada, a block-faulted range formed over a million years ago, is composed mainly of granitic basement rocks capped by basaltic lava flows.  Widespread volcanic activity resulting in basalt, andesite, and other volcanic-flow rocks corresponded with the Sierra Nevada up-lift.  During periods of glaciation, ice that had formed in the higher elevations began moving downslope, picking up granitic and volcanic rock fragments.  These fragments were deposited along the Truckee River, which reworked these materials to produce sorted sand gravel deposits. Landslides occasionally occur along the Truckee River west of Reno.  Near the Mogul area, landslides, which are probably a result of river erosion, have developed.

Soils in the Truckee River basin are highly varied due to the diversity of parent materials, as well as climatic and topographic conditions.  The soils between Floriston and Reno, are classified as deep organic and stony weathered loamy.  These soils are stony and have moderate to moderately high erosion hazard.

While the Sierra Nevada range is replete with geologic faulting, there are no known active geologic faults directly associated with the four hydroelectric facilities.

Explanation

a)
i
Fault Rupture: No Impact.  No new impacts from fault rupture will occur as a result of the transfer of these existing facilities.


ii
Strong Ground Shaking: No Impact. No new impacts from ground shaking would occur as a result of the sale of these existing facilities.


iii
Ground Failure, Including Liquefaction: No Impact. No new impacts from ground failure or liquefaction will result from the transfer of these existing facilities.


iv
Landslides: No Impact.  The Project consists of the sale of four pre-existing hydroelectric facilities and will not result in new exposures to landslides.

b)
Erosion or Loss of Topsoil: No Impact

There are no existing erosion issues directly associated with the four hydroelectric facilities.  The proposed change in ownership without a change in operations will not result in any substantial soil erosion or loss of topsoil.

c)
Geological Unit or Soil that is Unstable: No Impact

The transfer of ownership of the facilities will not result in Project activities on potentially unstable soils nor will it create potentially unstable soils.

d)
Expansive Soil: No Impact

The Project consists of the sale of four pre-existing hydroelectric facilities.  No additional facilities will be constructed, and there will be no Project activities on expansive soil.

e)
Soils for Septic Tank Use: No Impact

The facilities have existing waste disposal mechanisms.  The transfer of the facilities will not result in additional construction of facilities.

	VII.  HAZARDS & HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.

Would the project:
	Potentially Significant Impact
	Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated
	Less than Significant Impact
	No Impact

	a)
Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	b)
Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the likely release of hazardous materials into the environment?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	c)
Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	d)
Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the public or the environment?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	e)
The creation of or exposure to potential health hazards?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	f)
For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	g)
For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area? 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	h)
Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	i)
Expose people or structures to the risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Existing Conditions

Except for naturally-occurring potential erosion hazards in the Truckee River system, there are no identified hazards & hazardous material issues near or adjacent to the hydroelectric facilities, or associated with their operation.

Explanation

a)
Use, Transport, or Disposal of Hazardous Materials: No Impact

The facilities have existing permits for transport and disposal of hazardous materials.  The transfer will not result in substantive changes from existing operations.

b)
Potential for Accidental Release of Hazardous Materials: No Impact

The transfer of the facilities will not result in additional risk of accidental releases of hazardous materials.
c)
Hazardous Materials Near a School: No Impact

The four hydroelectric plants are located in remote locations along the Truckee River and are not near any schools.

d)
Located on Listed Hazardous Site: No Impact

The facilities are not located on known hazardous materials sites.

e)
Exposure to Potential Health Hazards: No Impact

Current use of hazardous materials and management of hazardous wastes are within existing permit conditions.  The transfer of the facilities will not result in increased exposure to potential health hazards.

f)
Project Near Public Airport: No Impact

The facilities are not located near an airport.

g)
Project Near Private Airstrip: No Impact

The facilities are not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip.

h)
Interference with Emergency Response Plan: No Impact

The four hydroelectric plants are located in remote locations along the Truckee River and do not interfere with an Emergency Response Plan.

i)
Exposure to Wildland Fires: No Impact

The four hydroelectric plants are located in remote locations along the Truckee River and therefore the transfer of the facilities will not contribute to the risks of exposure to wildland fires.

	VIII.  HYDROLOGY & WATER QUALITY

Would the project:
	Potentially Significant Impact
	Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated
	Less than Significant Impact
	No Impact

	a)
Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	b)
Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level (i.e., the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have been granted)?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	c)
Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner that would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off‑site?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	d)
Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in flooding on- or off-site?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	e)
Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems to provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	f)
Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	g)
Place housing within a 100-year flood plain, as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other hazard delineation map?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	h)
Place within 100-year flood plain structures that would impede or redirect flood flows?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	i)
Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	j)
Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Existing Conditions

With the exception of occasional accidents, waste inputs are minimal in the alpine regions of the Truckee River basin.  Potential sources of pollutant discharges in the upper tributaries and reservoirs include runoff from salts used for ice control on roadways; petroleum-based pollutants such as fuels and oils from vehicular traffic; and soil erosion from road construction, development projects, and wildfires.

In general, concentration of dissolved pollutants in the Truckee River increases downstream, as distance increases from the pure headwater tributaries and as contributions of runoff from developed areas and human activities increase.  The major contributions of pollutants to the river in the upper Truckee River watershed, from Lake Tahoe and the other major reservoirs to the Nevada state line, are discharges of storm water from the urbanized areas near Truckee and subsurface inputs of tertiary-treated wastewater from the Tahoe-Truckee Sanitation Agency.  
Explanation

a)
Violate Water Quality or Waste Discharge Standards: No Impact
The Project (a change in ownership with no change in operations) will not violate any known water quality standard or waste discharge requirement.

b)
Deplete Groundwater or Interfere with Groundwater Recharge: No Impact

The Project (a change in ownership with no change in operations) will not deplete groundwater or interfere with groundwater recharge.

c)
Alteration of Drainage Resulting in Erosion: No Impact

The Project (a change in ownership with no change in operations) will not result in any substantial change in drainage patterns including alteration of stream courses leading to substantial erosion or siltation.

d)
Alter Drainage Resulting in Flooding: No Impact

The Project (a change in ownership with no change in operations) will not result in any substantial change in drainage patterns including alteration of stream courses resulting in flooding.

e)
Create Runoff Exceeding Stormwater Drainage System Capacity: No Impact

The Project (a change in ownership with no change in operations) will not create or contribute runoff that would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems.

f)
Degrade Water Quality: No Impact

The Project (a change in ownership with no change in operations) will not substantially degrade water quality.

g)
Place Housing in Flood Zone: No Impact

No housing is associated with this Project. 

h)
Install Structures Impeding Flood Flows: No Impact

The Project (a change in ownership with no change in operations) will not impede or redirect flood flows.

i)
Expose Structures to Flooding: No Impact

The proposed Project is the sale of four existing run-of-the-river hydroelectric facilities and would not directly expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving flooding.  
j)
Inundation by Seiche, Tsunami, or Mudflow: No Impact

The proposed Project is the sale of hydroelectric facilities and would have no impact on the potential for inundation by Seiche, Tsunami, or mudflow.

	IX.  LAND USE AND PLANNING

Would the project:
	Potentially Significant Impact
	Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated
	Less than Significant Impact
	No Impact

	a)
Physically divide an established community?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	b)
Conflict with applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	c)
Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural communities conservation plan?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Existing Conditions

The hydroelectric facilities are zoned Public and Semi-Public facilities.  Public facilities may include utilities, community buildings, schools, and fire and police protection.  Semi-public may include facilities such as utility corridors, railroad parcels, power flume and water canal parcels.  The facilities are generally rural with the exception of the Verdi facility which is located within the urban Verdi City Limits.

Explanation:

a)
Physically Divide an Established Community: No Impact

This proposal is solely for the transfer of ownership of the remote location hydroelectric facilities to TMWA, and does not include any new construction that may divide an established community.  

b)
Conflict with Adopted Land Use Plan or Policy: No Impact

This proposal is solely for the transfer of ownership of the hydroelectric facilities to TMWA, and does not include any change in operational or land use conditions of the facilities or the surrounding properties.  The transfer will not conflict with an adopted land use plan or policy.

c)
Conflict with Habitat Conservation Plan: No Impact

No approved Habitat Conservation Plans conflict with the transfer of the facilities.

	X.  MINERAL RESOURCES

Would the project:
	Potentially Significant Impact
	Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated
	Less than Significant Impact
	No Impact

	a)
Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region and residents of the state?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	b)
Result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Existing Conditions

There are no active mining operations near the hydroelectric facilities or within the upper Truckee River basin.
Explanation:

a)
Loss of Availability of a Known Mineral Resource: No Impact

The proposed Project involves the sale of four pre-existing hydroelectric facilities.  No new construction is contemplated and no new loss of a known mineral resource will occur.

b)
Loss of Availability of a Locally Important Mineral Resource: No Impact

The proposed Project involves the sale of four pre-existing hydroelectric facilities and will not result in the loss of availability of a locally known mineral resource.

	XI.  NOISE

Would the project result in:
	Potentially Significant Impact
	Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated
	Less than Significant Impact
	No Impact

	a)
Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	b)
Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground borne vibration or ground borne noise levels?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	c)
A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	d)
A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	e)
For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	f)
For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Existing Conditions

The areas surrounding the hydroelectric facilities are generally rural with the exception of the Verdi facility, which is located within the Verdi City Limits.  The predominant noise source in this area is traffic on I-80 and the Union Pacific Railroad trains.
Explanation:

a)
Exposure of Persons to Noise Levels in Excess of Local Standards: No Impact

The facilities are located in remote locations along the Truckee River and do not expose people to noise levels in excess of local standards.
b)
Expose Sensitive Receptors to Excessive Ground Borne Vibration: No Impact

The Project will not result in exposure to or generation of excessive vibration or noise levels.
c)
Substantial Permanent Increase in Ambient Noise: No Impact

No permanent increase in ambient noise levels will occur from the Project.

d)
Substantial Temporary or Periodic Increase in Ambient Noise: No Impact

No substantial increase in ambient noise will occur as a result of the transfer.

e)
Within Two Miles of a Public Airport: No Impact

The facilities are not located near a public airport.
f)
Within the Vicinity of a Private Airstrip: No Impact

The facilities are not located near a private airstrip.

	XII.  POPULATION AND HOUSING

Would the project:
	Potentially Significant Impact
	Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated
	Less than Significant Impact
	No Impact

	a)
Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	b)
Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	c)
Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Existing Conditions

The hydroelectric facilities are located in the upper Truckee River basin.  The 1990 census estimated a population of 11,449 with 96.6 percent white, 1.2 percent Native American, and less than 1 percent black and Asian.  The Hispanic ethnic group accounted for 8.3 percent.  The population is predominantly young (median age 33.4) and well educated; more than 90 percent are high school graduates, and more than 28 percent have bachelors or advanced degrees.

Explanation:

a)
Induce Substantial Population Growth: No Impact

No changes in population growth will occur as a result of the transfer.

b)
Displace Substantial Numbers of Existing Housing: No Impact

No existing housing will be displaced as a result of the Project.  

c)
Displace Substantial Numbers of People: No Impact

The proposal involves the transfer of assets, rather than any activity that will displace people. 

	XIII.  PUBLIC SERVICES

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered government facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives for any of the public services:
	Potentially Significant Impact
	Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated
	Less than Significant Impact
	No Impact

	a)
Fire protection?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	b)
Police protection?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	c)
Schools?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	d)
Parks?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	e)
Other public facilities?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Existing Conditions:

The Project is the sale of four existing hydroelectric facilities.   The facilities are located in areas with  pre-existing locally implemented public services.  
Explanation:

a)
Fire protection: No Impact

The proposal involves the sale of assets, rather than any activity involving changes in public services or schools.  

b)
Police Protection: No Impact

The asset sale will not result in an increased requirement for police protection.  

c)
Schools: No Impact

The Project is located in a remote location along the Truckee River and will not require the construction of new schools. 

d)
Parks: No Impact

No new parks will be required nor created by the transfer of the four hydroelectric facilities.  

e)
Other Public Facilities: No Impact

The project sale will not result in the need for any new public facilities.  

	XIV.  RECREATION
	Potentially Significant Impact
	Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated
	Less than Significant Impact
	No Impact

	a)
Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	b)
Does the project include recreation facilities or require the con​struction or expansion of recreational facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Existing Conditions

The proposal involves the sale of assets that do not involve any existing recreational resources, facilities, services, or opportunities.  The facilities are generally located in watershed areas in the Sierra Nevada range, and specifically in the Truckee River system.  The facilities are surrounded in particular by lands controlled by the hydroelectric facility owner, and in general by regional and National forests and wilderness areas (with the exception of the Verdi facility which is technically within the Verdi City limits).  The Project will not involve any changes to operations that would in any way affect the use of recreational resources within the watershed areas, nor will the transfer of the facilities impose any new burden on recreational facilities in the area. 

Explanation:

a)
Increase the Use of Existing Neighborhood and Regional Parks or Other Recreational Facilities: No Impact

The proposal involves the sale of existing assets.  No increase in use of existing recreational facilities will occur as a result of the sale.

b)
Require the Construction or Expansion of Recreational Facilities: No Impact

No new construction or change to recreational facilities will occur as a result of the Project.
	XV.  TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

Would the project:
	Potentially Significant Impact
	Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated
	Less than Significant Impact
	No Impact

	a)
Cause an increase in traffic that is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either the number of vehicle trips, the volume-to-capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections)?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	b)
Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard established by the county congestion management agency for designated roads or highways?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	c)
Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	d)
Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	e)
Result in inadequate emergency access?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	f)
Result in inadequate parking capacity?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	g)
Conflict with adopted policies supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Existing Conditions

The hydroelectric facilities are adjacent to I-80 which is a 4-lane divided freeway that serves as a main thoroughfare through the Sierra Nevada range.  I-80 serves as the primary east-west interstate facility in the region connecting the large urban areas of Reno, Sacramento, and the San Francisco Bay Area.  Consequently, the roadway carries a significant amount of traffic destined for areas outside the upper Truckee River basin.  I-80 serves a variety of traffic purposes including interstate and interregional movement of goods; recreational travel to the attractions of the Sierra Nevada, Lake Tahoe, and Reno areas; and weekday commute travel.

Explanation

a)
Increase in Traffic/Congestion: No Impact

No increase in traffic/congestion is anticipated as a result of the sale.

b)
Exceed Level of Service Standards: No Impact

The proposal involves the sale of existing assets, rather than any activity involving a change in the level of service standards.  

c)
Result in a Change in Air Traffic Patterns: No Impact

The facilities are located in remote locations along the Truckee River and will not result in a change in air traffic patterns.  

d)
Design Feature Hazards: No Impact

The Project is a sale of existing hydroelectric facilities and will not result in new transportation design feature hazards.  

e)
Result in Inadequate Emergency Access: No Impact

The proposal involves the sale of existing assets and would not alter the existing emergency access provisions.  

f)
Result in Inadequate Parking Capacity: No Impact

No change in existing parking capacity will result from the sale.  

g)
Conflict with Alternative Transportation Policies: No Impact

The transfer would not conflict with known transportation policies, plans or programs.

	XVI.  UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Would the project:
	Potentially Significant Impact
	Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated
	Less than Significant Impact
	No Impact

	a)
Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	b)
Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the con​struction of which would cause significant environmental effects?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	c)
Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which would cause significant environmental effects?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	d)
Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	e)
Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider, which serves or may serve the project, that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	f)
Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	g)
Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Existing Conditions

The existing hydroelectric facilities already posses all required utilities and service systems for plant operations.  The transfer of ownership will not affect the utilities and service systems to the transferred facilities and no new or additional utilities will be required as a result of the asset transfer.   

Explanation:

a)
Exceed Wastewater Treatment Requirements: No Impact

The transfer of ownership will not exceed wastewater treatment requirements and the continued operation of the plants will not increase wastewater output.

b)
Require Construction of New Wastewater Treatment Facilities: No Impact

No new construction of wastewater treatment facilities will be required as a result of the transfer because continued operations will not result in any significant increase in wastewater levels.  

c)
Require Construction of New Storm water Drainage Facilities: No Impact

The proposed transfer and continued operation of the facilities will not create the need for new storm water drainage facilities.

d)
Sufficient Water Supplies Available: No Impact

The existing facilities will not require additional provisions for water supplies over existing usage.

e)
Adequate Wastewater Treatment Capacity: No Impact

The transfer of ownership will not require new or additional wastewater treatment.

f)
Sufficient Landfill Capacity: No Impact

The Project involves the transfer of four hydroelectric plants.  No new landfill capacity is required.

g)
Comply with Statutes and Regulations Related to Solid Waste: No Impact

The transfer of ownership will not create the need to accommodate additional solid waste.

	XVII.  MANDATORY FINDING OF SIGNIFICANCE
	Potentially Significant Impact
	Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated
	Less than Significant Impact
	No Impact

	a)
Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	b)
Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects.)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	c)
Does the project have environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Explanation:

a) Degrade the quality of the environment: No Impact

The sale and transfer of the hydroelectric plants will not change the existing environmental setting.  Therefore it will not degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of major periods of California history or prehistory.

b) Impacts that are individually limited , but cumulatively considerable: No Impact

The mere transfer of existing facilities and would not contribute to cumulative impacts in the local communities.

c) Substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly: No Impact

The transfer and continued operation of the facilities will cause no adverse effects to human beings.

XVIII.  LIST OF PREPARERS OF THIS INITIAL STUDY

Table XVIII-1.  Initial Study Preparers

	Name
	Agency / Firm
	Area of Responsibility

	Nicolas Procos
	CPUC
	CPUC Project Manager

	Andrew Barnsdale
	CPUC
	CEQA Team Reviewer

	Pam Nataloni
	CPUC
	CEQA Legal Team
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