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RESPONSE TO THE NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES 

SERVICE FEDERAL POWER ACT SECTION 10(J) 

RECOMMENDED CONDITIONS 

 
 
 
The Yuba County Water Agency (YCWA), licensee for the Yuba River Development Project 
(YRDP), Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) Project No. 2246 (“Project”), has 
prepared this document in response to the comments, recommendations, and preliminary terms 
and conditions filed by the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) in response to YCWA’s 
Final License Application that was filed with the FERC on April 21, 2014, as amended on June 5, 
2017. The NMFS Comment Letter presented a suite of recommended actions for the lower Yuba 
River.  
 
The NMFS Comment Letter identified a total of seven recommended conditions. These 
recommended conditions are listed here:  
 

1. FPA §10(j) Condition #1: Spring Snowmelt Pulse Flow and Recession 
2. FPA §10(j) Condition #2: Schedule 6 Water Year Type Summer Minimum Instream Flows 
3. FPA §10(j) Condition #3: Implement Large Woody Material Augmentation Program 
4. FPA §10(j) Condition #4: Develop and Implement Physical Habitat Improvement Projects 

                                          for Juvenile Salmonid Rearing 
5. FPA §10(j) Condition #5: Fish Exclusion Devices and Stranding Prevention and Reporting 
6. FPA §10(j) Condition #6: Anadromous Fish Monitoring 
7. FPA §10(j) Condition #7: Special Status Species Protection, Mitigation, and Consultation 

 
Only two (Condition #1 and Condition #2) of the seven NMFS recommended conditions pertain 
to actions that have the potential to alter flow or water temperature conditions for anadromous 
salmonids in the lower Yuba River. Consequently, only those two NMFS recommendations are 
considered and evaluated in this report.  
 
YCWA has prepared a separate response addressing specific issues associated with NMFS’ 
recommended Condition #2 - Schedule 6 Water Year Type Summer Minimum Instream Flows 
and has included that response in YCWA’s master response document. However, because many 
flow-related components are integrated, and must be considered in YCWA’s hydrologic operations 
model, the Schedule 6 water year type summer minimum instream flows were incorporated into 
the modeling conducted to represent the “Combined NMFS Recommendations” scenario. For this 
reason, a brief description of NMFS’ Recommended Condition #2 is provided below. YCWA also 
has prepared separate responses to address the non-flow recommended conditions (Conditions 3, 
4, 5, 6 and 7) in NMFS’s Comment Letter.  
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