APPENDIX A

APPENDIX A: POST-PUBLICATION
COMMENTS

The Commission accepted the countywide SOI report at its April 1, 2009 meeting. The
Commission approved a two-week comment period following acceptance of the report to provide
local agencies and members of the public with an extended opportunity to provide comments, and
to maximize information as staff prepares the SOI updates. Comments submitted by the extended
deadline of April 15, 2009 are included in this appendix.

Because comments were submitted after LAFCO accepted the SOI report, the consultant did
not have the opportunity to give a response. Comments submitted during previous comment

periods, with responses from the consultant, are available from Yuba LAFCO.

Comments included in this Appendix are:
e Olivehurst Public Utility District, Timothy Shaw, General Manager, April 14, 2009

e Frances E. Hofman, Hofman Ranch, April 15, 2009

Thomas Eres, Counsel to Frances Hofman and Hofman Ranch, April 15, 2009

Plumas-Brophy Fire Protection District, April 15, 2009
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OLIVEHURST PUBLIC UTILITY DISTRICT

BOARD OF DIRECTORS P O. Box 670

Ron Dougherty 1970 9" Avenue
Catherine A. Hollis Olivehurst, CA 95961
Michael Mottison Telephone (530) 743-0317
Larry D. Patty Fax (530) 743-3023

Brenda F. Peeples

GENERAL MANAGER
Timothy R. Shaw

April 14, 2009

Yuba County LAFCO
825 9™ Street, Suite B
Marysville, CA 95901

Re: Sphere of Influence Options Report

Recent comments to the Sphere of Influence Options Report by the City of
Wheatland, which were incorporated into the report, allege that the city’s
discharge to the Bear River offers advantages to OPUD’s discharge to the
Western Pacific Interceptor Canal (WPIC), presumably because the increased
discharge to the WPIC will exacerbate flooding problems.

OPUD does not believe that Wheatland’s statement associated with flooding
concerns has any merit whatsoever. First, Yuba County has recently made
improvements to the WPIC at that location where the WPIC crosses Highway 70.
Those improvements generally consist of flap gates (to prevent high water stages
in the Bear River from flooding the Olivehurst area), and a retention basin (that
holds storm water discharged from upstream areas until the storm has passed).
Concerns that additional wastewater flow into the WPIC will exacerbate flooding
are purely speculative.

OPUD acknowledges that the expansion of the OPUD wastewater plant to serve
as a regional facility has the potential to increase the flows into the WPIC above
the site of the County’s retention basin. Wastewater flows are typically a small
fraction of storm water generated in a community, but in the event that those
additional flows are sufficient to be of concern, Olivehurst has a solution that will
be very easy to implement. That solution would require storing wastewater flows
until the storm event has passed. Storage could be either at the OPUD
wastewater facility, or at Yuba County’s retention basin site. Assuming that
OPUD were to become a regional plant site with an average dry weather
wastewater flow of 8 mgd, the anticipated peak day flow would be in the range of
24 million gallons. Storage to accommodate 100 percent of such a peak day flow
would only require an excavation of less than 120,000 cubic yards (or
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approximately 7.4 acres at a depth of 10 feet). The need to retain 100 percent of
the wastewater discharge is not likely, given the fact that OPUD has an existing
permit to discharge up to 5.1 mgd of average dry weather flow, with no
restrictions on wet weather discharges to the WPIC. OPUD’s recent
Environmental Impact Report was approved by all agencies responsible for
flood control in the area of the discharge. Additionally, the process of
obtaining any NPDES permit, including renewals, involves circulation of draft
permits and tentative orders to the following agencies for comment:

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX, San Francisco

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento

e U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Sacramento

e Department of Water Resources, Central District, Sacramento

OPUD notes that the solution (assuming that any problem exists) proposed by
OPUD to limit impacts due to wet weather discharge (e.g., retention basins) is
identical to the solution proposed by the City of Wheatland for its Dairy Road
plant.

Finally, OPUD also notes that the City of Wheatland alleges that they have
recently upgraded their wastewater facility. The OPUD wastewater plant is the
only plant in South Yuba County that can meet current requirements of the
California Toxic Rule and other discharge requirements being promulgated by
the Regional Water Quality Control Board. Because OPUD has approximately
1.5 mgd of excess dry weather capacity in that plant, it can offer significant
economic advantages to all County ratepayers who join the OPUD regional
facility. Other dischargers in South Yuba County will have to spend considerable
funds to bring their plants to the level enjoyed in Olivehurst. Because growth in
South Yuba County is currently impacted due to the poor economic conditions
(and OPUD’s excess capacity will therefore be available for a considerable
length of time), it makes little sense to duplicate expensive treatment capacity in
other areas when existing capacity is available.

Sincerel
/Ax% ¢ &b
Timothy R. Shaw

General Manager
OLIVEHURST PUBLIC UTILITY DISTRICT

cc: Diana Messina, CRWQCB (by e-mail)
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HOFMAN RANCH
3002 FORTY MILE ROAD
OLIVEHURST, CA
Phone: 530.218.6271

April 15, 2009

Mr. John Benoit
Executive Officer
Yuba County LAFCOI
825 9" Street, Suite B
Marysville, CA 95901

RE: Sphere of Influence Options Report Extended Time For Comments

Dear Mr. Benoit:

Hofman Ranch nor Frances Hofman wishes to have any part of their property be in/or
under the influence of the City of Wheatland for the following reasons:

1.

99 Ces

If we were in a “study area”, “joint planning area” or “Sphere of
Influence” we would not have the right to vote for the City Council, who
can and will make decisions and/or input concerning our property.

The City of Wheatland lacks the financial ability to provide infrastructure
for its present SOI, which needs to be reduced. Therefore, the City does
not need to provide input nor decisions regarding Hofman’s properties
because of their lack of financial ability to provide infrastructure and
services.

The lack of money which is stated in the MSR report which was
unanimously approved by the Commissioners, without any corrections.
The following pages of the MSR state the Financial problems of
Wheatland: Page 21, Para 4, Page 25, Para 5, Page 29, Para 4; Page 30
Para 5, All roads....; Page 31, Para 7; Pages A-38 and A-39 in total.

Thank you for the opportunity to make additional comments.

Sincerely,

/s/ JCA for Frances E. Hofman
Frances E. Hofman






