The Trustees received comments during the January 13, 2010 to February 26, 2010 public comment
period from two entities:

1. Lake County Conservation District

2. Aurora Water.

This section summarizes those comments and provides Trustee responses. The comment from Aurora
Wiater is included at the back of this appendix. The comment from Lake County Conservation
District was provided in a telephone conversation and is not included here.

The Lake Fork Conservation District had three specific comments about the RP/EA. Two comments
were specific to the Arkansas River In-Stream Habitat Restoration project. The first comment
expressed concern that the proposed budget was insufficient for work to be completed on private
land; The second comment suggested that the RP/EA language clearly indicates that restoration
work will be designed to work within the confines of BOR releases from Turquoise Lake. The third
comment pointed out that mountain goats were introduced to Colorado in the 1950s and should
not be listed as historically present in the area; the comment also suggested that the scientific name
for bears be limited to the genus only, since specific bear species were not listed.

The budget for the Arkansas River In-Stream Habitat Restoration project has been increased in this
final RP/EA to reflect the costs needed to complete the project on private land. The project summary
also has been revised to address concerns about BOR releases from Turquoise Lake.

Chapter 4 has been revised to remove mountain goats from the list of native species and to note the
scientific name for bear as Ursus spp. instead of Ursus americanus.

The city of Aurora provided a comment indicating that the city receives a significant portion of its
water supply from the Arkansas River Basin. The comment also noted that the city is an important
landowner and manager in the 11-mile reach with water rights as well as building rights. The city of
Aurora provided three specific comments recommending that the Trustees design restoration projects
that will be successful under the flow-regimes allowed by law, that restoration projects should not
conflict with future land management and water storage plans on land owned by the city of Aurora,
and that restoration projects should not conflict with wetland credit banking plans to be completed
on land owned by the city.
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Trustee response

The Trustees will work with the city of Aurora and other government agencies as appropriate to
ensure the success of restoration projects without violating the land ownership or water rights of
other entities. In-stream restoration projects will be designed under the flow regimes that account
for maximum withdrawal of water as permitted by law under the current Colorado water rights
established for the stream. Restoration projects that include proposed modifications to the city

of Aurora’s land or streambank will be designed to account for the city of Aurora’s land use plans,
and will be approved by the city of Aurora prior to implementation. The Trustees have revised the
descriptions of restoration projects potentially affected by the city of Aurora land and water uses to
more clearly reflect these management decisions.
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