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1C.1.3.1 Responses to Comments from East Bay Municipal Utility District 
EBMUD 1: Comment noted. 

EBMUD 2: The suggested changes have been included in Table 5D.33 of 
Appendix 5D, Municipal and Industrial Water Demands and Supplies.  
Information related to future actions have been categorized within the definitions 
of the No Action Alternative and the cumulative effects actions. 
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EDCWA 1: Comment noted. 

EDCWA 2: The text has been modified in Section ES.8.8 of the Executive 
Summary; Sections 3.4.5.1 and 3.4.7.1.1 of Chapter 3, Description of 
Alternatives; and Sections 5.4.3.4 and 5.4.3.6 of Chapter 5, Surface Water 
Resources and Water Supplies to provide the correct reference to the El Dorado 
County Water Agency water service contract. 

EDCWA 3: Specific implementation plans and approvals for delivery of CVP 
water under the El Dorado County Water Agency water service contract were not 
finalized at the time of the publication of the Notice of Intent for this EIS in 
March 2012.  Therefore, these deliveries were not included in the No Action 
Alternative or all of the alternatives.  This water service contract has been 
included in Alternatives 3 and 5 of the EIS.  However, during the review of the 
numerical modeling analyses used in this EIS, it was discovered that the demands 
for the El Dorado County Water Agency contract were not included in the CalSim 
II modeling analysis for Alternatives 3 and 5 as presented in Chapters 5 through 
21.  A sensitivity analysis using the CalSim II model to compare the results of the 
analysis with and without these demands is presented in Appendix 5B of this EIS 
for Alternatives 3 and 5.  The results of the sensitivity analysis have been used in 
conjunction with the results presented in Chapters 5 through 21 to analyze the 
effects of including the CVP water service contract for El Dorado County Water 
Agency in Alternatives 3 and 5, as described in Sections 3.4.6 and 3.4.7 of 
Chapter 3, Description of Alternatives, and Section 5.4.3 of Chapter 5, Surface 
Water Resources and Water Supplies.  Results of the impact analysis for all of the 
alternatives will be considered by Reclamation during preparation of the Record 
of Decision. 
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EID 1: Comment noted. 

EID 2: In Appendix 5D, the words “Possible Future Water Supplies” refer to 
water supplies considered under a cumulative effects analysis.  The words 
“Potential Future Water Supplies” refers to the total of water supplies considered 
under the No Action Alternative and the cumulative effects analysis.   

In the Final EIS, the next-to-last subheading in the tables has been changed to 
“Subtotal Possible Future Water Supplies.” 

EID 3: As described in Appendix 5B, Sensitivity Analysis on Representation of 
EID’s Warren Act and EDCWA’s Water Service Contracts with Reclamation in 
Alternatives 3 and 5, of the EIS, these two actions were included in a sensitivity 
analysis in Alternatives 3 and 5.  These actions were not included in the No 
Action Altenative, Second Basis of Comparison, and Alternatives 1, 2, and 4 
because there was a need to conduct an analysis of these contracts on the 
coordinated long-term operation of the CVP and SWP. 

EID 4: The 4,560 acre-feet of Ditch water rights is included in the upstream 
depletion analysis; and therefore is accounted for in the CalSim II modeling. 

EID 5: The changes included in this comment have been incorporated into 
Appendix 5D in the Final EIS. 

EID 6: As described in response to Comment EID 3, Reclamation has included 
assumptions for the El Dorado Irrigation District Warren Act contract and El 
Dorado County Water Agency CVP water service contract in Alternatives 3 and 5 
to provide an analysis of implementation of these contracts with the coordinated 
long-term operation of the CVP and SWP.  However, during the review of the 
numerical modeling analyses used in this EIS, it was discovered that the demands 
for the El Dorado Irrigation District Warren Act contract were not included in the 
CalSim II modeling analysis for Alternatives 3 and 5 as presented in Chapters 5 
through 21.  A sensitivity analysis using the CalSim II model to compare the 
results of the analysis with and without these demands is presented in Appendix 
5B of this EIS for Alternatives 3 and 5.  The results of the sensitivity analysis 
have been used in conjunction with the results presented in Chapters 5 through 21 
to analyze the effects of including the CVP Warren Act contract for El Dorado 
Irrigation District in Alternatives 3 and 5, as described in Sections 3.4.6 and 3.4.7 
of Chapter 3, Description of Alternatives, and Section 5.4.3 of Chapter 5, Surface 
Water Resources and Water Supplies.   

The Preferred Alternative is described in Section 1.5 of Chapter 1, Introduction, 
of the Final EIS. 

EID 7: The No Action Alternative and Alternative 5 included an assumption that 
either the Temperature Control Device (TCD), or equivalent actions, would be 
implemented to conserve the cold water pool in Folsom Lake in accordance with 
the 2009 NMFS BO.  It is recognized that based upon recent studies, the TCD for 
EIS deliveries may or may not be required for long-term operations to conserve 
the cold water pool, and that future studies will be completed to finalize decisions 
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analysis in Chapter 9, Fish and Aquatic Resources, assumes that the cold water 
pool is conserved without specifying the methodology used by El Dorado 
Irrigation District under the No Action Alternative and Alternative 5.   

The discussion in the Executive Summary and Chapter 3, Description of 
Alternatives, indicate that Action II.3 of the 2009 NMFS BO is only included in 
the No Action Alternative and Alternative 5.  The text under Section 3.3.3 of 
Chapter has been expanded to specifically indicate which actions under the 
biological opinions are not included under the Second Basis of Comparison; and 
therefore, by definition of the alternatives, not included in Alternatives 1, 3, and 4. 

The discussion in Chapter 9, Fish and Aquatic Resources, has been expanded to 
specifically provide more details in the text of each alternative related to this 
analysis. 

EID 8: Comment noted. 
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1C.1.6.1 Responses to Comments from El Dorado Water and Power 
Authority 

EDWPA 1: Comment noted. 

EDWPA 2: Specific implementation plans and approvals for the El Dorado 
Water and Power Authority Water Reliability Project were not finalized at the 
time of the publication of the Notice of Intent for this EIS in March 2012.  
Therefore, these deliveries were not included in the No Action Alternative or any 
of the alternatives.  This water service contract has been included in cumulative 
effects analyses of the EIS.  Results of the impact analysis, including 
consideration for cumulative effects, for all of the alternatives will be considered 
by Reclamation during preparation of the Record of Decision. 
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