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Section B: State Agencies 
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Letter 

SWRCB 
Response 

 State Water Resources Control Board 
Gita Kapahi, Chief, Special Projects Unit 
July 18, 2006 

 

SWRCB-1 Comment noted. CCWD and Reclamation appreciate SWRCB staff’s 
review of the Draft EIR/EIS and look forward to working with SWRCB in 
the water rights modification process. As described in Sections 4.2, “Delta 
Water Resources,” and 4.5, “Local Hydrology and Water Quality,” of the 
Draft EIR/EIS, and in Master Responses 1, “Delta Water Quality 
Analysis,” 2, “Delta Water Level Analysis,” and 3, “Rock Slough Water 
Quality Standards and Compliance,” of this document, the impacts on 
Delta water quality, levels, and beneficial uses resulting from 
implementation of the Alternative Intake Project would be less than 
significant and would not injure other users of Delta water. 
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Letter 

DWR 
Response 

 State of California, Department of Water Resources 
Katherine F. Kelly, Chief, Bay-Delta Office 
June 26, 2006 

 

DWR-1 The Alternative Intake Project Draft EIR/EIS relies on several significance 
criteria for evaluating water quality impacts. The significance criteria for 
the SDIP and the Alternative Intake Project were not the same. In the 
Alternative Intake Project Draft EIR/EIS analysis, an impact was 
considered to be significant if the project alternative would result in a 
violation of existing water quality standards or otherwise substantially 
degrade water quality, if it would result in substantial water quality 
changes that would adversely affect beneficial uses, or if it would result in 
substantial adverse effects on operations (Alternative Intake Project Draft 
EIR/EIS Volume I, p. 4.2-23). 

See also Master Response 1, “Delta Water Quality Analysis.” 
 
DWR-2  The ability of the CVP and SWP to meet D-1641 South Delta agricultural 

standards would not be harmed by the Alternative Intake Project. In the 
existing base case (without project), the modeling predicts 20 periods of 
potential violation of the Old River at Tracy standard, for a total of 646 
days. With implementation of the Alternative Intake Project, the model 
shows that the same 20 periods of potential violations would occur, and 
the Alternative Intake Project would result in salinity increases of no more 
than 0.3% during these periods. The total number of days of potential 
violations would increase to 649, but the additional days would come at 
the ends of the existing periods. DWR has stated in the past that even 
though a model might indicate a future violation of a standard, in practice, 
violations are avoided by taking adaptive actions (in most cases by 
changes difficult or impossible to model in advance). Because the CVP 
and SWP operate to meet standards, the actual operations needed to avoid 
the violations that the model appears to show would be developed by the 
CVP and SWP on a case-by-case basis and would not be seen in the model 
results used here. Any action that the CVP and SWP might take to 
eliminate the original 646 days of noncompliance would also eliminate the 
additional three days; no extra measures would be needed. 
 
The future case modeling shows no increase in the number of days of 
noncompliance with the Old River at Tracy standard. 

 
DWR-3 See Master Response 6, “Project Relationship to CALFED Goals, Delta 

Improvements Package, and Future Delta Water Quality.” 
 
DWR-4 DWR requested additional discussion on climate change impacts and the 

Alternative Intake Project. 
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Many groups and institutions are studying climate change in the context of 
California water operations, and they have made progress towards a 
qualitative understanding of some likely effects. As the commenter points 
out, these probable effects include some level of increased salinity at Delta 
drinking water intakes as a result of sea level rise. The Alternative Intake 
Project would provide CCWD with additional operational flexibility and 
enhanced ability to respond to changing Delta conditions, including rising 
sea levels and increased saltwater intrusion into the Delta. 
 
Climate change study results to date have not produced quantitative results 
that are sufficiently robust for detailed planning and risk assessments. 
DWR, in its July 2006 report, Progress on Incorporating Climate Change 
into Planning and Management of California’s Water Resources, states 
that “results are not sufficient ... to make policy decisions” (DWR 2006b 
Executive Summary, p. II). This is, in part, because the modeling tools 
used in the study (CALSIM II for statewide operations, and DSM2 for 
Delta hydrodynamics and water quality) are not completely appropriate for 
assessing the effects of climate change. DWR plans to enhance these 
models, and continue its climate change studies. Given the current state of 
the science, it is not possible to quantitatively assess or draw conclusions 
regarding the effect climate change might have on the potential 
environmental impacts of the Alternative Intake Project discussed in the 
Draft EIR/EIS without a high level of speculation. At a very general level, 
however, sea level rise would increase salinity at all of CCWD’s intakes 
with the Old River Intake and proposed new intake in Victoria Canal still 
maintaining the best water quality of CCWD’s intakes. With sea level 
rises, or modified magnitudes and/or durations of peak flows and 
droughts, the need for the Alternative Intake Project is increased. 
 
As far as the future performance of the Alternative Intake Project, the 
preliminary water quality modeling that DWR performed for its July 2006 
report indicates that a 1-foot sea level rise will raise salinity throughout the 
Delta. However, salinity at the proposed new intake site would remain 
well below the present-day salinity levels at CCWD’s Old River Intake 
during the fall and winter months, when CCWD would be relying upon 
Alternative Intake Project diversions. This is true for the modeling of sea 
level rise alone, and for the modeling of sea level rise in combination with 
other climate change effects. Based upon the present state of knowledge 
about climate change effects, it is expected that the Alternative Intake 
Project would continue to provide water quality benefits for CCWD’s 
customers during its project life. 

 
DWR-5 See Master Response 3, “Rock Slough Water Quality Standards and 

Compliance.” 
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DWR-6 Commentary noted. CCWD and Reclamation agree with DWR that there 
has been an overall increase in salinity in the western Delta in fall from the 
1960s through 2005. The commentary cites a deviation in the trend. This 
apparent deviation from the trend is due in large part to year-to-year 
variations in hydrology in the normal dry and critical water year types. 

 
DWR-7 See Master Response 4, “Los Vaqueros Reservoir Expansion Project 

Analysis.” 
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Letter 

SLC 
Response 

 California State Lands Commission 
Dwight E. Sanders, Chief 
May 19, 2006 

 

SLC-1 Comment noted. If the Alternative Intake Project is approved as proposed, 
CCWD would obtain a permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and 
forward a copy of that permit to SLC once it has been obtained. 
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Letter 

DOT 
Response 

 State of California, Department of Transportation 
Timothy C. Sable, District Branch Chief 
June 14, 2006 

 

DOT-1 Comment noted. If the Alternative Intake Project is approved as 
proposed, CCWD would apply for and obtain an encroachment 
permit as required by DOT. 
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Section C: Local Agencies 
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Letter 

SJVAPCD 
Response 

 San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District 
Debra Monterroso, Senior Air Quality Specialist 
June 26, 2006 

 

SJVAPCD-1 The Draft EIR/EIS discloses that the Proposed Action would temporarily 
result in significant emissions of oxides of nitrogen (NOx) emissions 
during construction (see Section 4.10, “Air Quality,” of the Draft EIR/EIS 
Volume I, p. 4.10-13). However, District Rule 9510 does not apply to this 
project; rather, it only applies to development projects having specified 
square footages and “transportation projects.” The Proposed Action does 
not meet the square footage thresholds in Rule 9510 for government or 
other structures. In addition, transportation projects are defined in District 
Rule 9510, and the Proposed Action does not meet the definition of a 
transportation project. Consequently, District Rule 9510 does not apply to 
the project (Mitchell, pers. comm., 2006). Nonetheless, SJVAPCD’s 
Regulation VIII, with which CCWD would comply, does include 
measures similar to those identified in Rule 9510 (section 6.1) for 
reducing construction-related NOX emissions. 

 
SJVAPCD-2 The Proposed Action would not result in significant public health impacts 

due to localized concentrations of diesel particulates. No residences or 
other sensitive receptors are immediately adjacent to the proposed 
construction areas. Further, construction would occur for a relatively short 
duration compared to the duration used to assess health effects pertaining 
to diesel emissions. Based upon (a) the relatively small quantity of 
particulate matter emissions associated with project construction; (b) the 
distance to sensitive receptors (i.e., over ½ mile); and (c) the relatively 
short duration of exposure, the air quality expert who prepared the impact 
analysis in the Draft EIR/EIS has determined that the Proposed Action 
would not result in a significant increase in public health risk from 
exposure to diesel particulates. 

 
In addition, as explained above, it should be noted that District Rule 9510 
does not apply to the Alternative Intake Project (Mitchell, pers. comm., 
2006). Although no mitigation is required, implementation of Mitigation 
Measure 4.10-a (Alternative 1) would further reduce the less-than-
significant Impact 4.10-d (Alternative 1). As such, appropriate language 
was added to the impact discussion. See Chapter 4, “Revisions to the Draft 
EIR/EIS,” for the specific changes. 

 
SJVAPCD-3 In response to this comment, CCWD has deleted most of the mitigation 

measures previously stated in Mitigation Measure 4.10-a (Alternative 1) 
on pages 4.10-17 and 4.10-18 of the Draft EIR/EIS Volume I, and added 
text on page 4.10-5 of the Draft EIR/EIS Volume I indicating that CCWD 
will comply with SJVAPCD’s Regulation VIII. See Chapter 4, “Revisions 
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to the Draft EIR/EIS,” for the specific changes, as well as the response to 
Comment SJVAPCD-4, below. 

 
SJVAPCD-4 CCWD would comply, as required by law, with Regulation VIII, as 

described on Page 4.10-5 of the Draft EIR/EIS Volume I, and, thus, all 
measures would be included in the project. CCWD and Reclamation have 
added language to the Draft EIR/EIS specifying that CCWD will comply 
with SJVAPCD’s Regulation VIII-Fugitive Dust Prohibitions and 
implement all applicable control measures, as required by law. 
Additionally, CCWD and Reclamation have added the full text of 
Regulation VIII to Appendix F-2, “Air Quality Modeling Analyses,” of 
the Draft EIR/EIS. See Chapter 4, “Revisions to the Draft EIR/EIS,” for 
the specific changes. 

 
SJVAPCD-5 The reference to “Kolozsvari, pers. comm., 2005” is erroneous and will be 

removed. The language provided by SJVAPCD regarding removal of 
track-out on paved roads is already included in Regulation VIII and will 
be adhered to by CCWD during project construction. See Chapter 4, 
“Revisions to the Draft EIR/EIS,” for the specific changes. 
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Letter 

RD800 
Response 

 Reclamation District No. 800 
Jeffrey D. Conway, District Manager 
June 21, 2006 

 

RD800-1 The plan for the tunneling portion of the project includes constructing a 
tunneling pit within the setback levee at CCWD’s existing Old River 
Pump Station (i.e., on the same side of the levee as the pumping station). 
This will eliminate the risk of flooding Byron Tract via the pipe tunnel 
during construction. Should the tunneling pit be constructed to the west of 
the setback levee, CCWD would work with RD 800 to provide an 
appropriate temporary structure for flood prevention. This would be 
similar to the protections at the RD 2040 tunneling pit, as outlined in 
comment CDWA&RD2040-9. 

 
RD800-2 Comment noted. CCWD would work with RWQCB to obtain the 

appropriate permit for dewatering discharge (see Table 3.10-1, “Required 
Permits and Approvals and Related Agency Responsibilities,” in the Draft 
EIR/EIS Volume I). 
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