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Comment Letter CWA
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Responses to Comments
CWA-1

Section 5.3 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR describes the importance of drinking
water quality, and evaluates SDIP impacts on EC and DOC. The effects of the
SDIP on salinity will shift some of the San Joaquin River water toward the
CCWD intakes and the SWP Banks Pumping Plant. The CVP salinity is
correspondingly reduced by about 10%. These impacts, though measurable, are
evaluated to be less than significant. Projects to improve CCWD’s water quality
in anticipation of the placement of permanent gates have already been completed.
Other CALFED water quality projects and projects called for in the DIP may
provide larger water quality improvements.

CWA-2

The quantitative modeling of salinity uses EC, which is the most common
measurement of salinity in the Delta. Section 5.3 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR
describes how the likely changes in chloride and bromide can be evaluated from
the changes in EC. The long-term significance criteria (5% average increase)
does not allow any exceedance of the water quality objectives. Other water

quality projects will be needed to reduce the concentrations of bromide and
DOC.

CWA-3

There are no changes in water supply availability caused by increases in salinity
from the SDIP. All CCWD diversions and CVVP and SWP exports are within the
salinity objectives for drinking water established by D-1641 and other
agreements.

CWA-4

The No Project Alternative simulates pumping that is consistent with the existing
6,680 cfs SWP diversion limit, but is higher than historical pumping. Additional
analyses of recent historical pumping levels can be made during the Stage 2
decision process.

CWA-5

The average salinity increase at the CCWD and SWP intakes will be less than 4%
(Table 5.3-3 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR). The average increase in DOC will be
less than 2%. Some monthly changes may be higher, but these monthly changes
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are assumed to be within the normal variations in raw water concentrations at
each drinking water treatment plant; normal monitoring and treatment
adjustments will be made at each plant.

CWA-6

Please see Master Response F, Relationship between the South Delta
Improvements Program and Climate Change Effects.
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Comment Letter GFACC
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Responses to Comments

The commenter's description of the project's benefits and support for the project
are noted.
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Comment Letter IEEP

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 6-126
Environmental Impact Report J&S 02053.02



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Non-Governmental Organization Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 6-127
Environmental Impact Report J&S 02053.02



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Non-Governmental Organization Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

Responses to Comments

The commenter's description of the project's benefits and support for the project
are noted.
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Comment Letter IVCA

Chiso Valley Chambser IVCA
13150 Seventh Street

Chino, CA 91TIO

PR-EIT-ELTT

HE-5TT-4180 Fax
aronguillsEchinovalleychamber. com)
wewrw, chinovalleychanber. com

Claremsant Chamber
205 Yabe Avenue
Claremoat, CA 91711

909-624-1631 CHAMBER ALLIANCE
096246629 Faxg

contacticlarcmoentchamber.org
‘www.claremontchamber.ong Jﬂnuﬂnl' 24. 2008

Fowtans Chamber
845 Siema Avenue, Suite A

Fostans, CA 92335 Mr. Lester Snow

9‘39"31?;;;: - Director

:E: m@ pegiobal e Department of Water Resources
www. fontamachamber.org, P.O. Box 842836

Sacramento, CA 84236-0001
Montclair Chamber

$730 Benito Street 3

Montelsir, €4 91763 RE: South Delta Improvements Program
HE-LIA-A569

S9E35. 2009 Fax Dear Director Snow:

info@moniciairchamber. com

et skt On behalf of the Inland Valley Chamber Alliance, | am writing today to express our
421 Morch Euelid Avenus, Unin | OTganization's support for the Depariment of Water Resources’ (DWR) South

Ontaria, CA 91762 Delta Improvements Program (SDIP), a critical water supply, water quality and

S5 2458 environmental project designed to meet California’s diverse water needs. This

S E4 CA Pax October, DWR and the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation released a draft

f,wmhgug mE Envirenmental Impact Report/Statement (EIR/S) for SDIP, kicking off an important
public review and comment process.

Pomons Chamber

100 Wt Migzion Blvd,, Sie. 223 The Inland Valley Chamber Alliance represents nine local chambers and

;gg,"':"n;f‘;:'m thousands of businesses within the Inland Empire. The Alliance understands the |VCA-1

SOR-E30-3096 Fax importance of water reliability and how essential it is to the California economy

infofpomoaackamber.org and California business.

www pomonackamber. org

Raneha Ctansags Chamber As you know, California is facing a critical challenge: We need a safe, reliable and
7945 Vineyard Avenve, Suite [ high quality water supply to keep up with our rapidly rising population and fast-

Rancho Cucamongs, CA 91730 growing trillion-dollar economy. However, we have limited water supplies in our
S9-9ET-1012 arid state, so we must better utilize our existing water resources and
e ”ﬁ““""”f“ - infrastructure; otherwise, we put our communities, farms, environment and
s g businesses at great risk. Two-thirds of California receives its water from the San
Francisco Bay/Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta. Given its importance, we need
:‘;lmh;ir;:h — better ways to manage the Delta’s water delivery system, as well as the water
Rlako, CA 9217 itself. In essence, we need to make every drop count.
$09-875-
mvs-:ﬂ Fax In 2000, the state and federal governments initiated the historic CalFed Bay-Delta
reslynd@risttochamber. com Program to manage the Bay-Delta's water resources and eco-system. A unique
www.rialiochamber.com collaboration of interests supported the plan including environmental
Upland Chassber organizations, water agencies, business interests, farmers, and state and federal
433 Morth Ind Avense water and fish agencies. SDIP is the next step forward in this long-term planning
Upland, CA 51786 effort for the Bay-Delta.
S09-531-4108
G053 14184 Fax
realpeoplogivplandcharber org
www, uplandckamber. org.
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CHAMBER ALLIANCE

SDIF is a responsible and balanced plan to better utilize and integrate our existing water management
infrastructure in the Delta. Collectively, it will improve our state's water supply reliability, water quality and the
overall health of the Bay-Delta ecosystem. The program will construct seasonal tidal gates to protect fish, and
improve water circulation and quality in the Delta, dredge select Delta channels to improve water deliveries for
local farmers, and allow State Water Project deliveries to increase modestly — only when needed and
envirenmentally safe to do so,

Currently, the state is constrained in its ability to use surplus water supplies. We have the infrastructure to
move the water, but until SDIP is approved, the state's water managers cannot fully or responsibly use the
existing system. SDIP calls for only a 3-5% increase in the average amount of water pumped from the Delta.
More significantly, SDIP will provide the flexibility to shift the timing of water deliveries when surplus is available
and when environmentally safe to do so. SDIP is an ideal option for California to advance — it will not require
building a new project or the construction of major new infrastructure. And, funding for the program has already
been secured through passage of voter approved bonds in 2000 (Proposition 13).

Importantly, SDIP will help protect important Delta environmental resources. Specifically, it will help protect fish
species in the Delta channels. Al the same time, by providing the state greater flexibility in how and when SDIP
operates its system of pumps, fish are granted greater protections.

Given all these points, SDIP is supported by a statewide, broad coalition of water, agriculture, business,
planning organizations, and local government officials including the Association of California Water Agencies,
State Water Contractors, California Chamber of Commerce, California Business Properties Association and the
Western Growers Association.

Water is the lifeblood of California — critical to our families, farms, and businesses. It is our responsibility to use
this precious resource wisely through all possible best management practices, including water conservation,
recycling and storage, to ensure California’s water future. [t is imperative that we have a more flexible water
delivery system so that we can continue to accommedate growth in our population and economy while relying
on axisting water supplies,

Again, we strongly support SDIP and encourage all key stakeholders to help advance this critically needed
project.  Thank you.

Sincerely,

(Qﬂzxam@p

Dana Cox
Chair
Inland Valley Chamber Alliance

cc: Hon, Governor Amold Schwarzenegger
Mr. Ryan Brodderick, Director, California Department of Fish and Game
Mr. Mike Chrisman, Secretary, California Resources Agency
Mr. Joe Grindstaff, Director, California Bay-Delta Authority
Mir. Kirk Redgers, Regional Director, Mid-Pacific Region, U.5. Bureau of Reclamation
Mr. Dan Skopec, Deputy Cabinet Secretary, Office of the Governor
Mr. Terry Tamminen, Cabinet Secretary, Office of the Governaor

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 6-130
Environmental Impact Report J&S 02053.02



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Non-Governmental Organization Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

Responses to Comments

IVCA-1

The commenter’s description of the project’s water supply and environmental
benefits and support for the project are noted.
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Comment Letter JM
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Responses to Comments
JM-1

Please see Master Response R, Effects of the South Delta Improvements Program
Stage 1 Tidal Gates and Dredging on Flood Elevations in the South Delta
Channels.
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Comment Letter KCFB
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Responses to Comments

The commenter's description of the project's benefits and support for the project
are noted.
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Comment Letter ED
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Responses to Comments
ED-1

Please see Master Response L, Relationship between the South Delta
Improvements Program and the California Water Plan Update 2005.

ED-2

Please see Master Response B, Relationship between the South Delta
Improvements Program and the Pelagic Organism Decline.

ED-3

Please see Master Response A, Relationship between the South Delta
Improvements Program and the Operations Criteria and Plan.

ED-4

Please see Master Response E, Reliance on Expanded Environmental Water
Account Actions for Fish Entrainment Reduction.

ED-5

Please see Master Response Q, Effects of the South Delta Improvements Program
on San Joaquin River Flow and Salinity. Land retirement of drainage-impaired
lands is expected to proceed independently of the SDIP. The SDIP does not
propose to retire any land as part of this project.

ED-6

Each operational scenario in the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR included a commitment to
dedicate the first 500 cfs of extra capacity to the EWA in July, August, and
September. One specific operational scenario (Scenario B) incorporates a rule
that would allow higher exports during December through June only if fish are
not present in densities that warrant protection and, during July through
September, would dedicate up to 1,820 cfs (the incremental difference between
the current export limit and 8,500 cfs) of export capacity to the EWA. If the
EWA does not need the full 1,820 cfs of export capacity, then the remainder
would be made available for project exports or transfers. Having this additional
export capacity would allow water acquired for the EWA to be exported to
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reduce EWA debt in San Luis Reservoir. Additionally, the increased capacity
under any scenario allows flexibility in shifting the timing of exports to better
manage fish and other resources in the Delta. However, DWR and Reclamation
have committed to additional documentation for CEQA and NEPA compliance
for Stage 2. Additional operational scenarios may be included.
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Comment Letter FFF
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Responses to Comments

FFF-1 and FFF-2

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the South Delta Improvements Program Draft EIS/EIR.

FFF-3

Please see Master Response B, Relationship between the South Delta
Improvements Program and the Pelagic Organism Decline.

FFF-4

Please see Master Response M, Interim Operations.

FFF-5

Stage 1 of the SDIP stands alone in its ability to meet the project objectives. It is
possible that the CEQA and NEPA compliance document that DWR and
Reclamation have committed to complete for Stage 2 could lead to a decision to
implement the No Action Alternative. The SDIP Draft EIS/EIR included the
analysis necessary for implementation of only Stage 1 and is independent of
whether an action alternative for Stage 2 is implemented.

FFF-6

The Stage 1 analysis, including benefits and impacts, is independent of potential
future decisions regarding changes in export operations. Similarly, the impacts
of Stage 2 were analyzed separately and independently in the Draft EIS/EIR.
Regarding the suggested alternatives to increased exports, please see Master
Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives Considered in the South
Delta Improvements Program Draft EIS/EIR.

FFF-7

Please see Master Response C, Extension of the Comment Period on the South
Delta Improvements Program Draft EIS/EIR.
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FFF-8

Please see Master Response L, Relationship between the South Delta
Improvements Program and the California Water Plan Update 2005.

FFF-9

Please see Master Response F, Relationship between the South Delta
Improvements Program and Climate Change Effects, Master Response B,
Relationship between the South Delta Improvements Program and the Pelagic
Organism Decline, and Master Response L, Relationship between the South
Delta Improvements Program and the California Water Plan Update 2005.

FFF-10

Section 5.2 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR demonstrates that the tidal flows in the
south Delta will be greater with the operable gates than with the temporary
barriers. The Grant Line Canal gate will be about 5 miles downstream from the
existing Grant Line Canal temporary barrier, to provide minimum water level
protection to more agricultural diversions. The assumed benefits for fish
migration and rearing habitat are based on the longer time the agricultural gates
are open during each flood tide period (twice a day for about 4 hours).

FFF-11

Impacts on delta smelt remain uncertain. The impact assessment in SDIP Draft
EIS/EIR Section 6.1, Fish, considers all know relationships between pumping
and delta smelt habitat and survival. Additional discussion in Appendices B,
“Simulation of Environmental Water Account Actions to Reduce Fish
Entrainment Losses,” and J, “Methods for Assessment of Fish Entrainment in
SWP and CVP Exports,” describes the potential impacts from pumping. More
evaluations can be conducted during the Stage 2 decision process.

FFF-12

Please see Please see Master Response E, Reliance on Expanded Environmental
Water Account Actions for Fish Entrainment Reduction, and Master Response B,
Relationship between the South Delta Improvements Program and the Pelagic
Organism Decline.
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FFF-13

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the South Delta Improvements Program Draft EIS/EIR.

FFF-14

The magnitude of the increase in potential future water transfers that would be
possible with the SDIP operational alternatives can be further evaluated during

the Stage 2 decision process. No upstream impacts from any water transfers have
been evaluated in the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR.

FFF-15

Salinity and DOC are the only two water quality variables that would likely be
changed by the SDIP. Other parameters are of concern for drinking water, but
there is no likely link with the SDIP actions.
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Comment Letter FTR/CT
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Responses to Comments

FTR/CT-1

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the South Delta Improvements Program Draft EIS/EIR.

FTR/CT-2

Please see Master Response A, Relationship between the South Delta
Improvements Program and the Operations Criteria and Plan.

FTR/CT-3

The SDIP Draft EIS/EIR represents the next most likely CALFED project. This
project is needed, and is not premature. Chapter 1 of the Draft EIS/EIR provides
an overview of the water supply needs.

FTR/CT-4

Please see Master Response B, Relationship between the South Delta
Improvements Program and the Pelagic Organism Decline.

FTR/CT-5

Other projects likely to have similar impacts are described in Chapter 10 of the
SDIP Draft EIS/EIR. Projects that retire land will reduce the demand for water
in some districts and also reduce the source of high salinity drainage water. A
San Luis Drainage project will further reduce the drainage of high salinity water
to the San Joaquin River. The SDIP will not conflict with any of these future
benefits. Please also see Master Response Q, Effects of the South Delta
Improvements Program on San Joaquin River Flow and Salinity.

FTR/CT-6

SDIP does not propose to retire any land as part of this project. Land retirement
and reduced long-term contracts could change federal water contractors’
demands in some year types. However, many federal water contractors are not
delivered full demands and any water freed up by land retirement would likely
close the gap between demand and delivery. Likewise, any additional deliveries
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made possible by SDIP Stage 2 alternatives would likely close the gap between
demand volumes and delivery volumes.

FTR/CT-7 and FTR/CT-8

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the South Delta Improvements Program Draft EIS/EIR.

FTR/CT-9

Please see response to comment FTR/CT-6.

FTR/CT-10

Please see Master Response E, Reliance on Expanded Environmental Water
Account Actions for Fish Entrainment Reduction. Table 4-1 of the SDIP Draft
EIS/EIR provides a summary of each mitigation measure. Reclamation and
DWR believe the mitigation measures will reduce significant impacts to a less-
than-significant level. A mitigation monitoring and reporting plan that will
incorporate all the measures described in the Draft EIS/EIR will be developed
prior to DWR approving the project and Reclamation completing the ROD for
the project.

FTR/CT-11

Please see Master Response B, Relationship between the South Delta
Improvements Program and the Pelagic Organism Decline.

FTR/CT-12

Please see Master Response A, Relationship between the South Delta
Improvements Program and the Operations Criteria and Plan.

FTR/CT-13 through FTR/CT-17

Please see Master Response N, Trinity River Operations.
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FTR/CT-18

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the South Delta Improvements Program Draft EIS/EIR.

FTR/CT-19

SDIP Draft EIS/EIR Sections 5.3, Water Quality, and 6.1, Fish, fully disclose the
methods and assumptions used to evaluate potential water quality and ecosystem
impacts from the SDIP alternatives. Information about the effects of the
permanent gates cannot be improved without constructing and operating them
(using the combination of monitoring and adaptive management) to maximize
benefits to Delta resources. All available information will be used for the Stage 2
CEQA and NEPA compliance.

FTR/CT-20

SDIP will have no effects on upstream water rights or area of origin access to full
water supplies.

FTR/CT-21

Please see Master Response C, Extension of the Comment Period on the South
Delta Improvements Program Draft EIS/EIR.
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Comment Letter MPC
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Responses to Comments

The commenter's description of the project's benefits and support for the project
are noted.
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Comment Letter NWF
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Responses to Comments

NWF-1

Please see Master Response F, Relationship between the South Delta
Improvements Program and Climate Change Effects.
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