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Comment Letter NRDC 
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Responses to Comments 

NRDC-1 and NRDC-2 

The SDIP is consistent with the CALFED ROD.  The SDIP does not replace 
CALFED; it is one of the many projects described in the CALFED ROD.  The 
CALFED program contains multiple projects that are intended to move forward 
together.  Some of these projects are specifically intended to improve water 
quality and ecosystems. 

NRDC-3 

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

NRDC-4 

SDIP mitigation measures are not dependent on other program documents or 
existing BOs.  SDIP Stage 1 mitigation measures primarily are associated with 
the construction impacts of dredging and constructing the proposed permanent 
operable gates.  SDIP Stage 2 mitigation measures are designed primarily to 
avoid impacts associated with additional Delta diversions.  SDIP Stage 2 
operations will not be decided on in 2006.  Rather, Reclamation and DWR are 
waiting for results from studies on the decline of pelagic organisms before 
proposing an SDIP Stage 2 action. 

NRDC-5 

The SDIP includes mitigation of the incremental increase in entrainment 
attributable to increases in SWP pumping for Stage 2 of the SDIP.  Mitigation of 
increased entrainment would be implemented through the EWA or an avoidance 
and crediting system.  Each of these methods includes avoidance of increased 
entrainment during periods of high fish density.  Therefore, the SDIP complies 
with the ROD requirements.  Additional actions are included in the SDIP ASIP 
for purposed of meeting the requirements of CESA, and other plans are 
underway to develop restoration. 

NRDC-6 and NRDC-9 

The water quality impacts of the SDIP are fully evaluated in Section 5.3 of the 
SDIP Draft EIS/EIR.  Impacts to water quality are determined to be less than 
significant.  The SDIP does not interfere with nor hinder the implementation of 
any other CALFED water quality improvement action. 
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NRDC-7 

The increased flexibility in operation of the SWP Banks Pumping Plant will 
increase opportunities for responding to varying conditions such as availability of 
water, fish presence, flows and water quality, and will therefore increase long-
term reliability. 

NRDC-8 

The SDIP Draft EIS/EIR identifies and mitigates significant impacts from the 
SDIP Stage 1 and Stage 2 effects.  It is assumed that responsible CALFED 
agencies will initiate other actions to continue the protection, habitat restoration, 
and recovery of listed species.  These listed-species issues are directly addressed 
in the SDIP ASIP. 

Analysis of the potential success of an outside program is not a CEQA/NEPA 
requirement.  However, Reclamation and DWR are required to analyze impacts 
on the ecosystem.  Significant impacts on the environment are summarized in 
Chapter 4 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR and explained in more detail in latter 
chapters. 

NRDC-10 

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives 
Considered in the South Delta Improvements Program Draft EIS/EIR.  
Operational Scenario B does not significantly increase exports, and operations 
under this scenario would be dependent of fish presence and approval from fish 
agencies.  Additionally, land fallowing in the south Delta was considered to meet 
local objective, not to meet the export objective. 

NRDC-11 

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

NRDC-12 

The CALFED program includes a thorough evaluation of water-use efficiency 
and funded actions to improve efficiency statewide.  The SDIP will increase the 
reliability of water deliveries from the Delta to CVP and SWP contractors.  
Reduced demands and efficiency can proceed independently from the SDIP.  The 
SDIP contributes to the overall CALFED goals of making through-Delta 
conveyance work more efficiently and reducing conflicts with habitat restoration 
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and water quality improvements.  The SDIP would allow an increased diversion 
capacity; however, the SDIP does not set the water delivery targets and cannot 
change the contracted water demands. 

NRDC-13 

The CALSIM model includes the best available estimates of both CVP and SWP 
delivery projections for the Sacramento and San Joaquin River basins.  The 
changes expected between 2001 and 2020 conditions are included in the two sets 
of modeling results. 

NRDC-14 

The SDIP water transfer analysis is thorough, with all assumptions described in 
Section 5.1 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR.  The analysis is adequate for 
identification and discussion of these potential indirect impacts of the SDIP. 

NRDC-15 

Please see Master Response E, Reliance on Expanded Environmental Water 
Account Actions for Fish Entrainment Reduction.  The SDIP entrainment 
mitigation is consistent with the CALFED EWA program and requires an 
expanded EWA or an avoidance and crediting system compared to the baseline 
EWA actions.  The SDIP assumes that the EWA actions are the best available 
method for entrainment impact mitigation.  Additional information available at 
the time of the Stage 2 decision-making process will be included in the 
CEQA/NEPA document for that Stage.  Also, please see Master Response B, 
Relationship between the South Delta Improvements Program and the Pelagic 
Organism Decline. 

NRDC-16 

CVP and SWP water supply reliability is described as the ability to deliver the 
full contract demands in all years.  Reliability is generally controlled by three 
factors:  the magnitude of the total demands (higher demands are less reliable), 
the volume of runoff and storage that provides the water supply (higher runoff 
and storage increases reliability), and the conveyance capacity (higher capacity 
increases reliability).  The SDIP would slightly increase the conveyance capacity 
from the Delta and would allow more of the available water supply (including 
water transfers) to be pumped.  The CALSIM model provides the evaluation of 
the increased reliability achieved with each Stage 2 alternative.  The SDIP does 
not change the risk of levee failure that may temporarily interrupt pumping and 
may temporarily degrade water quality (i.e., higher EC and TOC). 
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NRDC-17 

Please see Master Response B, Relationship between the South Delta 
Improvements Program and the Pelagic Organism Decline and Master Response 
E, Reliance on Expanded Environmental Water Account Actions for Fish 
Entrainment Reduction.  Appendix J of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR provides a 
review of recent abundance index values for delta smelt and the other pelagic fish 
that are being considered in the POD investigations.  The actual salvage numbers 
for some of these fish are shown in Tables J-3 to J-12.  The salvage of delta smelt 
and other pelagic fish (e.g., striped bass, splittail) in recent years is very similar 
to salvage in the last 20 years; no major change in abundance is apparent in the 
salvage numbers for these fish.  Whatever the abundance each year, the SDIP 
entrainment effects on each species are assumed to be proportional to the change 
in pumping in months with greatest seasonal abundance.  The analysis of 
entrainment effects from the SDIP Stage 2 on delta smelt is thorough.  An 
expanded EWA or an avoidance and crediting system will be effective 
mitigation. 

NRDC-18 

The SDIP evaluated representative fish species; longfin smelt was not evaluated 
because it is generally found in the estuarine part of the Delta, and is not strongly 
affected by export pumping (low salvage numbers).  Appendix J of the SDIP 
Draft EIS/EIR provides some information on the longfin smelt abundance index.  
The habitat for longfin smelt is much more estuarine than habitat for delta smelt 
(Bay Study, see IEP Technical Report 63).  The effects of outflow, which 
regulates the salinity gradient and may control the available habitat for delta 
smelt and longfin smelt, are dominated by seasonal hydrology.  Effects from 
SDIP pumping on longfin smelt are considered to be less than for delta smelt.  
The effects on longfin smelt are expected to be less than those found for delta 
smelt. 

NRDC-19 

Splittail are included in the representative species evaluated in Section 6.1 of the 
SDIP Draft EIS/EIR.  However, all potential impacts (Fish-65 to Figh-69) are 
considered to be less than significant because the abundance of juvenile splittail 
is determined by flooded channel conditions in high flow years.  In those years of 
high abundance, there may be high salvage numbers.  For example, in June of 
2006, there were more than 5 million splittail salvaged at the CVP and SWP 
facilities (1 million on June 6 at the CVP).  However, export pumping is not 
considered to be a major factor in the population or abundance fluctuations of 
splittail. 
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NRDC-20 

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

NRDC-21 

Shasta Reservoir operations are fully described in the OCAP documents and 
properly simulated in the CALSIM modeling.  As described in Section 5.1 of the 
SDIP Draft EIS/EIR, the carryover storage of Shasta Reservoir is one of the basic 
indicators of water management in the Sacramento River basin.  Several dry 
years have storage below the 1.9 maf objective, which would require consultation 
under the OCAP BO.  The SDIP does not result in any significant change in the 
Shasta Reservoir carryover storage or release flows that would change 
temperatures below Keswick Dam.  Temperature effects are fully evaluated 
below each reservoir in Section 6.1, and these results are shown in Appendix K 
of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR.  Reclamation is fully committed to temperature 
monitoring and management below Keswick and works with NMFS each 
summer and fall to adaptively manage this important habitat condition, in 
accordance with the State Water Board temperature requirements. 

NRDC-22 

Changes in monthly flow are assumed to be a surrogate for all other riparian and 
aquatic habitat conditions below reservoirs.  The changes from SDIP Stage 2 
alternatives are found to be less than significant in Section 6.1 of the SDIP Draft 
EIS/EIR.  Stage 2 of the SDIP will be reevaluated during the Stage 2 decision-
making process. 

NRDC-23 

One of the major features of SDIP Stage 1 is the fish control gate at the head of 
Old River.  It will increase the protection of migrating San Joaquin River 
Chinook salmon fry and smolts by remaining closed from April 1 through May 
31, doubling the period of protection provided with the temporary barrier 
program and VAMP.  Restoration of the San Joaquin River below Friant Dam is 
a potential cumulative action that may occur in the future.  The SDIP protection 
of San Joaquin River fall-run Chinook salmon, and potentially spring-run, may 
be even more important if the population on the San Joaquin River and tributaries 
is increased as a result of these restoration efforts. 
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NRDC-24 

Please see Master Response M, Interim Operations.  Any pumping at 8,500 cfs, 
including Interim Operations, will not occur if EWA managers are requesting an 
export reduction action because of high fish salvage density.  If EWA is not 
expanded,  the avoidance and credit system would be used for mitigation of 
entrainment impacts for interim operations. 

NRDC-25 

Please see Master Response N, Trinity River Operations. 

NRDC-26 

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

NRDC-27 

Water quality effects from the SDIP are thoroughly evaluated in Section 5.3 of 
the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR.  Land retirement of drainage-impaired lands will 
proceed independently of the SDIP and may reduce the demands by some CVP 
and SWP contractors.  This may increase the reliability of deliveries to remaining 
contractors but will not likely be sufficient to reduce the need for the increased 
diversion limits to increase the flexibility of pumping from the Delta.  
Compliance with the 30-day running average EC objectives at Vernalis and 
south-Delta EC objectives at Brandt Bridge, Old River at Tracy Boulevard, and 
Old River at Middle River (Union Island EC station) is discussed in Section 5.3.  
The SDIP will not increase the EC at Vernalis or Brandt Bridge and will reduce 
the EC at the two Old River stations. 

NRDC-28 

The SDIP cumulative impacts are adequately described in Chapter 10 of the 
SDIP Draft EIS/EIR.  A full review of water management (i.e., diversions, 
irrigation projects, dams, and levees) throughout California cannot be provided 
with quantitative detail.  The SDIP cumulative analysis focuses on other similar 
future projects.  Because the CVP and SWP water management facilities are 
generally completed, and water supply is currently limiting Delta exports in more 
than 50% of the years (as described in Section 5.1), cumulative impacts from 
these additional future projects are limited, and considered to be less than 
significant.  The broader the view of the cumulative water management effects 
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evaluated, the smaller the incremental adjustments in CVP and SWP operation 
that are allowed by the SDIP become. 

NRDC-29 

The SDIP Stage 2 evaluations and documentation will fully comply with CEQA 
and NEPA.  The OCAP BO(s) and the SDIP ASIP, following the mandated ESA 
review process for CALFED projects, are included in the full and complete ESA 
and CESA compliance for the SDIP.  Information presented in the Draft EIS/EIR 
is considered to be the best available information at the time it was drafted.   

NRDC-30 

CESA compliance for Stage 1 will be achieved through the current ASIP process.  
The process for CESA compliance for Stage 2 has not been started.  Possible 
methods for achieving CESA compliance for Stage 2 may include another ASIP 
process, development of an NCCP, or a traditional incidental take authorization 
process. 

Stage 2, the Operational stage of the SDIP, will need both CESA and ESA 
coverage.  The appropriate BAs or equivalent document (such as an ASIP) will 
be prepared for the Stage 2 actions.  Consultation will be sought with all three 
fishery regulatory agencies. 

NRDC-31 

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

NRDC-32 

The indirect effects and benefits to the people of California who receive these 
water supplies have been analyzed to the extent possible in Chapter 9 of the SDIP 
Draft EIS/EIR. 

NRDC-33 

Please see Master Response I, Reliability of CALSIM and DSM2 Models for 
Evaluation of the South Delta Improvements Program. 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-195 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

NRDC-34 

Please see Master Response E, Reliance on Expanded Environmental Water 
Account Actions for Fish Entrainment Reduction, and Master Response O, Gate 
Operations Review Team.  Reclamation and DWR are committed to improving 
the adaptive management and effectiveness of the CVPIA b(2) water as well as 
the EWA water acquisition and fish protection actions.  The SDIP will increase 
the flexibility of pumping operations and will add controllable tidal gates to the 
facilities that can be adaptively managed by these interagency teams for 
improved Delta water supplies, water quality, and habitat restoration and 
management. 

NRDC-35 

Please see Master Response N, Trinity River Operations.   
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Comment Letter OCTAX 
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Responses to Comments 

OCTAX-1 

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



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-198 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

Comment Letter PCF 
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Responses to Comments 

PCF-1 

The SDIP Draft EIS/EIR includes a full project-level analysis of Stage 1 and 
Stage 2 of the SDIP.  A decision on Stage 1 will be made based on the Final 
EIS/EIR.  A decision on Stage 2 will be based on the analysis in the Draft 
EIS/EIR and the additional information gathered through the many studies 
currently being conducted.  This will be documented in a second document, as 
described in the Stage Decision-Making Process in Chapter 2 of the Draft 
EIS/EIR.  Because some information relative to the Stage 2 analysis may not 
change (i.e., description of some alternatives), DWR and Reclamation may rely 
in part upon this EIS/EIR when making a Stage 2 decision. 

Information presented in the Draft EIS/EIR is considered to be the best available 
information at the time it was drafted.  To the extent that the information is still 
relevant and correct when analyzing impacts associated with the Stage 2 
Operation Component, that information will be relied upon in any supplemental 
environmental document.  Reclamation and DWR will consider a longer public 
review period (longer than the referenced 45 days) for the Stage 2 environmental 
document if the document size and complexity warrant it. 

PCF-2 

Please see Master Response E, Reliance on Expanded Environmental Water 
Account Actions for Fish Entrainment Reduction. 
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Comment Letter PCL1 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-204 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-205 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-206 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-207 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-208 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-209 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-210 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-211 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-212 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-213 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-214 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-215 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-216 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-217 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-218 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-219 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-220 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-221 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-222 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-223 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-224 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-225 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-226 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-227 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-228 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-229 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-230 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-231 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-232 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-233 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-234 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-235 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-236 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Non-Governmental Organization Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
6-237 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

Responses to Comments 

PCL1-1, PCL1-2, and PCL1-4 

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

PCL1-3 

For each alternative for each resource, the impacts of Stage 1 are evaluated first.  
This analysis of Stage 1 assumes no change in the operations of the SWP and 
CVP.  Therefore, an alternative that includes the four gates, dredging, 
agricultural diversion modifications, and the assumption that 6,680 cfs operations 
would continue, is analyzed.  Secondly, the effects of each operational 
component are evaluated assuming that the permanent gates are operating (except 
in the case of the No Action alternative).  Decisions made during each of the 
Stages are independent; analysis of Stage 1 actions is stand-alone and a decision 
on Stage 1 is not dependent on a decision on Stage 2. 

PCL1-5 

Please see Master Response J, Relationship between the South Delta 
Improvements Program and the CALFED Record of Decision and EIS/EIR 
Programmatic Documents. 

PCL1-6 

 Please see Master Response G, No-Barrier Conditions Compared with the No-
Action Baseline. 

PCL1-7 

As described in Chapter 1 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR, in July 2000, DWR, the 
Central Coast Water Authority, and PCL reached an agreement on principles for 
settling the lawsuit.  DWR commenced preparing a new EIR, and the interested 
parties continued mediation to prepare a Settlement Agreement.  Under this 
Settlement Agreement, the Monterey Amendment remains in effect.  
Implementation of the Settlement Agreement and preparation of the new EIR are 
underway.  Because the Settlement Agreement allows the Monterey Amendment 
to remain in effect, and no decision has been made to change the amendment, it 
is the most reasonable assumption for the baseline. 
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PCL1-8 

Delivery reliability does depend on the total demand for water delivery.  For the 
CVP and SWP exports, this total demand is the full contract amounts for the 
CVP and SWP contractors.  As described in Section 5.1 of the SDIP Draft 
EIS/EIR, the current facilities and Delta objectives (i.e., D-1641) will allow full 
deliveries in only about 50% of the years with relatively high runoff and 
correspondingly high water supply.  The SDIP Stage 2 alternative would allow 
increased exports during periods of high Delta inflows, when the existing Corps 
limits on CCF diversions are limiting SWP exports.  The SDIP will increase the 
delivery reliability in these water supply limited years, but will only increase 
total exports by about 3% of the current average CVP and SWP exports. 

PCL1-9 

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

PCL1-10 and PCL1-11 

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives 
Considered in the South Delta Improvements Program Draft EIS/EIR.  The 
benefits from the fish control gate compared to the temporary barrier at the head 
of Old River are assumed; only potential fish impacts resulting from the SDIP 
Stage 1 alternative physical/structural components and Stage 2 operational 
changes were evaluated in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

PCL1-12 

Please see Master Response Q, Effects of the South Delta Improvements Program 
on San Joaquin River Flow and Salinity. 

PCL1-13 

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

PCL1-14 

It is the opinion of Reclamation and DWR that Stage 1 of the SDIP should be 
decided as soon as possible so the permanent, operable gates can be operational 
by April 2009; and that the Stage 2 decision should incorporate any new 
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information from the POD studies, DRMS, and other on-going Delta studies and 
be made within a timeframe that allows for its implementation when the gates are 
operational.  Also see Master Response B, Relationship between the South Delta 
Improvements Program and the Pelagic Organism Decline. 

PCL1-15 

Please see Master Response O, Gate Operations Review Team. 

PCL1-16 

Please see Master Response Q, Effects of the South Delta Improvements Program 
on San Joaquin River Flow and Salinity. 

PCL1-17 

Section 5.1 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR shows results from the CALSIM 
modeling of system-wide CVP and SWP operations.  Section 6.1 describes the 
subsequent evaluations for fish habitat conditions, including river flows and 
temperatures.  The SDIP will not change water supply conditions in any area of 
origin.  Area of origin counties would continue to have first priority water rights. 

PCL1-18 

The potential water quality impacts from Stage 1 and Stage 2 of the SDIP are 
clearly described in Section 5.3 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR.  No significant 
impacts were identified, and several substantial improvements in south Delta 
salinity will be achieved with Stage 1 operable tidal gates.  Additionally, 
CALFED drinking water quality goals are expected to be achieved through 
multiple projects. 

PCL1-19 

The possible effects on water quality and fish habitat resulting from hydrologic 
fluctuations and CVP and SWP reservoir and Delta operations are fully evaluated 
in Sections 5.3 and 6.1 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR.  The Draft EIS/EIR indicates 
in Section 5.1 that flow changes themselves are not considered environmental 
impacts. 
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PCL1-20 

Potential impacts of the SDIP on levee stability were found to be less than 
significant in Section 5.5 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR.  Additional CALFED, 
federal (Corps), and state programs (e.g., Delta Risk Management Strategy) are 
evaluating potential actions to reduce risk and manage water supply conveyance 
following future levee failures.  Economic evaluations of levee failure are not 
required for CEQA or NEPA, since SDIP is not expected to directly or indirectly 
result in levee failures. 

PCL1-21 

The SDIP is designed to incorporate and respond to new information, and is 
consistent with the CALFED vision for the Delta, which is the current 
interagency collaborative approach to water supply, water quality, levee stability, 
and ecosystem protection and restoration. 

In addition, a decision addressing the feasibility and durability of a sole through-
Delta approach to conveying water supply will be made by CALFED in 
December 2007.  This decision along with the information on the fish decline and 
the DRMS will be incorporated into the process for the SDIP Stage 2 decision.  
The time frame for implementing any change from the current reliance upon 
south Delta diversions would take many years and may continue to include a 
reduced level of diversions from the south Delta.  The permanent operable gates 
would improve water management in the Delta for many years and increase the 
options for managing for the local water supply and quality and fish conditions in 
the future. 

PCL1-22 

Please see Master Response A, Relationship between the South Delta 
Improvements Program and the Operations Criteria and Plan.  The SDIP Stage 
2 mitigation for entrainment impacts does not necessarily rely on the expanded 
EWA.  An expanded EWA would provide sufficient mitigation.  However, if the 
expanded EWA is not implemented, the avoidance and crediting measures will 
provide sufficient mitigation.  Please also see Master Response E, Reliance on 
Expanded Environmental Water Account Actions for Fish Entrainment 
Reduction.   

PCL1-23 

Please see Master Response L, Relationship between the South Delta 
Improvements Program and the California Water Plan Update 2005. 
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PCL1-24 

The proposed project operations will not necessitate the construction of any new 
power generation facilities.  Rather, the increased need for power to operate the 
gates and SWP Banks will be fulfilled by existing power generation facilities 
designed to accommodate existing and future power demands.  All 
environmental effects (e.g., air quality) associated with the operation of existing 
power generation facilities have already been addressed within the context of 
project-specific environmental assessments completed prior to construction of all 
existing power generation facilities either pursuant to the provisions of CEQA or 
NEPA or both CEQA and NEPA.  Table 7.5-1 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR shows 
SWP power usage for recent years, and Table 7.5-2 shows the expected changes 
in power usage for each alternative.  The overall increase in consumption is 
below 3% for all of the alternatives evaluated, with changes ranging from -0.02% 
to 2.4%. 

PCL1-25 

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

PCL1-26 and PCL1-28 

Please see Master Response P, Effects of the South Delta Improvements Program 
on State Water Project Article 21 Deliveries. 

PCL1-27 

Please see Master Response I, Reliability of CALSIM and DSM2 Models for 
Evaluation of Effects of the South Delta Improvements Program. 

PCL1-29 

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

PCL1-30 

As described in Chapter 2 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR, DWR and Reclamation 
will defer a decision on changes in export operations until Stage 2.  This is to 
allow time to study and monitor the Delta and to resolve the POD issues.  Results 
of these investigations will become a part of the Stage 2 analysis.  This analysis 
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will be used to decide whether and how to proceed with SDIP Stage 2.  The Draft 
EIS/EIR impact assessment for species moving through the Delta or species 
living in the Delta suggests that any impacts of increased SDIP pumping can be 
mitigated to a less-than-significant level with additional EWA actions or an 
equivalent avoidance and credit method (if an expanded EWA is not 
implemented).  Please also see Master Response B, Relationship between the 
South Delta Improvements Program and the Pelagic Organism Decline. 

PCL1-31 

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