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Comment Letter PCL2 
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Responses to Comments 

PCL2-1 

PCL suggests that California water needs will grow by about 3 maf within 
25 years (2030).  About 1 maf are needed for environmental restoration, and 
2 maf will be needed for our growing population.  Similar demand projections 
can be found in the 2005 DWR California Water Plan Update.  PCL suggests that 
increasing CVP and SWP Delta exports is not a sound strategy for meeting any 
of this increased water demand.  They suggest looking carefully at their 
November 2004 report, “ Investment Strategy for California Water,” for more 
environmentally, economically, socially, and politically feasible alternatives than 
the proposed SDIP Stage 2 increases in CVP and SWP exports. 

The SDIP does not attempt to meet these large increased future water demands 
with increased exports.  The Draft EIS/EIR thoroughly evaluates the potential for 
increased exports with the 8,500 cfs SWP limit (Stage 2).  The maximum 
possible increment for CVP and SWP water supplies would average less than 
0.2 maf/year (Figure 4-2).  This relatively small increment in CVP and SWP 
water supplies can be obtained with only the investment in local water 
management facilities (dredging and operable tidal gates) to replace the 
temporary barriers, which require an annual expenditure of about $3 million for 
placement and removal. 

The potential impacts on fish through increased entrainment caused by this 
additional pumping (about 3% of the average CVP and SWP exports) have been 
fully evaluated and can be mitigated to be less than significant with an expanded 
EWA program or with specific avoidance and crediting.  Please see Master 
Response E, Reliance on Expanded Environmental Water Account Actions for 
Fish Entrainment Reduction. 

PCL2-2 

PCL suggests that more than 4.0 maf of alternative new water supplies can be 
developed economically through water conservation, recycling, and groundwater 
desalination.  This suggestion is quite ambitious, because total California urban 
water use is about 7 maf/yr, current conservation measures have reduced the 
urban demand by at least 0.7 maf/yr, and about 0.5 maf/yr is already recycled as 
part of this urban use (Pacific Institute 2003).  The PCL Water Investment Report 
suggests that many of these new water supplies are feasible at relatively low 
costs (less than $500/af).  This is great news.  Many of these investment 
strategies for water conservation measures should be pursued aggressively.  But 
the next water investment should be to carefully evaluate appropriate fish 
protection conditions that would allow the SWP Banks Pumping Plant, California 
Aqueduct, and San Luis Reservoir to be used more fully to provide the simulated 
0.2 maf/year water supply increment with less-than-significant environmental 
impacts. 
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The SDIP Stage 2 increased pumping limit is completely consistent with the PCL 
recommended investment strategy for developing new California water supplies.  
The SDIP Stage 2 represents the most affordable and most environmentally 
friendly source of mountain-fresh and contaminant-free water supply.  No 
additional state or federal funding is required to obtain this incremental average 
water supply of 0.2 maf/year. 

References 

Pacific Institute.  2003.  Waste not, want not: the potential for urban water 
conservation in California.  Available at: 
http://www.pacinst.org/reports/urban_usage 
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Comment Letter PCL3 
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Responses to Comments 

PCL3-1 

PCL suggests that substantial new information has become available about the 
condition of the Bay-Delta ecosystem.  However, this information is not in any 
written documents.  The new relationships to which PCL refers are more 
accurately described as ideas that have been identified in oral presentations.  
There are no written records from the IEP annual meetings.  The CCWD 
investigations of fall salinity have not been made available in a written 
document.  Indeed, the CALFED Science conference has no written proceedings 
beyond abstracts submitted by hundreds of scientists.  This is not scientific (i.e., 
not reviewable or repeatable) information. 

PCL3-2 

Recent work by the USGS has evaluated the tidal flows at the Old River and 
Middle River stations located on opposite sides of Bacon Island.  They report that 
the net flows toward the CVP and SWP pumps have been higher in the four 
recent years that are included in the POD hypothesis (2002–2005).  This 
hydraulic effect of relatively high export pumping is being studied to determine 
whether it is linked with the recent decline in delta smelt abundance.  No linkage 
has been established by scientists. 

Net flows in South Delta Channels  

As Section 5.2 of the Draft EIS/EIR describes, Old and Middle Rivers are the 
two major pathways for export water from the central Delta.  The other channels 
are the head of Old River from the San Joaquin River at Mossdale, and Turner 
Cut, which connects Middle River to the San Joaquin River downstream of 
Stockton.  DSM2 modeling results (page 5.2-13) show that about 50% of the 
CVP and SWP pumping (that is not supplied from the head of Old River) will 
flow upstream (south) in Old River from Franks Tract.  About 5% of the export 
pumping flow will move upstream (east) in Dutch Slough from Big Break to 
Franks Tract.  About 40% of the CVP and SWP pumping (not supplied from the 
head of Old River) will move upstream (south) in Middle River from the mouth 
or Columbia Cut.  About 10% of the CVP and SWP pumping (not supplied by 
the head of Old River) will move upstream (southwest) in Turner Cut to Middle 
River. 

Therefore, if the pumping is increased by 1,000 cfs, the Old River upstream flow 
from Franks Tract will increase by about 500 cfs (50 cfs from Big Break), the 
Middle River upstream flow will increase by 400 cfs, and the Turner Cut 
upstream flow will increase by 100 cfs.  Similar flow increases in these central 
Delta channels would occur if the head of Old River flow were reduced by 1,000 
cfs by tidal gate operations. 
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Operations of the Gates 

The Draft EIS/EIR analysis assumes that the GORT would operate the head of 
Old River tidal gate, along with the other gates, to balance the various needs of 
the beneficial uses of the Delta channels.  The GORT is comprised of fish 
management agencies who are responsible for the protection of fish listed under 
the Endangered Species Act, such as delta smelt, and other fish, as appropriate.  
As described in Master Response O, the first priority for the GORT will be 
compliance with the BOs obtained for protection of the listed fish issued for 
Stage 1 of SDIP. 

The head of Old River tidal gate might be partially closed to protect San Joaquin 
River Chinook salmon juveniles in the months of March–June, or to increase the 
Stockton DWSC flows to improve DO concentrations in the months of July–
September, or to improve San Joaquin River flows for adult Chinook salmon 
migration in the months of October–December.  The possible effects of these 
potential tidal gate operations from March through December on delta smelt have 
not been specifically evaluated, because likely relationships between the central 
Delta channel flows and delta smelt abundance or survival in the south Delta 
have not been identified by IEP scientists. 

In June and July, when delta smelt may be present in the vicinity of Franks Tract, 
gate operations have the potential to increase the net flow of water, and therefore 
smelt, from the central Delta to the south Delta area where they are subject to 
entrainment (see Appendix J and page 6.1-64 of the Draft EIS/EIR).  This is a 
result of the potential partial closure of the head of Old River gate to allow more 
water to flow down the San Joaquin River to improve DO conditions (see page 2-
30 to 2-31 of the Draft EIS/EIR).  This is considered a less-than-significant 
impact because this potential operation of the gates in June and July is subject to 
the GORT, and it is assumed that the operations will be adjusted to comply with 
the BO and appropriate protection of delta smelt. 

The GORT will consider these potential effects on delta smelt as they operate the 
head of Old River fish protection gates.  It is likely that the magnitude of the flow 
changes will be considered relative to the abundance of delta smelt in the vicinity 
of Franks Tract and the fraction of the population that might be in the central 
Delta.  Because delta smelt spawning may be limited by temperatures higher than 
20ºC, it is likely that temperatures will also be included in the decision matrix for 
operating the head of Old River tidal gate. 

Stage 2 of the SDIP includes changes in export operations, in addition to the tidal 
gate operations.  The effects of the resulting incremental entrainment are 
described in the Draft EIS/EIR, and mitigation is proposed to reduce these effects 
to a less-than-significant level  (See pages 6.1-94 to 6.1-97 of the Draft EIS/EIR).  
There may be additional analysis of the increased pumping patterns and more 
specific information on the relationship of central Delta flows and delta smelt 
abundance.  All of the new information that may result from the intensive POD 
investigations, including contributions from CCWD staff, will be included in the 
Stage 2 evaluations. 
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PCL3-3 

Fall salinity in the western Delta is regulated by D-1641 Delta outflow 
objectives.  The Jersey point EC values in the fall months have actually been 
relatively constant (in the range of 1,500 to 2,000 µS/cm) for the previous six 
years (1999–2004).  EC values were only slightly lower in 2005 and are expected 
to be relatively low again this year, because of higher-than-normal runoff and 
storage releases to meet flood control storage levels at the end of September or 
October.  These salinity data suggest that the salinity gradient has been quite 
stable for the last several years, and no abrupt change appears to correspond with 
the POD years (2002–2005). 

The work efforts that CCWD staff is contributing to the general POD 
investigations are commendable.  But because CCWD has not released their 
analyses for scientific review, Reclamation and DWR scientists are unable to 
comment on the specific results suggested in the CCWD letter.  Correlations and 
regression equations should not be confused with an ecological linkage.  
Linkages have to be established and confirmed through additional experimental 
evidence.  The scientific products from CCWD staff will be given equal weight 
to other reports by IEP scientists that are produced during the POD evaluations 
and subsequent SDIP Stage 2 evaluations. 

PCL3-4 

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

PCL3-5 

DWR is not aware of any relationships between Oroville Reservoir operations or 
Feather River flows and the Bay-Delta conditions.  The Draft EIS/EIR indicates 
that no substantial changes in Oroville Reservoir operations will result from 
Stage 2.  Therefore, regardless of the potential relationships between Oroville 
Reservoir and Bay-Delta conditions, SDIP Stage 2 will cause no impacts.  
Impacts are defined in CEQA and NEPA as changes in the existing environment 
conditions. 

PCL3-6 

The existing effects of CVP and SWP pumping are not evaluated in the Draft 
EIS/EIR.  The IEP has attempted for more than 25 years to identify the scientific 
relationships between project operations and Bay-Delta ecosystem conditions.  
The apparent lack of proven strong relationships between water management and 
fish abundance is the reason that conditions cannot be very well predicted nor 
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understood.  We continue monitoring and studying to further understanding of 
these relationships.   

PCL3-7 

The CALFED Science conference is held every 2 years.  This will be the fourth.  
It is very unlikely that a consensus about the Bay-Delta ecosystem will emerge, 
but Reclamation and DWR management and staff will be in full attendance.  
New information presented at the CALFED Science conference and subsequently 
documented will be incorporated into the Stage 2 evaluations. 
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Comment Letter PTA 
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Responses to Comments 

PTA-1 

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

PTA-2 

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

PTA-3 

DWR and Reclamation have proposed the SDIP as consistent with the CALFED 
Program but as a project that requires its own separate consideration.  The SDIP 
EIS/EIR process, therefore, included public scoping prior to conducting the 
analysis and several other public workshops and forums to solicit input from the 
public and agencies about the project.  These comments and concerns have been 
considered in the development of the Draft EIS/EIR. 

PTA-4 

The next round of stakeholder discussions regarding future expanded operations 
has not yet been scheduled.  Reclamation and the Department will make attempts 
to include northern counties along with interests in other parts of the state and 
other interests. 

PTA-5 

Water transfers are assessed as indirect effects in the Delta only because transfers 
are not a part of the proposed project; rather, transfers are related actions that 
must be analyzed for NEPA and CEQA purposes as separate actions.  The source 
and end use of water transfers must be defined in project-specific environmental 
assessments because this information was not available for inclusion in the SDIP 
Draft EIS/EIR.  Therefore, environmental justice effects and other environmental 
effects related to water transfers are not assessed in this document because these 
actions are not entirely part of the proposed SDIP. 
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PTA-6 

The Staged Decision-Making Process will allow more information to be gathered 
and assessed relative to the relationship between CVP and SWP operations, and 
Delta resources, specifically fish.  The Stage 2 CEQA and NEPA compliance 
will incorporate the best available science. 



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 

 
6-260 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

Comment Letter RCCC 
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Responses to Comments 

RCCC-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 RCRC 
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Responses to Comments 

RCRC-1 

For each alternative for each resource, the impacts of Stage 1 are evaluated first.  
This analysis 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.  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. 

RCRC-2 

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

RCRC-3 

Reclamation is evaluating recirculation of water from the DMC to the San 
Joaquin River.  However, this is not an SDIP purpose or action.  A recirculation 
pilot study was completed in August 2004, and a report on the study was released 
in June 2005.  The priority list of uses of the water does not preclude use in 
recirculation actions similar to what was studied in 2004.  But because 
Reclamation and the DWR do not propose recirculation as an action, it has not 
been included specifically. 

RCRC-4 

Section 5.1 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR shows results from the CALSIM 
modeling of system-wide CVP and SWP operations.  The SDIP will not change 
water supply conditions in any area of origin. 

RCRC-5 

Please see Master Response L, Relationship between the South Delta 
Improvements Program and the California Water Plan Update 2005. 
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RCRC-6 

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

RCRC-7 

For each alternative for each resource, the impacts of Stage 1 are evaluated first.  
This analysis 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). 

RCRC-8 

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

RCRC-9 

Possible future San Joaquin River restoration flows would slightly alter the 
monthly flows and water quality on the San Joaquin River at Vernalis.  This 
future action would generally improve salinity and may allow slightly higher 
exports.  This would be a cumulative effect, or might be considered as a future 
water transfer.  This possibility can be considered further during the Stage 2 
decision process.  Please also see Master Response Q, Effects of the South Delta 
Improvements Program on San Joaquin River Flow and Salinity. 

RCRC-10 

Water transfers are assessed as indirect effects in the Delta because transfers are 
not a part of the proposed project.  Water transfers are related actions that must 
be analyzed for NEPA and CEQA purposes as separate actions.  The source and 
end use of water transfers must be defined in project-specific environmental 
compliance. 

RCRC-11 

Please see response to comment RCRC-3. 
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RCRC-12 and RCRC-15 

Any new information identified in these ongoing planning studies can be 
considered during the Stage 2 decision process. 

RCRC-13 

Please see response to comment RCRC-3. 

RCRC-14 

The cumulative analysis included all CALFED projects and all past, present, and 
reasonably foreseeable projects.  Criteria to determine whether a project should 
be included in the cumulative analysis were used to screen out those projects that 
were not likely to occur or affect the same resources.  These criteria are described 
and applied in Chapter 10 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR. 
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Comment Letter REM 
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Responses to Comments 

REM-1 

As described in Section 7.4 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR, the overall area available 
for recreation in the south Delta would not change substantially.  The operable 
gate would be in a location different from the current temporary barrier on Grant 
Line Canal, but the permanent gate would be open during most of the day and a 
boat lock would be operated when the gate is closed to allow passage of boats.  
Regarding impacts on individual south Delta marinas, DWR and Reclamation 
have committed to working with the marina owner(s) to reduce those adverse 
effects. 

REM-2 

Operating Stage 1 of SDIP would not affect the abundance of aquatic weeds in 
the south Delta.  However, DWR will work with DBW in support of their aquatic 
weed control program.  As an example, the flow control gates could be operated 
in coordination with DBW’s aquatic weed spraying program to more fully close 
off each canal for some time period.  The more effective closure of the canal will 
prevent aquatic weed spray from being flushed out after it is applied, potentially 
improving weed control. 

REM-3 

Dredging in the SDIP includes conveyance dredging in Middle River, Old River, 
and West Canal; gate dredging at each gate site to prepare the site for gate 
placement; and dredging at each of the 24 agricultural diversion locations 
identified in Chapter 2 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR.  In addition to this initial 
dredging, DWR and Reclamation have committed to maintenance dredging at the 
upstream area of each of the gates as well as one round of maintenance dredging 
in the conveyance dredging areas. 

REM-4 

As described in Section 5.6 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR, the SDIP is not expected 
to result in significant effects related to sediment and sediment transport. 

REM-5 

Section 6.1 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR evaluates SDIP impacts on several fish 
habitat conditions in the south Delta.  These conditions are similar to the habitat 
requirements for black bass, catfish, and striped bass.  The Draft EIS/EIR finds 
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that all impacts can be mitigated to a less-than-significant level.  No effects on 
these important Delta sport fish are expected. 

REM-6 

DWR staff has met briefly with the River’s End Marina owner to discuss 
potential impacts and potential corrective measures available to the owner.  DWR 
will continue to work with the River’s End Marina owner to resolve issues. 



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 

 
6-277 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

Comment Letter SCWC 
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Responses to Comments 

SCWC-1 

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

SVEWC-1 

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

SVEWC-2 

The SDIP is consistent with the overall CALFED ROD.  The SDIP does not 
interfere with any of the other water quality, watershed management, or 
ecosystem restoration projects. 

SVEWC-3 

The SDIP will have no effects on groundwater management in the Sacramento 
Valley, nor will it cause Oroville Reservoir or Shasta Reservoir to be drawn 
down; no changes in the recreation at these facilities is likely.  Evaluations of 
raising Shasta Dam or constructing Sites Reservoir are independent CALFED 
actions that are being evaluated by Reclamation and DWR. 

SVEWC-4 

Potential conjunctive use of groundwater in Butte County will be evaluated 
independently by the responsible local agencies.  The SDIP is not linked to any 
specific source of water transfers. 

SVEWC-5 

Recreation on Oroville Reservoir is affected by water level fluctuations.  The 
SDIP will not cause any substantial changes in Oroville Reservoir operations; the 
range of Oroville Reservoir storage will be similar to the existing conditions.  
The Oroville FERC re-licensing is a separate process that has recently examined 
the recreational impacts of SWP operations and has mandated additional facilities 
and management actions to increase recreational opportunities. 

SVEWC-6 

Any increase in electrical use at the Delta pumps will be paid for by the project 
beneficiaries as part of the cost of water conveyance. 
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SVEWC-7 

The SDIP does not require raising Shasta Dam.  The effects of raising Shasta on 
the cultural resources of the Winnemem Wintu Tribe are being evaluated as part 
of that Reclamation study. 

SVEWC-8 

Section 5.3 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR indicates that no significant degradation 
of drinking water quality will be caused by the SDIP.  Agricultural chemicals are 
of concern, but will not be increased by the SDIP. 

SVEWC-9 

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

SVEWC-10 

Stage 1 could be constructed and operated independently of Stage 2.  Regardless 
of the decisions made for Stage 2, Stage 1 improves the ability to manage flows 
and water quality in the Delta as well as control the movement of fish into the 
south Delta.  Stage 1 is analyzed with no export operation changes.  Stage 2 
assumes that gates are constructed (four, three, or one gate) and includes export 
operation changes.  Therefore, the Stage 2 analysis includes the impacts of the 
entire SDIP. 

SVEWC-11 

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

SJFBF-1 

The SDIP will fully protect SDWA diversions for agriculture from the south 
Delta channels upstream of the operable gates.  Both minimum water levels and 
water quality will be improved. 

SJFBF-2 

Section 5.3 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR demonstrates the improvements in water 
quality at south Delta locations.  The SDIP will not change San Joaquin River 
salinity at Vernalis.  Please also see Master Response Q, Effects of the South 
Delta Improvements Program on San Joaquin River Flow and Salinity. 

SJFBF-3 

Please see Master Response O, Gate Operations Review Team. 

SJFBF-4 and SJFBF-5 

Minimum water levels of 0.0 feet msl are expected to fully protect all south Delta 
diversions located upstream of the tidal gates.  SDIP will also provide local 
dredging and siphon or pump intake extensions for shallow intakes.  Monitoring 
of tidal elevations will provide feedback to the GORT for possible modification 
of the Grant Line Canal tidal gate “weir” elevation (proposed for –0.5 feet) to 
provide sufficient water levels under all tidal conditions for all existing 
diversions.   

SJFBF-6 

 Section 5.2 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR describes in detail the channel volumes, 
tidal fluctuations, and corresponding flushing of water in the channels upstream 
of the tidal gates.  Section 5.3 shows results of DSM2 simulations of the 
proposed tidal gate operations and indicates that tidal flows and salinity 
conditions will be much better with the SDIP tidal gates than they have been with 
the temporary barriers.  It is this comparison that should be the focus of SDWA 
evaluations.  Low-head pumps are not necessary for these improvements in water 
quality. 
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SJFBF-7 

The DSM2 model includes reasonable average salinity estimates for agricultural 
drainage.  No recent drainage salinity measurements are available from the south 
Delta drainage pumps. 

SJFBF-8 

Tom Paine Slough water levels will be protected by SWP continued operation of 
CCF gates with priority 3 schedule, which allows the higher-high tide to fill 
south Delta channels without diversions into CCF.  DWR will continue to work 
with SDWA to resolve local water supply issues along Tom Paine Slough.   

SJFBF-9 and SJFBF-10 

The SDIP does not change the San Joaquin River flows at Vernalis or Mossdale.  
Diversions along the river may have problems during periods of summer low 
flow.  SDIP operations of the head of Old River will be evaluated and determined 
through the GORT.  There are no guaranteed flows; the SDIP allows tidal and net 
flows in the south Delta channels to be more adaptively managed than with the 
temporary barriers that generally restrict tidal flows.  SDWA may want to 
investigate localized dredging or intake improvements along the mainstem of the 
San Joaquin River; the SDIP has no anticipated actions in this area. 

The modeling results cited in your example are based on maximum exports from 
both CVP and SWP facilities coupled with maximum diversions for agricultural 
uses throughout the south Delta (and possibly even a neap tide).  Under these 
conditions, Reclamation is typically releasing more water than the low flows you 
cite (700 cfs).  In the modeling you cite, the original low-flow scenario was on 
the order of 1,300 cfs on the San Joaquin River.  It was artificially set lower to 
study a hypothesis SDWA presented.  It is believed that the proposed gate 
operations will meet or exceed the needs of the SDWA on the interior south 
Delta.  No minimum flow on the San Joaquin River is being proposed at this 
time. 

SJFBF-11 

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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SJFBF-12 

Dredging included in the SDIP includes conveyance dredging in Middle River, 
Old River, and West Canal; gate dredging at each gate site to prepare the site for 
gate placement; and dredging at each of the 24 agricultural diversion locations 
identified in Chapter 2 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR.  In addition to this initial 
dredging, DWR and Reclamation have committed to maintenance dredging at the 
upstream area of each of the gates as well as one round of maintenance dredging 
in the conveyance dredging areas. 

SJFBF-13 

Under the SDIP, diversions along Victoria Canal that are –2 feet msl or shallower 
would be extended and the area around them dredged. 

SJFBF-14 

Reclamation and DWR are fully committed to meeting all applicable salinity 
objectives on the San Joaquin River (i.e., Vernalis and Brandt Bridge) and in the 
Delta.  These objectives have been established by the State Water Board to 
protect municipal and agricultural, as well as fish and wildlife, uses of water.  
SDWA riparian diversions are important but are not the only beneficial uses of 
water in the San Joaquin River watershed or in the Delta.  SWP and CVP 
reservoir and Delta operations are managed to protect all beneficial water uses 
and provide good quality water for water supply contractors south of the Delta. 
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