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~ have the Eollowing suggestions. As I~m sure you are awa~e~ we
at EPA consider this a "work in progress" and will have more to
offer durin~ later reflnements of the Pu~pose/Needo

ZNTRODUCTION= Add bullet

> Water diversions from the Del~a and uses ~upported by
these diversions

PURPOSE ANDNEED

This paragraph (beginning, "The interrelationship...") seems OUt
of place, in fau~ adds lltt~eo ~f you choose to retain any~ing
from this paragraph, consider rephrasing to emphasize that,
recognizing the ~o~plex interrelationships between
heaZth,* water supply reliability, a~,d ~’ate~ quali~y, the Program
seeks actions whioh will provide balanced and complementaEy
improvements in these area~.

* Eoosystem "health’* need~’to be defined (not necessarily in
the P/N statement).
* Water supply r~llability’needs definition,

You say run into the objection which d~stin~ishes between
developing a program~ and actually doing ~ome~hing
ground." ~ actually liked ~o~e Eeatures of the earlier version,
now disuar~e~ (Ist paragraph under Purpose, draft of Jan. 16,
1996). Conside~ repla~ing the first sentence wlth=
p~rpo=e__o~.~he CAL~ED Bav-Delta_Lon~-Ter~ P~oq~am i~.~o
qomprehen~" - . re~o~a%~o~ and ±m~rovea wa~e~
~anauement~_~ - " (~OTE~ "Water ~a~age~e~t"
~an be interpreted to include ~aterq~l!~y, supply a~d floGd
protection. If you believe tha~ needs ola~ifloation, do so.)

Change the specific purpos~ statement which rel~tes to ~’water
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supply reliability, to the following=

c) "reduce the mismatch between Bay-Delta water supplies and
current and projected beneficial
Hay-Delta

the H/D system" as it rela~es to ~&I and agriculture users
who currently or prospectlvely (as in
,entltl~men~s" which have yet to be realized) lookto BiD
supplie~. The wording suggests that these user~ would

regarding ~/D supplies is to what extent it will be feasible
(from an IRPperspectlve-- cost, rellability~ other
measures) to take BiD water, compared with other options.

Sy contrast, the S/D ecosystem is ~ruly dependent on
water supplies. A driving pu~I~se of the Program, as it

sustainable, diverse fish and wildlife populations

fl~ws); fo~ othe~ users, such as M~I and ag, wa~er supply

~nd preferably fully ~omplementa~y/syne~giHtio with--

PeEa~aph $: Recommended chan~e$

"The decline of fish, wildlife, and plant species dependent
on the Bay-Delta system for ~11 or part of ~helr life cycle

beneficial USa~ of the Bay-Delta...."

esm~-~fThe decline..., has led i/L~to

Also, the third paragraph doesn’t even touch upon the fa~t tha~
ways in which water is dlve~ted can increas~ beneficial use
conflicts (deficient fish screening is the simplest example).
(The factors cited ~elate to timin~/~uantlty only. Zs this
omission intentional? Conside~ addin~ Information.)

Pazagzaph 4 (on water quality): this paragraph doesn’t really say
anything about need for actions addressing water quality, except
~o suggest that quality should be taken i~to account when
addressing other measures (ecosystem~ water supply=ellability).
Does this o~ission (references to quality problems ~aused by mine
drainage, agricul~ural drainage, urban runoff, fo~ example)
reflect a deliberate intent t~ wTite these issues out of the
scope of the action?
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