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We have ~ew~ ~� subj~ work pl~s ~d have ~ fo~ow~g ~mments:

GENERAL CO~[

The primary thrust of these papers is to describe the c~ose linkage between the

preparation,I of the Bay-Delta Program PEIS/EIR and the CV!~IA PEIS, The premise is that
modificatic.~n to th¢ CVPIA documemt and technical reports_~ be sufficient, in most cases, to
satisfy the environmental documentation requirements for the4 ~y-Delta Program. ]~fore the
decision is made to default to this approach more substantial m~r-dgency discussion should
occur to v ,¢rify whether this approach is the best approach an~ not just the most expedient.
For instanc% any shortcoming in the CVPIA PEI.S should be [demtified and corrected befoze
they are repeated. The specificity of certain actions schedule I for implementation, especially
those that axe in the Bay-Delta and fundamenta! to each alterr ative, and should be covered in
detail in th~ Bay-Delta Program document axe not likely to b~ addressed adequately in the
CVPIA PIg.lS.                                      ~

Potential drawbacks to establishing a close link to the ~VPIA programmatic.approach
include not. being able to move quickly to implementation of ~he bas.~ components of the Bay-
Delta Prog~xa’s adopted alternative. The risk is that the mo~e sigmficant actions that wil!
drive rsstoiafion of the Estuary will run into future opposition, that the Ievel of resolve wilI
diminish, ~and that we will lose focus on the issues that n~d ~b be addressed and the
momentum for implementation. Other programmatic appro~:hes h~w faced the similax
challenges.

It is premature for us to judge to what extent CVPIA ?I/IS technical appendices will
need to be modified, Considering the different focus and th~ broader and more ambitious
goals of the. Bay-DeIt~ Program for restoring the Estuaxy, it probable ~hat much of what is in
the CVPIA PF.2S will need to be modified.
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SPECIFIC COMMF~TS

Table 1: This table should be modified as follows:

Physical Resources:

Soil salinity is likely to be all.ted in ~eBay-Delta
Surface water quality will likely be afflcted in the Bay-Delta system.

Aquatic Ecology/Fisheries - It isn’t cle~ u" why this subsection is located
trader the Biological Re~urc, s eategoI ~.

Ther~ will likely be chartges to anadrat tous fish populations in the rivers
flowing through the Bay-Delta system. If the intent of this delineation is
to not include rivers as part of the Bay-Delta, this comment would no
apply.

Aquatic F~ology/Fisheries; Delta and Bay:

There are a number of specific is~ttes r ~lated to this resource topic that
are not included in this table and shoul, 1 be. The more glaring omissions
are physical and hydrodynamic habitat for fish.

Social Resources:

M and I land use could change in the t ay-Delta system. Furthermore,
land uses associated with recreation fa~ ilities, such as marinas, et~.,
could change. M and I, Commercial ] :ishing, and Regional income and
employment related economic changes are likely to occur in the Bay-
Delta system. For instance, �ommer¢i ai Ventures for crayfish could be
affected. Income in the Bay-Delta is ]~ kely to be significantly affected
by some alternatives. Power use effec !s in the Bay-Delta could also be
anticipated, depending in the alte~ativ ¯ chosen.

Page 2-2: .The paper states that the Bay-Delta Program I roposes to use the historic periods
m the CVPIA PEIS for the Bay-Delta Progra~n’s.PEIS/EIR. More detail
regarding the specifics of the historic periods used in the CVPIA PEIS is needed
before the acceptability of this approach can e judged.
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Page 2-3, Study Area Criteria: It isn’t possible to.judg~ whether ~e affected
eavi~nment section from the CVPIA PEIS wi~ be adequate to address the
range of are~ that could be impacted, For ex~ nple, new areas that could be
impaeted by construction of new reservoir s~or..tgenorth or south of the D~lta
will be additions to the affected envixonmeat s~ ~fion. The last line suggests that
the critexia at the top of page 2-3 will be revisi ~d. It isn’t clear that the
criterion should change, just that it should be appIied again after alternative
development.

Section 3, Page 3-1, Surface Water: The quality of infl~)ws into the Delta, especially
from the San ~oaquin River needs to be in¢lud~ d. The presence and operation
of barriers also needs to be addressed.

Page 3-3, Paragraph 2: The emphasis, even though, exi~anded for non-flow ~estoratlon
categories, r~evertheless, needs to continue to e mphasize flow and hydrodynamic
conditions in the Delta.

Page 3-3, Paragraph 3: Commexcial fishing for crayfisi needs to be recognized.
Recreational hunting should be added to the an Llysis.

Table A-l: Reference to IF_.SP should be changed to II~P. Key greatvr sandhill crane and
waterfowl areas and general plan urban limit li aes axe available hn an ARC
INFO format from DFG’s Bay-Delta and Special Water Projects Diversiom
The contact is Alan K.ilgo~.

This �onclude~ our commen~s. If you or your staff h~ve any questions or ~eed for
clafificatioa, pleas~ contact Mr. Frank Wernette of DFG’s B~y-Delta and Special Water
Projects Division at CALN~ 81423-7800.

Pete Cha@ick
DFG/CAILFED Bay-Delta Program Liaison

co: Mr. Frank Wemette, BDD
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