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The Dep~m :nt of Fish and Game (Department) has "evlewed CALr--’q~’s
Environmental dora ~liance ILandbook. Three sections, the I ~troduction, Chapter Two, and
Chapter T~.n~�, w~eri reviewed. Our ~¢sponsc is in the form c f general comments and specific
comments. Gramrn~ tical corrections were not addressed.

The; ~.nv’.~-on~nental Compliance and Permitting Hand’ ~ook’s purpose is to describe and
clar~ Stare andl F~cral regulatory requiremer, ts for individ~,ml CALFi~D projects.
Identification of!the~ requirem~ts should accelerate the environmental documentation and
permitting proc~.." s. IThe introduction should narrow its focu~ to descriptions o~ r~gulatory
processes and r~uh~ments.

Th~ PXo ,~_.~ Action Categories listed identify not only categories of actions but also
include sp~ific !~cti’.~ities. For this handbook’s program-lev,~’1 purpose it would be better to
pzovide p~ogram action categories and not specific actions. Sl:~cific habitat restoration actions
to restore the Ba.y-I~elta ecosystem have not yet been de.retrained. These. actions should be
determined during I base If. Although we recommend t.hat tnese actions be removed from rids
document:, l~v~ ’.~v c ,mments on these actions have been incl ~ded.

SPECIFIC

Page I 3 pha~ II Comp~ce Requirements

Imeorn-,ationlf.ound in this matrix should be consisten.t from ony. Act to t~e other. For
~xample, the :Eflda~gered Slx~cies Act states that ~ Section 7 consultation is required and who
to talk to. ThelExdcutive Order 11988 l=loodplain Manage~a~nt do~s not state, requixements,
contacts, or even    it is for.
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Programm~ tic mitigation is mentioned in every Act ex t for Section 404. The
statement, %..shou.ld ~clude d~elopment of programmatic mi~’gation to include in project
da.~criptiorts of in,ritUal components of the preferred al~rnadve." should be clarified,
condensed and ~ stated at the top of the matr~ instead c ! repeated for every Act. An
alternative may b4 "C,ALFED’s programmatic mitigation shou; be included in each project
de~’ripfion.’:    " [ "

Page I-4    Pr~.per~y Purchase and Site. Design Parageapl 1, Sentence 2

"Envixonm~n,,t~ [ conditions...may greatly increase the ¢ ~st of development because of
the regulato~ perr~it2 that would be required." Permits ara not costly, however, there may
be cost~ ass0~iated
ended with "...n~y iecrease development costs d~e to remedi~ measures and mitigation."

1;~age 1-5 ..I~$TOR~,BAY-DELTASYSTEMHABITAT~:~esmr~o’noIBay-De~Sy~$h~

extmng statemen!, ]~rotect shallow-water habitat from ~ro$1~n may limit shallow-watex
habitat prot.~do~ to 6rosion control. There my be viable co~t-effective options other than
exo~ion corm:ol. ’                                  l         "

|
Page 1-7 .P, BD~. C~. E~VFECTS OF DIVE~SION$: Iraprove~neM, of Bay-Delta System Fish

Four out .of s~ actions require barriers to improve fisi~ migration by diverting them
from the sc:uth ~d ~ntral Delta. Studies using barbers to xx ute migratory fish around the
ctmtml and sou~ Deita, remain inconclusive. Barrier~ alter ! )elta flow patterns with unknown
consequences..~ter~d flow patterns may increase the diversion’s effects on other Delta
~ecies. Hydraalie ~imulations performed for the Interim S~uth Delta Ploj~t’s draft F.IR/~S
indi~te that mvCse ~ows are much greater with the Head o~Otd River Barrier (Fish barrier)
installed. Theselmvgr~e flows inadvertently draw many fish ~.1~ ies into th, central and .south
Delta towards th~ pLL’nps. Actions taken to r~duce diversion [effects .should produce a net
benefit to Delta ~spec~ es.

PI~OGRAM-LE,VEIL REGULATORY COMPLIANCE

Th,~ completixl document ~ould be.rev.mwed" for con fistency. Biological Opinion and
Manage.m~nt Au."tho~hation are capitalized m Chapter two m d not in Chapter three. Both
should be :capi .~t,~ throughout the document.

,
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Page 2-9    CESA Paragraph 1, Sentence 3

This senten~ ce i c°nfusing; it ha~ tw° th°ughts that ~h+ld be in ~xat~ senten~"i

Page 2-9 CF_JIA Paragraph 1, last llne

,
Mus~: should b~ changed to should.

Page 2,-9 CESA Pax~graph 1, Sentence

Through C~ ES,,k, D~’G must ensure that the action doe: not jeopaxdize the continued
existence

, s~ecies. Tl’dsof a lis .t~l irtc!~d~ actions t.bat resuk [rt the destruction or adverse
modification of habitat ~tial to listed species. This santen.’e, should be rewritten to reflect
adverse modifica~on kf habitat.

Page 2-10

All the page t~umbers should be on the same side of ~ e page. The document should be
checked fo~" consistez:cy.

Page 2-10 " CE$,~ Paragraph 1

This par~ ~h is confusing and shouId be clarified.

Page 2-10 CESA Paragraph 3, last sentence
t

c .hange "i...e~pect~d to..." to ~...a~d may ...." ,

R~e~torat~on ~av-Delta I-hbhats: Terres¢zqal Nabitat . d Contr I In uced Species may
req,~ixe ~ Strb.axnbed Alteration Agreement. These tw) categories should include a half
cir..-le in ithe ~¢i~axtment’s Streambed Altsr~tion Agr~ cment matrix box.

]Reduce Eff_~ts of: Diversions: Install and Improve, I: ish Screens; Improv~ Bay-De!ta
Figh Mid, rat 0n; and Fish I-Iatchery will most E.kely ~ ~quire a Streambed Alteration
Agreembnt. These actions should hRve a full circle :~ a their matrix boxes.

~iliminais S’~eambed A~teration Agreement cixcles f~r Fish I-hrvest, Desalination,
Water C:on: ~.rvation, and Water Reclamation.
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