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I h~ve completed a quick review of your draft report. It is difficult tn evaluate potential impacts because
the proposext actions are so general. As you have pointed out in your report, the specific details on how
an action is implemented will determine whether thor¢ are potential ad\¢rse environmental impacts.
Following are some prelirninaxy comments.

1. Many ofthe actions involve use of dredged material to improve the Dolta eoosysterrz, indudin~
constructing and restoring wetlands, restoring riparian habitat, and repairing levees. As the report
points out, these activities have the potential to cause adverse Impacts depending on the method of
construction and the source oftho dredged material. We are concerned about the ~.se o�
contaminated sediment and the use of saline material in the Delta. Care needs to be taken in the
selection and construction of wetland habitats. Some areas, for example, when otmvcrted into a
wetland may promote mercury uptake in aquatic systems to levels that are not beneficial. I,’I’MS has
developed crlt~fia for dredged matcriaI reuse in the Bay. A similar effort is needed in the Delta to
assure that adverse impacts are minimized. The Regional Board would like m participate in efforts
to develop criteria lbr dredged material hmldtlng and reuse, This effort should b~gin immediately to
assure that project implementation is not ddwod while needed studies ate ¢ompleted.

2. The action oalting t~r veduotiott or’contaminants ie, agt~cultural runoffis too general to evaluate. The
potcnti’,tl impacts depend on the specific practices that are implemented to achieve dais reduction. In
selecting actions-for implementation, care needs to he taken to avoid implementing actions that
decrease lhe concentration of one eonumfinant but inadvertently increase the concentration of
another. One action that is frequently discussed is the reduction ofsurfitce runoffto reduce pesticide
loads entering the rivers, This action would reduce the concentration of pesticides in the water but
increase the concentration of selenium and salts,

3, One of the actions calls for creating seasonal wetlmads by flooding agricultural lands for several
months in winter and early spring. Studies need to be done to verify that pesticide residues da not
cause adverse impacts on the seasonal wetlands.
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4. The descriptions of actions calling for reductions of metals discharged from mil~es are a little
confusing. Cach~ Creek is discussed under the Delta and the. Bacramcmo Rivor. Mercury ~hould bc
included in the discussion of the Sacramento River. There are mercury sources in this watershed.
The min~a {n the Cache Creek wat~r,,~hed, MnnzanlW., Abbot and o~ors, am sources of mercury. Mr.
Diablo Mine, on Marsh Creek is a source of mercury to the Delta. Thcse thrce mincs ta’¢ not
sigaifiuan! sources of copper, zinc or cadmium. What is meant by the statement on Page 3-41 that
metals might d~cay in the system upstream of the. Delta?

In conclusion, the potential impo~ts of the va~ iuu.~ alternatives will be easier to evaluate when spccillc
actions arc more fully dcscribed. We would like to participate in the CALFED pro~ss lha~ delexrnines
the specific actions related to water quality that will be implemented to achieve CALFED goats. Please
call me at (916)255-3093 if you have any quc~tlons.

~ l~¢yeltd Pcq~cr           cat~t~ Ckeir prol;cr altocatto~t aed C~¢~nt ~ fot ~t~ l~n0 of iwt~nt ar~ fuguro gcr~ra~lcms.
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