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The CALFF.D Bay-Delta Progr&m is the most mnbitious and comprehou~ive undertaldul
oflt~ kind in the U~itt~ Sm~e~. It embo~es sex, e~etprogrttrn compouvnts when
h~tcgrat~d tog~th~ f~rm a s.tra~gy to emure a healey ~osy,~~no re~liable water ~Fl~lies,
good water quality, and stable levee.~ in California’~ Btty-Dolta. Th~ c~mpot~lts
include an ~cosy~tem Restoration Program, a Water Usv.Eftit~iv.r~cy Program, a Water
Qtmiity Program~ a Lev¢~ Systomhttegrity Program, a Watei-shed Management Prot~ram,
a Wm~r Transfers Policy, it Storage and Conveyance component, and an A,suranee~ and
Fivancing Package. When taken as a w]~o|e the CA.LFED Bay-Delta Program will mcct
the above-stated objective, wkile adhe~ to a s¢t of six Solutimt Principles. According

¯ to,these pdn~ipl~ th~ solution must; t) reduce conflicts, among beneficial us0s of.water;
2) bv rquitable; 3) boaffordable; 4) be durable; 5) be im~lementable; and
significant rediroc¢~l impacts. ¯ .

Whim the CALFED Program may ot~’n~ty potential benefits to agriculture, it is
appa~ut flint e~h CALFED.prograrn element could result in significant impacts to the
California agricultural re, source base, particularly ~ic~tum! ]~nd, agricv2tural water
Supply, and agricultura! .w~ter quality. These impacts may ha~’c associated socio-
cO, chemic hnpa~ts to local communities, lo~v, ljuri~di~dons, and local economies, it is
impcrativ~ tlmt ~ios¢ hnpacts be idendfic, d and disclosed in the Pro~ammatic EIR/EIS in
ozder xo assure continued collaboration of all stakeholders with t1~e, CALFED Program.

.
productive ~ is ~u~id~d a significant adverse knpact to the existing environment
which must bv ~tvoided, reduced, or mitigated to a le.ve! ofinsigrtificance- Programmatic
alt~amfi~res and measures to avoid, rednc~.o ~ud mitiSale impa~t~ on agri~--ulturo vx¢
needed at the programmatic level.

It is agriculture’s position that to mMntain consistency with the CALFED ,qoiufion
Principles andthe Governor’s Water Policy, id~.~tif-ying these agricultural
impacts ~ unmitigable vvx’th an accompanying Stat~mcmi of Ovcrrlding Consideration in
the CEQA document is unacceptable. Appropriate mitigation measures at both the
pt’ogratmna~i¢ al~d ~fO~e~t specific levels exist, are feasible, and implementable.

Thexe is a long history of Slam lx~b!i.’c policy that r~ognizos th~ impottauc, ofpHmt~ and
urtlque farmland and farmland o£ state.wide impot’t~m~. These policies ~stablish asolid
fotmdation to support a CALFED action to develop a comprehensive mitigation strategy
to address adverse impacts to agricultura! resources. General Stats lmiic, ies include:
¯ One 0fthe major principles ofth~ ~ate’s agricultural policy ~hall bo to

long-term productivity ofthv state’s Rtt’m~ by ¢on~ct’vhig mid protecting the soil,
w~ter, o-,xd Mr which ar~ agri~ultm’s bttsic resources. In promoting and protecting
~he ~ri~ultural industa’y, the Legtslatttre will re’dew actions for their effect..~ on 13
factors, including productive agricultural land, ~md agricafltural water supplies.
(Thurmau Agricultural Policy Act; FAC Soo. Z21, 822)
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action taken or ~sistt~d by th, fede.ral go~,emment. The FPPA dh~ub f~derM
agencies to identify imd take into aceouat the adverse effects of federal programs
on the preservation of farmland; consider alternative a~tiotas, as appropriate, that

¯ could le~,en s~teh advet,e effects; and ~sore that such federal program~, m the
extent practicable, are compatible ~ith state government, local government,, and
private l~ogr~.ms imd policies to protect farmland. (Fed. Keg.. ~lune 17. 1994. p
31110)
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