. AUGUST10,19%8 . .

1, “Ihcl:ground" .

. Pg 2 Draft descn‘bes Delta “Ar the conﬂuencc The Bay-DcRa |
is...” should be amended to include a description of the local
economic importance of the Delta: “The Bay-Delta includes 738, 239
acres (in five counties, in which the agricultural production value
excoeded $1.6 Billion dollars (1993) which producﬂan is an integral -
. part of the ecanomic health of these. counties.” (Source: Delta . -
'Protection Commission - Land Use and Resource Managemcnt Plan S
- fortheanaryZone oftheDe!ta Feb 23, 1995) : Lol

. st Draft states: * aslongasﬂxeumpamsﬁnmheamomm
Stage | have been mcludcd .the subsoquunt env:ronmenhl documcntsf
‘.mwﬂlel’rommmmcdocumem P I

: Parenlheucalty, does this mean that publ:c objectwns and noted.
) ¢honcomlngxfound in the subsequent environniental documents can
e * previous objections to the Programmatic EIS/EIR? o

Or will public abjecttons/commenm/correcttom Ime fo meet new
EIS/EIR review calendars and time limits? . .
ing needs to be in thi
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Page 2 of “Comments” Amsz 10, 1098 (Reynolds)
2. Staged lmplemenution

- Pg. 8 “Stakeholder concerns™ box should amended 1o include
* “Delta stakeholders believe it Is imperative to maintain the

- common pool of Delta water for all beneficial uses. If not drawing
Jrom such a “common pool*, water users ourside the Delia will not be

‘ concamed with maimammg Delra water quality "

Delta: stakaholders beheve that there is NO Jusuﬁcanon for EXPQRT
watet quality to be ANY better than DELTA water quality. We ALL
share the same health concerns. Amything less than the maintainence
of a continuing common pool violates memy ofCALFFD 's m _
"Solutton Principies”. , _

. 3. Condxﬂonslunk:gu for Future Decisions

.' ' - -Pg. 12 Conveyance .. decmon to constmctan 1solaﬁsd &cihtyw;ll
S be warranted:fthere:sapnblichenlthnecessity s Of there ig inability
to achieve fishery recovery with continuing impacts of diversion from
the Deita.” “...combination ...could also trigger ...” “In addition, a
~ decision to build an isolated facthty would be ooupled with w_ of the
P followmg muranm -

Under “a” what doés ™ under some c:rcmnstances mean?

-~ Under*b” what does *. “_ be paid to waive their rights...” mean? Who?
" Under “c™ what does “comzmtm t” incan? Does this make us whole? -
Bro Does this pay someone to leave the Delta?

This whole section of “assurances " needs o be explab:e;i in de:ad prior |
~ to any ROD or Certification. These “assurances” must be fully and
publicly aired prior to adaption of any “preferred nitermative”.

R . LI
.
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Page 3 Comments August 10, 1998 (Reyndlds)

Delta stakeholders do not and will not have any control over water
“quality. Water quality is determined by DIVERSIONS FROM and
DISCHARGE INTO the Delta by water users other than Delta -
stakeholders. There are no “assurances” that an isolated facihty can be
operatedtothebeneﬁt ofthe Delta, especnallym dmughtyears :

- Pg 13 Storage waukbz ’t the a'wcussian of "Stomgc " here mcluds -
~ the same linkages and list of assurances that the "Conveyance ” secuon ~
and the "Groundwater/conjuncﬁve use programs " do? o

. Pg 14 Smface Storage

g should read “ Water retailers serving LQ_O_% qf the populaﬂon n
the solution area ...." Aud ... and irrigation disiricts serving 100% of
. the:-district acmage m the salutlon area must zmplement endarsed _

S water mmagment plm

| , Everyone must getwell” together

e ka is "um cost " constdered here, under “Swface Storage and
g__g when evaluating the “Conveymce "facilmes on page 12?2
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Page 4 Comments August 10, 1998 '(Reyndlds) |

4. Status of Program Develnpment at the Time of the ROD and Cnrt.

Throughout 1 this section the phrase "Zhefoliowlng it;f'onnahon will be
' avatlable at the ttme of the ROD and Certmcartan " precedes tbe dmzls

 Will this information be made availsble in detail for public review in
~ time to correst any deficiencies or critique for adhereuce to CALFED’s
“Solutxon Pnnc:ples prior to the ROD and Cemﬁcat:on? -

And is the ROD & Certification contingent upon CALFED'S full
~ response to any such public commentary on the details? :

. Or does this mean that this ‘ﬁnformauon" will be smnmarﬂy approwd
mtb.out full CEQA/NEPA review? | | :

Delta Stakeholders are fearful thaz the “adaptive mansgement” .
phitosophy will tesult in permanent harm done to the Delta if this
“information” is relied upon to consu-uct an isolated facikty m' ‘renre
: Ddta farmland. _

« Pg 15 “Envnmnmental Documentahon” |

A“.. ..summary to documnent comphance and “ngmnmaﬁc
EISIBIR“ must include detailed regponses to the conosms of the
public. Full discussion in writing must include valid data tojuahfy any

© action, whether “programmatic” or not, under the legal auspices of
- CEQA/NEPA as applied to this EIS/EIR. ‘A broad discussion of the
“problem” and “golution” does not justify action, What ifthe .
. “pro " type.of EIR/EIS were used for other such repoxts?
Why should this project be excused from the normal criteria for
? Does a 500 unit housing project demand less detailed ‘
disclosure and planning than a 50 unit pm;ect? o ‘
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Page S Comments August 10 1998 - (Rcynolds)
8, Secﬁon3 — Stagel Implementaﬁon |

«Pg22 “, .88 long as.. subsequent enwronmental documents can tz___gﬂ‘
:the ngmmmauc document M ,

- Please see comment on. “t:ered oﬁ"' on Page ! above. Agam, can -
objections to data or findings in the “subsequent” environmental
! documents be “tiered oﬁ" the obJea:ons made to the Programmauc .

 This muist be cIaﬂﬂcd in fhu' “Developmg a quﬂ .Prejbrred
Altcmativc » dacumem. _ ' _

. Pg.32 SurfmeSwrage

Dependmg on the amount of storage needed " :’hi.s' phra.s-e begs
some questions: - _ . _

Who detemines ed”’ . o
Is “need * for. better water quality7 :
ed” for ﬁsh? . .
Is “ for meeting contract commmuems? :
| IS ‘," ” delermlnedAFTER an tfolatedfacilw»?

This Draft docuntent is unclear as tv how “need" aﬁécts other :
~ program alternatives. This Draft does nat explam why CALFED is
considering an isolated facility, ents i
- goals, while surface storage conszdemﬁons pmceed onlywitha
_ perceived but not explored “need”.Shouldn't constmcﬂon ofah‘ new
- Jacllitles be bmdsole(y on a proyen NEED? o

And shouldn’t all new ﬁcﬂltws be studled, usmg the llnst cost
evaluatlons? This Draft document shuuld explain and ustlfy these \ .
differences in CALFED's approach to-the recommendation md.gma)z E

" of these dfﬁ'«mtfacil#ies §
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| Page 6 Comments Auguntlo 1998 (Reynolda)

FURTHER COMMENTS WILL BE SUBMIT'I‘ED ATA LATER ,

- DATE. AUG. 5 TO AUG, 11 IS TOO SHORT A COMMENT

PERIOD TO ALLOW COMPREHENSIVE DISCUSSIONOF .

ALL THE QUESTIONS RAISED BY THE “DEVELOPING A
DRAFT PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE” DOCUMENT. |
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