
Page Para/ Agency ..~ Comment
No Line

8-1 CDFA new title to better describe ag resources :Land Use,
Social and Economic; additional information needed in
ag section to better describe physical environment
perspective, tone down economic analysis

8-16 CDFA develop maps for three main regions for ag land use;
cropping patterns, prime farmland resources

8-33; 8- CDFA clearlystate howthesesign criteria will be used for~
39 s,eclond tierdocuments; incorporate tables with range

of impacts (some direction provided from Steve)

8-1 BOR conflicts between conclusions discussed under alts
and common programs need to be addressed

8-15 BOR delete 2nd bullet in right column

8-25 focus should be acreage numbers rather than number
of farms; move land use section from 8-26 to 8,25 after
existing conditions heading

8-29 social well being section doesn’t relate well to ag

8-33 add water related issues to sign criteria; clarify sign
criteria to be more specific



No Page Para/ Agency Comment
No Line

~F 18 8-38 on insert: 3rd from last bullet needs to be clarified -
potential controversy

19 8-38 DFG on insert; replace intro sentence on bottom block with
"mitigation strategies for unavoidable..."; first bullet
under last section - remove" and affordable"

20 8.2 USGS subsidence is not addressed as an ag issue; should
~ also be addressed in no action - lands taken out of

¯ production due to subsidence by 2020 (check); cross
reference to ag as impact

-~ 21 7-79 copy first para under mitigation strategies into each
, section of doc

22 ag impacts need to be looked at with cum,ulative ~
~perspectivei;,

23 8-38 .language for mitigation strategy~ "The CALFED

~ benefits of water supply and reliability should be
provided to.agricultural water users on an equitable
basis considering the nature and extent ofimpacts to
ag resources, including land and water,"

24 8-zt3 shorten para top right column to better reflect relative
importance of water transfers



No    Page Para/ Agency Comment
No Line

25 8-40; 8- question, whether these’tables should be removed
42 given treatment of land =use insection

26 " 8.3 disclose assumptions that went into analysis -
pathway to conclusions (text from Hill); replace tables
with those provided

27 8-80 " 2nd col, WAPA inconsistent with info contained in summary box; need
center to state qualitative nature of available information and
para how this impacts the analysis - identify the unknowns

as well

28 8-58 tables revisit, revise and add beneficial impacts to all tables

29 determine where commercial fisheries should be
discussed - sidebar, separate section, within an
existing section

30 8-148 check text and table for reservoir recreation; combine
tables and add benefits

31 8-205 Z~th para USFWS balance the treatment of some benefits of levee veg,
etc.; cross reference to veg section

32 6-11 numbers of sign figures are not justified - misleading
(add qualifier explaining use of or specify number that
makes sense)"
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No Line

33 8-187 adjust first sentence under reservoir section to
characterize flood control as incidental to
function(don’t infer that it is primary function)

34 6-10 USGS numbers on figures don’t add up - need to define why
(should have mass balance); check justification for
use of all numbers on both figures and tables(see
comments provided)

35 6-48     7th para              check second statement re crops grown after land
drained ~                         ..

36 6-zH 2°d para, first statement makes no sense - ck entire paragraph
right col and adjust

37 6-58 3~ para rewrite - see comments from Frank

38 8,48 insert delete 5th bullet from bottom or reword by ending ~.
sentence.at ’problem’s, deleting the rest

39 6-52 table check source for data (date of analysis).

40 6-2 conjunctive use issue and relationship to subsidence--
review what is included; add discus.sion of monitoring,
(also should be discussed from adaptive management
perspective)


