DFG

Depattment of Fish and Game Comments on the
December 1999 Summary of Changes Document

Comment/Concern

Comment | Final Response | Commentor
Number Code : ,
Impact Analysis - Chapter 1
1 Page 1-6, DFG Modify the second sentence of the recommended replacement paragraph as
Section 1.2 follows: ’ :
W&'/ “Additional spéciﬁc information will be necessary for the subsequent
decisions required during implementation over the next 30 or more years-the
2 5"36 : ] ¢ l’ : 1.”
2 Page 1-6, DFG Modify third to last sentence of recommended replacement paragraph as
Section 1.2 follows: . '
w .
N «..that will restore ecological health and improve water management for
o beneficial use of the Bay-Delta system and meet white-meeting the primary
objectives of the Program.” '
Chapter 5.1 Water Supply and Water Management
3 Subsection | DFG Modify the recommended additional paragraph as follows:
5.1.2, page- _ '
5.1-3 “Although the ERP addresses ecological processes and stressors such as

temperature and introduced species, controversy cxists about whether or not

implementation of the-overthe-probabte-effectiveness-of ERP actions-to in

combination with an effective Water Management Strategy, including an
Environmental Water Account, will restore fisheries and simultaneously-

improve water supply reliability.—manenvironment-that may-often-be
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Chapter 6.1 Fisheries and Aquatic Ecosystem

section 6.1.4

DFG Edits to the last bullet; “...or most vulnerable” seems confusing. We
pages 6.1-24 recommend deleting or editing to clarify. :
and 6.1-25 ' ‘
Chapter 7.1 Agricultural Land and Water Use
Mitigation | DFG The additional mitigation measure shown aSHum!
Strategies; g the last bullet for page 7.1-32 should be deleted.
i 7152 7¢. 812 %
MSCS
Chapter 7 DFG - Various inserts for Chapter 7 need to be edited to ensure that the acronym for |

Action Specific Implementation Plans is ASIP and not ASAP.
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