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Joe Grindstaff

Executive Officer

Delta Stewardship Council
980 Ninth Street, Suite 1500
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Submission of Comments on the Draft Delta Plan Program Environmental
Impact Report

Dear Mr. Grindstaff:

' The Department of Fish and Game (DFG) appreciates the opportunity to review and _
comment on the Delta Stewardship Council's Draft Delta Plan Program Environmenta

Impact Report (DEIR).

DFG recognizes the profound challenges associated with managing the Delta to
achieve the co-equal goals of ecosystem protection and water supply reliability as
mandated by the Sacramente-San Joaquin Delta Reform Act of 2009. DFG appreciat
the tremendous commitment of resources you and your staff have put into developing
this important plan and the associated environmental document. We look forward to
being a vital partner throughout this important and challenging process.

Qur comments are included in the attached table. If you have any questions or requirs
clarification, please contact Dr. David S. Zezulak at (916) 445-3960, or email him at

=3
'—SST.E‘l-‘l
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dzezulak@dfg.ca.gov. Thank you for considering our comments.

Sincerely,

Charlton H. Bonham
Director

Enclosure

ec:  Department of Fish and Game
Sandra Morey, Deputy Director
Ecosystem Conservation Division
1416 Ninth Street, Ste. 1208

Sacramento, CA 95814
smorey@dfg.ca.gov

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870

Response to comment ST51-1

Comment noted.
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Scott Cantrell, Acting Chief

David S. Zazulak, Ph.D,

Ecosystem Restoration Program Manager
Water Branch

830 S Street

Sacramento, CA 95814
scantrel@dfg.ca.qgov

dzezulak@dfg.ca.gov

No comments
-n/a-
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Saction

Page

Ling(s)

Comment

general

An general comment made by the Department stall and olher agancies
(DFG/USFWS Letler to DSC, 9-28-2011) is the naed to clarify the process
for making consistancy determinations on covered actions when it involves
authorized and permitied HCPs/NCCPs with the consistency
determinations and definiion of “covered action” called for in the Delta
Plan. The process to inteqrata evisting local, state, and federal programs
into the Delta Plan is an important issue to be resolvad.

general

The analysis of alternalives 15 necessanly a programmaic level qualitative
analysis, however, we recommend that you try to quantify the magnitude
of differances batween Allematives and the Proposed Project.

general

Section 5 discusses Emergency Planning, There is extensive discussion
that addresses all the requited mandates for each of the respansible
enlities however. it is not clear how this strateqy would be implemented,

general

Double-check all references for most recent citations. Include more recent
pertinent documents, such as the Hil Slough EIR,

general

Wa recommend you incorporate recent information that is being devalope
for the San Francisco Estuary Institute Historical Ecalogy Study for the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta (www sfel orghe), This information would
be useful for Section 4 and Appendix F

24

2

CDFG Stage Two Actions for Invasive Species is part of the Draft ERP
Conservation Stralegy and &5 incorporaled as ER-A6 of the Deta Flan,

ki

25

From the ERP-CS re: Cache Slough restoration. “Restore a mosaic of
deep open water, shallow subtidal, tidal marsh, riparian, perennial
grasslands, and vernal pool habitals,” Add: “deep open water, shallow
subtidal, perennial grasslands, and vemal pool habitats” 1o text,

24

M

19-22

The ERP-CS racommends creating a mosaic of seasonal floodplain,
riparian, shallow subfidal, and tidal marsh areas at the Consumnes-
Mokelumne Confluence. Add: ‘shallow sublidal” to text

M

4245

Tha ERP-CS ra: Lower San Joaquin restoration. “Create a mosaic of
seasonal floodpiain, riparian, shallow sublidal, and tidal marsh areas.”

Add: "seasonal floodplain and shallow sublidal areas” to text.
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Response to comment ST51-2

This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR.

Response to comment ST51-3

Please refer to Master Response 3.

Response to comment ST51-4

As described in the response to comment ST51-3, the Delta Stewardship
Council seeks to influence the actions, activities, and/or projects of other
agencies — the details of which are under the jurisdiction and authority of
the individual agencies that will propose them in the future. The Delta
Plan’s degree of influence on future undefined projects is unclear.
Accordingly, a detailed discussion for how other agencies will implement
emergency plans in the future is inappropriately speculative at this time.

Response to comment ST51-5

The references represent the documents used during preparation of the
Draft Program EIR. In some instances a final version of an environmental
document has since been completed, but the final version only adds
documentation of errata. Therefore, the draft documents cited were
reviewed to understand the details of their environmental analysis and
were included in the reference lists.

Response to comment ST51-6

Comment noted. However, the preparers of the Draft Program EIR believe
that the documents used during preparation of the Draft Program EIR
provide an adequate description of historical conditions for this
programmatic document. Therefore, no change has been made to the EIR.

Response to comment ST51-7

Comment noted. The projects listed in the paragraph on page 2A-25,
lines 7 through 14, are included in the Proposed Project (Fifth Staff Draft
Delta Plan).

Response to comment ST51-8

In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this
FEIR.



Response to comment ST51-9

In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this FEIR.

Response to comment ST51-10

In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this FEIR.
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3

1216

The ERP-CS does not include a discussion of Suisun Marsh. A better

refarence is the Suisun Marsh Habitat Management, Preservation, and
Restoration Plan Final EIS/EIR, which concentrates on tidal marsh and
managed marsh, DFG finalized and certiied the Suisun Marsh EIR in

December 2011,

B

363

The ERP-CS re: Yolo Bypass restoration. “Restore a mosaic of seasan
floodplain, riparian, parennial grasslands, and vernal pool habitats,” Add: H
“riparian, perennial grasslands, and vemal poal habitats” to the text.

2A

ki

&

Regarding the language, “change limit", use one word of the ofher, not
beth.

The term “conjunctive management” is first referred to in this sentence but
itis not defined uniil page 3-35, Move the definition and discussion of this
concept up in the document o define it irst belore using it again,

The term “runoif” is used in a very general sense throughout this section,
The type of runolf makes a difference in the development of resource
management straleqies,

24

Correct typographical error: the name of the Irrigation District 15 Modesto,
el Madera,

%

The geographic scope of the Surface Water Qualty section (3.3.4.2.2)
differs from the preceding Surface Water Hydrology section (3.3.4.2.1).
The water quality section leaves out the Stanistaus, Tuolumne, and
Merced rivers, The US EPA added the lower portions of these thiee rivers
tothe list of impaired water bodies that will require a TMOL for temperatur
under the CWA 303(d) list as of November 2011, Add at least a brigf
mention of these three tributaries and ther tamperature issues in the wate
qualty section,

36

This section should mention the Old Tulare Basin restoration efforts
curmently in progress (Tulare Basin Wildife Parners/Tulare Basin Regional
Conservation Plan),

it

11,26

Itis unclear why this impact is described as limited to water supply
availability to water users OUTSIDE the Delta watershed. Later in the
document, the analysis addresses potential impacts to water supply for
Users within and outside the Della (Sections 3.4.3.2.3, page 3-84). We
recommend more inclusive wording for this impact. It s also unclear why

COFG
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Response to comment ST51-11

In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this
FEIR.

Response to comment ST51-12

In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this
FEIR.

Response to comment ST51-13

Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of
impacts and determination of significance.

Response to comment ST51-14

Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of
impacts and determination of significance.

Response to comment ST51-15

It is recognized that water quality associated with runoff from different
types of land uses is different. However, for the purposes of this
programmatic EIR, the impact analysis does not address specific
differences in runoff quality. That level of detail would be inappropriately
speculative at this time, prior to the availability of project-specific data
and conduct of project-specific analyses.

Response to comment ST51-16
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this
FEIR.

Response to comment ST51-17

The description of water quality in this portion of Section 3 on page 3-25,
line 21, is presented in more detail in Appendix E of the Draft Program
EIR.

Response to comment ST51-18

Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of
impacts and determination of significance.



Response to comment ST51-19

The threshold of significance related to water supplies for areas located outside of
the Delta that use Delta water is important because Proposed Project and the
alternatives could affect availability and reliability of SWP and CVP water supplies
that are conveyed through the Delta. Please refer to Master Response 1. Reliable
water supply facilities encouraged by the Proposed Project and alternatives could
include reservoirs with hydroelectric generation facilities. Because the Draft
Program EIR was prepared with a conservative approach that includes many actions
that could be encouraged by the Delta Plan, it evaluates potential construction and
operation impacts associated with facilities that generate hydropower as part of its
analysis of facilities that could improve water supply.
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hydroelectric lacilities are included in a list of projects that could improve
water supply refiabiliy. It is the threa features listed in line 25 that could
improve reliability of water supply, Hydroslectric power is definitely a
beneficlal use and is non-consumptive, 1t does not urt” the water supply
but neither doas it ‘help” water supply reliabilty, unless the consideration
hare s that the genarated power could be used to move water thraugh
conveyance facilties?

[k

2028

Adequate mitigation for temporary” changes in fiow and water quality
constituants in the Delta tributaries will need to includa a timing
companent. The end of the paragraph notes water transters wil achieve
miligation during “dries” pariods (line 28), We recommend adding “warmer
periods as well, and perhaps “vulnerabla fife history stages for aquatic
resourcas.” As background, migration of adult salmon as well as
subsequent egg viability can be affected if adults returning to spawn in
tributaries are exposed to excessive waler lemperalures, meaning even a
temporary increase in temperature could be a significant impact i it occurs)
during a critical fife history stage. Ifthe water transfer ocours at the wiong
time (2.0 too late), this doas not aqual ‘mitigation.” Ther is a temporal
companent to the impact for which the mifigation may not e linked in time |

b6

Note on page 86, fne 3, conveyance facilities=pipelines and pumping
plants. We recommend either clarify the conveyance role of hydroglectric [
power or drop it from the list of examples.

i

1529

This comment also applies to Section 5, Preservation, restoration of
watlands (including maintaining functionality) should be included as a
Flood Risk Reduction Measure. Also, it must be acknowledged that
dredging spoils placed along the Della acl as sources and spread for
nannative and somelimes noxiaus plants, Weed-management of spoil
piles in the Dalta should be included as a mitigation measure for dredging
and maintenance,

M

28

We recommend adding the following reference: U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency. 2011, Transmitial of Final List of Water Bodies Added
by the EPA to Calfomia's 2009-2010 List of Water Cuality Limited
Seqments Pursuant to Clean Water Act 303(d). Region 3 Water Division,

San Francisco, CA 35 pp. Also seé Ihe following link to the State Waler

COFG
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Response to comment ST51-20

The sentence referred to in this comment on page 3-79, line 28, of the
Draft Program EIR is based upon information presented in the Lower
Yuba River Accord EIR. Therefore, the sentence was not modified.

Response to comment ST51-21

The line referred to in this comment on page 3-86, line 3, of the Draft
Program EIR, includes facilities that could be encouraged to be
constructed and operated to improve water quality in the Delta and does
not include hydroelectric facilities.

Response to comment ST51-22

The term "floodplain expansion" on page 3-88, line 23, of the Draft
Program EIR, includes expansion and restoration of wetlands as described
on page 2A-50, lines 18-23, of the Draft Program EIR. Actions
encouraged by the Delta Plan include operation and maintenance
activities.

Response to comment ST51-23

The references identified in this comment have been added to page 3-111,
line 25, and page 3-112, line 1, of the Draft Program EIR.
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=5T51-23

Resources Control Board's website pertaining to the 2010 Integrated
Report (Clean Walar Act Secfion 303(d) List/ 305(b) Repert.
bty v swrch.ca. qovwater_issues proqrams/imdlintegrated2010 shirt

The list/impacts of nonnative, invasiva, exotic, and naxious plants in the
Delta are far more extensive than what is discussed in this section.

H5T51-24

10 1932

Newer papers on 5ea level rise in the SF Bay Della should be examined
and cited: Strabarg, D, M. Brennan, J.C. Callaway, J K. Wood, LM.
Schile, 0. Jongsomiit, M. Kelly, V.T. Parker, and 5. Crooks. 2011,
Prospects for tidal marsh sustainability in San Francisco Bay. Spatial
habitat scenarios and sensifivity analysis, PLoS ONE & [11); 627388,

§751-25

10 B

“In addition, modeling scenarios predict an increase in Cafifornia’s air.
Correct or delate this sentence,

HS&T51-26

16 1213

Regarding the statement, fish that spawn and rear in fresh water”. this is
an ingorrec! definition for anadromous fish, We sugges! you use the
description from: Murphy, B. B, and . W, Willis, editors, 1996,
Fisheries techniques, 2nd edition, American Fisheries Society,
Bethesda, Maryland.

(Glossary, page 688

Anadromous fishes: Fishes that migrate between marine habitats,
where they do mast of their growing, and ireshwater habitats,
where they breed.

5751-27

Add a closing parenthesis after the word “water” in definition of
anadromous.

H 575128

17 1314

Revise the text as: Chincok salmon pass through the Della as
juveniles emigrating fo the ocean from the Sacramento and San
Joaquin rivers and tributaries where they were born, and again as
adults on their return migration to their natal sireams to spawn,
Juvenile samon usa fhe Delta, Suisun Marsh, and the Yolo Bypass
(when flooded) for rearing fo varying degrees, depending on their
life stage, size, river flows, and time of year.

575129

Add: water lemperature, instream flow deqradation, elimination of

COFG
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Response to comment ST51-24

Comment noted. This section on Harmful Invasive Species is intended to
be a general overview.

Response to comment ST51-25

Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of
impacts and determination of significance.

Response to comment ST51-26

In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this
FEIR.

Response to comment ST51-27

Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of
impacts and determination of significance.

Response to comment ST51-28

Please refer to response to comment ST51-27.

Response to comment ST51-29

Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of
impacts and determination of significance.

Response to comment ST51-30

Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of
impacts and determination of significance. Issues related to water
temperature, instream flow degradation, and elimination of spawning
gravel recruitment below dams are already included in the terms "loss and
degradation of habitat available for spawning and juvenile rearing" and
"other adverse effects from CVP/SWP operations." The issue of poaching
is addressed in the "illegal harvest" term.
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spawning gravel recruitment below dams, fish passage issues, and
poaching in the list of continued threats.

13

The date needs lo be corrected, It is March 30, 2012 (see
http:/fwew fws.govisibaydetaispecies/longlin_smelt cim)

21

Mention that the Calfornia black rail is abundant in the brackish tidal |
marshes in Suisun Bay, -

21

The California clapper rai is also a fully protected species. 5

&2

Re: least tern, add that there have been breeding colonies documented in
Suisiin Marsh, near Montezuma Skugh,

23

3

Re: LSA 2007 Report, bulrush and saltgrass are increasing in salt marsheg
due to changes in salinity, Harvest mice in Suisun Bay, a brackish marsh,
are found in higher densiies in mived vegetation, picklewsed plus bulrush
and saltgrass. Ref: Sustata, 0., P.F. Cuickart, L. Pattarson, L. Barthman-
Thompson, 5. Estralla. 2011. Salt marsh harvest mouse demography and
habitat use in the Suisun Marsh, Califomia. The Journal of Wildife
Management 75: 14981507,

%

2241

This list of natural communities does not match the plant community types
discussed later in the text (agriculture, developed disturbed, invasive
plants, nannative grasslands/monnative herbs, native grassland, inland
dune scrub, atc.). We also suggest you includs a cross-walk to BOCP
natural communities.

67

3

DF('s Stage 2 should probably be referred to as ERP's Stage 2 actions
threughout the document,

3436

The Regional Advance Mitigation Planning (RAMF) process, which is part
of the Conservation Framework lor the CYFPP, is proposing 1o implement
restoration projects in advance of impacts to reduce temporal losses of
habitat, The DEIR should include mention of this process and this type of
“advance mitigation”, espacially for riparian forest habitats that wil take
decades to rastare.

n

A

As additional information for the DEIR, the Calfornia Essential Habitat
Connectivity Project idenifies areas of essential wikdlife corridars and
habiitat linkages. It can serve also as a canservation planning teol for largef
planning efforts such as the Delta Plan/DSC program,

16

2830

The CYFPP als discusses the creation of a new floodplain in this location

COFG
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Response to comment ST51-31

Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of
impacts and determination of significance.

Response to comment ST51-32

Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of
impacts and determination of significance.

Response to comment ST51-33

In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this
FEIR.

Response to comment ST51-34

Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of
impacts and determination of significance.

Response to comment ST51-35

Comment noted, but the text on page 4-23, line 39 of the Draft Program
EIR was not modified. The existing text includes results of the review of
the report cited in the comment.

Response to comment ST51-36

Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of
impacts and determination of significance.

Response to comment ST51-37

Comment noted. The Fifth Staff Draft Delta Plan refers to this document
with a reference to DFG and other agencies. Therefore, the text on
page 4-67, line 37 of the Draft Program EIR was not modified.

Response to comment ST51-38

Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of
impacts and determination of significance.

Response to comment ST51-39

This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR.



Response to comment ST51-40

Integration of restoration plans encouraged by the Delta Stewardship Council and
restoration plans developed by other agencies, including DWR, in the Yolo Bypass,
Delta, and Suisun Marsh are discussed in Section 2A of the Draft Program EIR
under the definition of the Proposed Project and the alternatives. Therefore, no
change has been made to the text on page 4-76, lines 29 and 30 referred to in this
comment.
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which should be described.

B4

12

See comment for page 68, This comment also applies to this partion of the |
docment,

85

3334

See comment for page 71. This comment alsa applies to this portion of tha
document.

145

Tabla 42

Bryant's Savannah Sparrot (Passerculus sandiichensis alaudinus) is
known to occur in Suisun Marsh. It was recently added o the COFG
Species of Special Concern list (Shutord and Gardali 2008). It needs o be
considered by the DEIR, The species nests along the tidal marshfupland
ecotong and could be affected by activiies along the marshedge.In -~
addition, mora attention needs to ba paid to presarva and restore this ban
of habitat for high tide refuge for other tidal marsh species. At present,
geographic boundaries of this subspecies are not clear but aceording to
the cited relerence, the current known rangs includas Solano County,

2

Lina 1 suggests that organic soils are more stable for levea buiding than
plain clay sands. Please include citations as evidence,

P

We recommend after NCCP “intended to provide for the conservation and
management of covered species.” This more accurately convays the
NGCP standard.

4

1447

We recommend including language that recognizes that the BOCP
development process is a collaborative effort thal also includes non- [
govammental organizations, and state and federal agencies

23

b

The NCCP il also provide take” coverage for species listed under the
Califomia Endangered Specias Act (Fish and Game Code section 2050 et

560.).

2

&

We recommend replacing the current language with the actual language o
the Weler Code-If DFG approves the BOCP as a NCCF™ pursuantto [
NCCPA.

23

d2

We recommend after “developed to”, add the sentence: “provide for the
conservation and management of covered species.” This more accurately
conveys the NCCP standard.

2

ke

The BOCP s not being develaped with the intent to meet the CESA
standard.

23

3536

Distinguish between application for a NCCP take permit and other

COFG
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Response to comment ST51-41

Please see response to comment ST51-38.

Response to comment ST51-42

Please see response to comment ST51-39.

Response to comment ST51-43

In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this
FEIR.

Response to comment ST51-44

The sentence on page 5-21, line 1, of the Draft Program EIR referred to in
this comment is describing the fact that the peat soils would not have as
great a potential to liquefy as sandy and silty soils, not that the peat soils
would be more stable for levee building.

Response to comment ST51-45

Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of
impacts and determination of significance.

Response to comment ST51-46

Section 23 provides a brief description of the Bay Delta Conservation
Plan, including a list of applicants for the Habitat Conservation Plan
(HCP) and Natural Community Conservation Plan (NCCP). Due to the
brief nature of this description, details of the process that was
implemented to develop the HCP and NCCP were not described in
Section 23, including the use of a Steering Committee and other outreach
methods to provide collaboration with other agencies and non-
governmental organizations.

Response to comment ST51-47

The term "take coverage" under the California Endangered Species Act is
addressed on page 23-5 of the Draft Program EIR.

Response to comment ST51-48

Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of
impacts and determination of significance.



Response to comment ST51-49

In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this FEIR.

Response to comment ST51-50

In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this FEIR.

Response to comment ST51-51

In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this FEIR.
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processes, such as that required to obtain a CESA incidental take permi.
Mon-listed species are not authorized for take under CESA.

2

&

The definitions of ‘endangered, threatened, rare, ete.” differ for each kind
of protected species requlation. They are not the same for the state and
federal Endangered Spacies acts. As an example, note foatnote 47, the
definition of ‘take” is that of the federal ESA, not CESA. CESA has a mare| |
limited take definition (Fish and Game Code Section 87, It i important to
clearly distinguish th types of requlations and definitions between the
various requlations. There are differences. Use of the terminology in the
DEIR should be precise.

P

A

We recommend clarfying Why the Biological Opinion (BO) remands are
baing referenced. The sentence naeds to explain that the BO's containad
madifications to project operations but have been remanded. Thus, some
of the modilications are expected to change in the future,

23

%

1214

The habilat credit agreement MOA has been finalized. We recommend
madifying the propased project to now encourage implementation.

2

21-24

Thes explanation for how the analysis in this chapter (as related to potential
significant cumulative impacts involving BOCP) relates to the broader
cumulative impacts chapter is unclaar. This sentence suggests that this is
aseparale analysis yet it does not analyze whether the Delta Plan impacts,_|
(taken with the BOGP impacts) can be considered cumulatively significant,
I5 this analysis axclusively in the cumulative impacts section? Il 50, we
recommend a batter explanation regarding how this section fits in with the
cumulative impacts section.

APPENDICES

D

Include with each requlation type, the type of pemits that may be required
Include most perinent requlations for marine, ipanian, welland, and | |
associated upland habitats. This ties into how the DSG intends to integratel

the new program into these existing requlatory programs,

21161

Delete the statement that the Conservation Strateqy has evalved into the
Delta Regional Ecosystem Restoration Implementation Plan, Also update
the reference to the Draft Conservation Strategy for Restoration of the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Ecological Managemant Zona and

Sacramento and San Joaquin Valley Regions (Draft CDFG 2011a).

COFG
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Response to comment ST51-52

In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this
FEIR.

Response to comment ST51-53

In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this
FEIR.

Response to comment ST51-54

This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR.

Response to comment ST51-55

Please refer to Master Response 1.

Response to comment ST51-56

As described in Section 2B of the Draft Program EIR, the Delta
Stewardship Council does not propose or contemplate directly authorizing
construction or operation of any physical activities. Rather, through the
Delta Plan, the Delta Stewardship Council seeks to influence the actions,
activities, and/or projects of other agencies — the details of which are
under the jurisdiction and authority of the individual agencies that will
propose them in the future. The Delta Plan’s degree of influence on future
undefined projects or permit programs is unclear. Accordingly, detailing
specific types of permits that other agencies might require would be
premature—and might involve inappropriate speculation—at this time.

Response to comment ST51-57

In response to this comment on page D-22, line 586, of the Draft Program
EIR, the second and third sentences of this paragraph have been deleted
and the reference to Delta Regional Ecosystem Restoration
Implementation Plan and the citation has been updated to DFG (2011b). In
addition, the full citation for the Draft Conservation Strategy has been
added to the References section.
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Tables

Usefulness of Tables of Flora and Fauna would ba greally increased by
indicating native versus nonnative species.

Fia-17

The last sentence of the paragraph on e 15 reads, *. isted under the
fedaral andior ESA and are described below.” Insert “Califoria” after
and/or so it will read ... listed under the federal and/or Calfornia ESA and
are described below,”

Fd-17

3334

Provide the reference or list the “specifically named impassable dams.”

Fd-20

24

Change ‘predation on juvenile salmon...” to predation on juvenile
salmonids...” because the paragraph is discussing both salmon and
sleelhead.

F4-20.21

33991724

Change "salmon” to “salmonids” for consistency.

F4-2021

resp.)
i

Section 1.2.4.1.4 Threats. There is no mention of insufficient instream
flows as a threat to all Ife stages of salmonids in natal tributaries. Includa 4
paragraph, with references, on the impacts of insufficient instream flows

for salmonid migration, passage, spawning, rearing, and emigration,

COFG
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575158

5751-58

5751-60

5T51-61

575162

575163

Response to comment ST51-58

Comment noted.

Response to comment ST51-59

Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of
impacts and determination of significance.

Response to comment ST51-60

Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of
impacts and determination of significance.

Response to comment ST51-61

Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of
impacts and determination of significance.

Response to comment ST51-62

Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of

impacts and determination of significance.

Response to comment ST51-63

The issues associated with reduced stream flows are briefly described in
the first paragraph in subsection 1.2.4.1.4 of Appendix F of the Draft
Program EIR.
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