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Chapter 4 
Federal and State Agency Comments 

This section contains copies of the comment letters received from federal and 
state government agencies, listed in Table 4-1.  Each letter is followed by 
responses to the comments presented in that letter.  Responses to comments are 
numbered individually in sequence, corresponding to the numbering assigned to 
comments in each comment letter.  The responses are prepared in answer to the 
full text of the original comment. 

Table 4-1.  Federal and State Agency Comments Received on the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR 

Code Agency/Organization Name 

Federal   

EPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Duane James, Manager, Environmental Review Office 

DAC Congress of the United States, House of 
Representatives 

Dennis A. Cardoza, 18th District, California 

State   

CSCL California State Council of Laborers Jose Mejia, Director 

CVRWQCB Central Valley Regional Water Quality 
Control Board 

Kenneth Landau, Acting Executive Officer 

DBW Department of Boating and Waterways David L. Johnson, Deputy Director 

DC Department of Conservation Dennis O’Bryant, Acting Assistant Director 

DFG Department of Fish and Game Banky Curtis, Deputy Director, Habitat Conservation 
Division 

DPC Delta Protection Commission Linda Fiak, Executive Director 

DSOD Department of Water Resources, 
Division of Safety of Dams 

David A. Gutierrez, Chief 

KMC Assembly, California Legislature Kevin McCarthy, Assembly Republican Leader, 
Thirty-Second District 

MM California State Senate Michael Machado, Senator, 5th District 

SLC State Lands Commission, Division of 
Environmental Planning and Management 

Stephen L. Jenkins, Assistant Chief 

SWRCB State Water Resources Control Board Gita Kapahi, Chief Bay-Delta/Special Projects Unit 
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Responses to Comments 

EPA-1 

This general topic is covered in EPA-4, EPA-5, and EPA-6. 

EPA-2 

This general topic is covered in EPA-7 and EPA-8. 

EPA-3 

This general topic is covered in EPA-9. 

EPA-4 

Stage 1 of the SDIP will not have any effect on implementation of TMDL 
measures to reduce the accumulation of total or methyl-mercury in the Delta, 
because the project does not change or influence the sources of total mercury, nor 
does it change the processing of methyl-mercury that may occur within the Delta 
channels. 

EPA-5 

Stage 1 of the SDIP will have some possible effects on the implementation of 
TMDL measures to improve DO in the Stockton DWSC, as described in 
Section 5.3 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR.  The general effects of San Joaquin River 
flow, which may be increased by operation of the fish control gate at the head of 
Old River, were evaluated.  Impact WQ-13 discussion identifies beneficial 
effects of the SDIP on DO in the DWSC.  Changes in the tidal flows (i.e., 
increased tidal flushing) in Old and Middle Rivers likely will have beneficial 
effects on the short periods of low DO that have been observed in these channels. 

EPA-6 

Please see Master Response Q, Effects of the South Delta Improvements Program 
on San Joaquin River Flow and Salinity. 
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EPA-7 

DWR and Reclamation, co-signers of the DIP, have committed to establish a 
comprehensive water quality monitoring and assessment program as part of the 
DIP.  This program is already largely underway as part of the D-1641 monitoring 
requirements and IEP ecological survey programs. 

EPA-8 

DWR and Reclamation have specific responsibilities under D-1641 and the more 
general IEP monitoring efforts both to participate in water quality monitoring and 
to provide assessment of conditions.  Very specific requirements are associated 
with the salinity monitoring throughout the Delta.  SDIP will not change these 
monitoring and assessment efforts. 

Each of the permits Reclamation and DWR receive from the State and Regional 
Water Boards comes with monitoring and reporting requirements.  Project 
proponents commit to these monitoring efforts and to consult with these Boards 
on the overall monitoring programs. 

EPA-9 

Please see Master Response M, Interim Operations. 

EPA-10 

Project applicants have the option of paying a fee to the San Joaquin Valley Air 
Pollution Control District to offset increases in emissions.  The District uses 
those fees to purchase emission offsets.  The price of those fees varies from year 
to year, with the current price approximately $15,000 per ton of oxides of 
nitrogen (NOX).  Adequate offsets are available as shown in following air district 
web page: 

<http://www.valleyair.org/busind/pto/erc/rptAnnualCreditByRegion.pdf>. 

EPA-11 

Please see Master Response Q, Effects of the South Delta Improvements Program 
on San Joaquin River Flow and Salinity. 
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EPA-12 

The three operational alternatives for Stage 2 were developed within the 
relatively narrow range of potential changes in CVP and SWP pumping, with a 
revised 8,500 cfs CCF diversion limit.  This process of selection includes the 
8,500 stakeholder process ending in fall 2002, and is fully described in Appendix 
A of the Draft EIS/EIR, “SDIP Alternatives Development and Screening.” 

EPA-13 

Please see Master Response B, Relationship between the South Delta 
Improvements Program and the Pelagic Organism Decline. 

EPA-14 

Please see Master Response O, Gate Operations Review Team. 

EPA-15 and EPA-16 

Please see Master Response E, Reliance on Expanded Environmental Water 
Account Actions for Fish Entrainment Reduction. 

EPA-17 

The effects of each SDIP Stage 2 operational scenario on the San Joaquin River 
salt and boron TMDL are expected to be positive because the CVP Delta-
Mendota Canal salinity will be reduced and can be further evaluated in the 
subsequent CEQA/NEPA document.  All D-1641 EC objectives will be 
maintained for each scenario.  Changes in other water quality variables are not 
expected to be substantial; no differences between the Stage 2 operational 
scenarios are likely to be identified. 

EPA-18 and EPA-19 

Please see Master Response Q, Effects of the South Delta Improvements Program 
on San Joaquin River Flow and Salinity. 

EPA-20 and EPA-21 

Please see Master Response N, Trinity River Operations. 
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EPA-22 

Please see Master Response E, Reliance on Expanded Environmental Water 
Account Actions for Fish Entrainment Reduction. 

EPA-23 

Reclamation and DWR submitted a formal CWA application for an Individual 
Permit to the U.S Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento District Regulatory 
Branch earlier in 2006 for the SDIP Stage 1 actions.  A CWA permit is required 
because the constructing the fish and flow control gates and conducting 
conveyance and spot dredging will result in placing fill in the waters of the 
United States.  Reclamation and DWR are currently in the process of completing 
the 404(b)(1) alternatives analysis on the SDIP Stage 1 actions.  The 404(b)(1) 
analysis will be submitted to the Corps as part of the ongoing CWA permitting 
process.  The 404(b)(1) analysis was not circulated with the SDIP EIS/EIR.  The 
404(b)(1) analysis includes a comprehensive evaluation of alternatives, including 
the alternatives evaluated in the SDIP EIS/EIR. 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 of the CALFED Bay Delta Programmatic EIS/EIR, 
included the head of Old River flow control gate and the Middle River, Grant 
Line Canal, and Old River flow control gates. 

EPA-24 

The recommendation to use simplified graphics where possible is noted.  The 
graphics in SDIP Draft EIS/EIR Sections 5.1, Water Supply, 5.2, Delta 
Hydraulics, 5.3, Water Quality, and 6.1, Fish, are designed to balance a simple 
presentation of the key effects with the need to provide complete information 
from the CALSIM and DSM2 model results.  DWR and Reclamation will 
continue to look for ways to improve the presentation of model results during 
Stage 2 evaluations. 
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Comment Letter DAC 
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Response to Comment 

DAC-1 

The commenter’s description of the project’s benefits and support for the project 
are noted. 
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Comment Letter CSCL 
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Responses to Comments 

CSCL-1 

The commenter’s description of the project’s benefits and support for the project 
are noted. 
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