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Responses to Comments

HVT-1

Please see Master Response N, Trinity River Operations. Discussion of the
possible effects of Trinity Reservoir carryover storage on fish and the potential
effects of the SDIP on federally reserved fishing rights was not adequate.

HVT-2

The SDIP Draft EIS/EIR focuses on the coho salmon life history and all possible
effects the project could have on the various coho life stages, such as adult
migration and spawning and juvenile rearing and migration. While it is
recognized that different species of fish have slightly different temperature
criteria and life history timing, Chinook salmon temperature criteria were used in
the temperature assessment as representative of migration, spawning, and rearing
criteria for salmonids. Steelhead have water temperature requirements similar to
those of coho salmon. Lamprey and sturgeon have water temperature criteria
that are slightly warmer than for Chinook salmon.

HVT-3

Please see Master Response N, Trinity River Operations.

HVT-4

As described in Section 6.1, the possible effects on coho salmon were evaluated
as being representative of the other important fish species. Because of the small
changes in flows and temperatures simulated in the Trinity River, temperature
criteria for the other important species were not evaluated separately.

HVT-5 and HVT-6

Please see Master Response N, Trinity River Operations.

HVT-7

The Trinity River Restoration flows were included in the 2020 baseline (Future
No-Action) and 2020 Stage 2 SDIP alternatives. Appendix Q provides specific
comparisons of Trinity River operations with and without the SDIP Stage 2
Alternative 2A.
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HVT-8

The Klamath River flows are not affected by SDIP alternatives. The ongoing
management of the Klamath and Trinity Rivers, including habitat restoration,
water management, harvest management, and hatchery management activities,
will provide the Hoopa Valley Tribe with their continuing federally reserved
fishing rights.

HVT-9 and HVT-10

The Hoopa Valley Tribe appropriately cites in its comments CVPIA Section
3406(b)(23) as Congressional direction insuring, “the development of
recommendations based on the best available scientific date, regarding permanent
instream fishery flow requirements...” and specifically directed the completion
of the 12-year Trinity River Flow Evaluation Study (TRFES)". Furthermore,
upon concurrence of the Secretary and the Hoopa Valley Tribe, this Section
3406(b)(23) congressionally mandates the Secretary to “implement accordingly
any increase to the minimum Trinity River instream fishery releases and the
operating criteria and procedures.

12

Should SDIP be realized, the CVP water it conveys will be subject to many
authorities and constraints including provisions of Federal Law such as CVPIA,
rules and regulations promulgated by the Secretary of the Interior, and applicable
provisions of the Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration ROD, signed by
the Chairman of the Hoopa Valley Tribe and the Secretary of the Interior, Bruce
Babitt, on December 19, 2000.

As the Tribe has noted, the Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration ROD
“culminated nearly twenty years of detailed, scientific efforts, conducted over the
course of the past four Administrations, and documents the selection of actions
determined to be necessary and appropriate to restore and maintain the
anadromous fishery resources of the Trinity River” and “The necessity for these
actions results from the various statutory obligations of the Department as well as
the federal trust responsibility to the Hoopa Valley and Yurok Indian Tribes.™

“For reasons expressed in this ROD, the Department’s agencies are directed to
implement the Preferred Alternative as described in the FEIS/EIR...” and “This
alternative best meets the statutory and trust obligations of the Department to
restore and maintain the Trinity River’s anadromous fishery resources, based on
the best available scientific information, while also continuing to provide water
supplies for beneficial uses and power generation as a function of Reclamation’s
Central Valley project (CVP).™

! Section 3406(b)(23)(A) of the Central Valley Project Improvement Act (CVPIA) P.L. 102-575 (1992).
2 Section 3406(b)(23)(B) of the Central Valley Project Improvement Act (CVPIA) P.L. 102-575 (1992).
® paragraph 1, Page 2 from the Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration Record of Decision.
* Paragraph 2, Page 2 from the Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration Record of Decision.
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HVT-

The ROD “recognizes that restoration and perpetual maintenance of the Trinity
River’s fishery resources requires rehabilitating the river itself, restoring the
attributes that produce a healthy, functioning alluvial river system.”

Therefore, because (1) Reclamation’s federal trust obligations to the Hoopa
Valley Tribe are depicted and directed in the Trinity River Mainstem Fishery
Restoration Record of Decision and CVPIA, and that (2) SDIP must utilize CVP
water in accordance with all applicable legal requirements, and that (3) the
Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration ROD and the CVPIA are among
those requirements, and that (4) the nearest Indian Trust Assets to the SDIP
project area, in the north-of-the-Delta area, is the Colusa Rancheria (adjacent to
the Sacramento River) located 90 miles north of the project area, and lastly (5)
there are no Indian tribes with federally-reserved rights to the water potentially
conveyed through the SDIP, Reclamation concludes that the SDIP will have no
impact, direct or indirect, on the Hoopa Valley Tribe’s trust assets or the trust
asses of any other federally-recognized tribe, and therefore no changes are made
to the final EIS.®

11

The SDIP is a completely independent action from all other projects currently
being considered and under environmental review. Please also see Master
Response Q, Effects of the South Delta Improvements Program on San Joaquin
River Flow and Salinity.

® Paragraph 4, Page 2 from the Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration Record of Decision.
® Required statements as directed in the Environmental Compliance Memorandum No. ECM97-2, dated May 8,

1997.
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Comment Letter FOR/WWT

Page 1 of 4

FORWWT
229

From: Steve Evans [sevansi@iriendsoftheriver.org)
Sent:  Tuesday, February 07, 2006 6:07 PM

Ta: Marshall, Paul

Subject: SDIP DEIR/S Comments

FRIENDS OF THE RIVER

WINNEMEM WINTU TRIBE

February 7, 2006

Mr. Paul A, Marshall
California Depariment of Water Resources
1416 %ih Street — 2nd Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

He:  South Delta Improvement Projeet DEIR/S

Dear Mr. Marshall:

Thank vou for soliciting public comments in response to the South Delta Improvement Project (SDIP)
Draft Environmental Impact Report/Statement (DETR/S). Below are the joint comments of Friends of
the River and the Winnemem Wintu Trbe.

After careful review, Friends of the River and the Winnemem Wintu Tribe believe that the SDIP
DEIRS should be withdrawn. There are a number of problems with the proposed project and its
environmental document, These include:

SDIP fails to improve Delta water quality or fish habitat, or protect lish species,

FOR/
SDIP represents an unsuccessful attempt 1o mitigate the impacts of current and future Delta pumping on | ywanTaq
Dielta water quality, fish habitat, and fish species, In fact, the so-called “Improvements” in SDIP fail to
improve a drop of Delta water quality or a cubie foot of fish habitat. [t simply calls for the construction
of barriers and dredging of channels to redirect water and limit (but not prevent) fish proximity (o the

3212006
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state and federal pumps. Overall Delta water quality will not be improved and will still fail to meet state| popy
and federal standards. In addition, overall fish habitat in the Delia will not be improved and the WWT-1
catastrophic decling of Delta fish species is likely to continue,

SDIP assumes a future water use scenario that is no longer valid,

SDMP is predicated on the assumption in Bulletin 160-98 that California needs to export more water
from the Delta. In fact, the just completed Bulletin 160-05 includes three future water use scenanos for
California, one of which meets the stale’s water needs through 2050 while actually reducing water use
over current levels, particularly in the San Joagquin Valley. This would mean a reduction in Delta
pumping. In addition, Delta pumping will be funther reduced in response to the retirement of San FOR/
Joaguin Valley farm acreage with significant drainage problems in the next decade. It is clear that the WWT-2
waler use assumptions in Bulletin 160-98, and the increased Dielta expors on which they are predicated,
are no longer valid. The CALFED ROD, which called for increased Delta pumping, has been rejected in
court, in part because it failed to analyze reduced pumping alternatives, So the programmatic
justification for SDIP is no longer valid.

SDIP is proceeding while Delta fisheries are crashing.

The populations of at least four fish species in the Delia are declining precipitously, At least three

species are now at the lowest numbers ever recorded. The threatened Delta smelt, which is found FOR/
nowhere else in the world, may soon become extinet. And vet, state and federal agencies are proposing

to ultimately increase diversions of fresh water from the Delta. This simply makes no sense and is

contrary to several state and federal laws, including the Endangered Species Act.

SDIP is based on inadequate Biological Opinions for Salmon and Delta smelt.

A federal andit has found that Biological Opinions issued for salmon and Delta smelt for the proposed

CVP operation changes to accommaodate SDIP violated federal procedures. The Delta smelt BO assumes

“no jeopardy™ based on the invalid assumption that the Environmental Water Account { EWA) will be FOR/S
fully funded and implemented, even though the EWA has never been fully funded or implemented. A | T4
CALFED science review panel further found the salmon BOY failing to take into account climate change.

The “no jeopardy™ decisions associated with these BOs and the assumption that SDIP will not harm

threatened and endangered fish species are no longer valid.

pumping alicrnative.

. . : . . ; . FORS

The SDIP DEIR/S considers only three alternatives (no action, and two alternatives that increase WWTS

pumping}. A reasonable ange of aliematives as required by both CEQA and NEPA would logically

include a reduced pumping altemative. Given the “less water use™ scenario outlined in Bulletin 160-05,

a reduced pumping altemative is cerainly more than theoretical at this point. Any further consideration

32720006
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of SDIPF should, at the minimum, consider a reduced pumping altemative.

The SDIP DEIR/S fails to identify and mitigate adverse direct, in-direct, and cumulative impacts
on Delta fish species and threatened Sacramento River and San Joaquin salmon and steelhead as
required by CEQA and NEPA,

The SDIF DEIR/S fails to adequately account for entrainment and overall habitat degradation impacts | eqpy
on Delta smelt. SDIP could increase entrainment of Sacramento splittail by more than 40%% -- an impact WWTE
apparently considerad 1o be insignificant. CVP operation changes to accommodate SDIP (aka. OCAF)
would eliminate cold water storage in Shasta reservoir for endangered salmon and reduce winter min
Chinook salmon habitat by nearly 20 miles in the Sacramento River. Increased pumping under SDIP
would entrain more San Joaquin system salmon. Few of these direct, in-direct, and cumulative impacis
are adequately analveed and none are mitigated according to law,

The SDIPF DEIR/S fails to identify and mitigate the project’s impact on rural communities and
NMative Americans, as well as commercial, recreational, and subsistence anglers.

The DEIR/S fails to consider the environmental justice implications of SIMP, Rural communities and
Native Americans, as well as commercial, recreational, and subsistence anglers would all be adversely
impacted by the project. For example, the perceived need for SDIP increases pressure to enlarge the
Shasta Dam and Reservoir - a project that would flood the remaining cultural heritage of the Winnemem
Wintu Tnbe. Shasta Dam operation changes to accommaodate SIDMP reduces cold water for Sacramento
River salmon, a former mainstay of the Tribe's diet. These impacts are not considered or mitigated.

FOR/
WWT-7

Conclusion

It makes no sense Lo inerease Delta pumping when Delta fish species are crashing towards extinction
and the future survival of upstream salmon and steelhead remain tenuous. Please withdraw the SDIP
DEIRS. At the minimum, a new DETR/S should seriously consider a reduced pumping aliernative, and
fully identify and mitigate adverse impacts on Delta water quality, Delta fish species and habitat,
upstream fish species and habitat, rural communities, Native Americans, and commercial, recreational,
and subsistence anglers.

California does not need to increase Delta diversions to meet its current and future water needs. The
California Water Plan {Bulletin 160-05) proves that increased investments in urban and agricultural
water use efficiency and reclamation can meet our needs well into the future.

Please notify Friends of the River and the Winnemem Wintu Tribe of any decisions or activities
concerning this project.

Sincerely,

32120006
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Steven L. Evans
Conservation Director

Friends of the River

3212006

Gary Mulcahy
Emissary and Government Liason

Winnemem Wintu Tnbe
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Responses to Comments

FOR/WWT-1

Section 5.3, Water Quality, of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR provides an assessment of
the changes in water quality as a result of constructing and operating SDIP

Stage 1 and operating SDIP Stage 2. Tables 5.3-1 and 5.3-3 provide a summary
of the results of the water quality assessment for Stage 1 and Stage 2,
respectively. As shown in Table 5.3-1, salinity would decrease in many areas of
the south Delta under Stage 1 for both 2001 and 2020 conditions. As shown in
Table 5.3-3, salinity would slightly increase at the SWP Banks Pumping Plant,
Old River at SR 4, Rock Slough, and Jersey Point under Stage 2. However,
salinity would decrease at CVP Tracy Pumping Plant, Old River at Tracy
Boulevard, Middle River, and Grant Line Canal.

Section 6.1, Fish, of the Draft EIS/EIR provides an assessment of SDIP
construction-related and operation-related impacts on fish.

FOR/WWT-2

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the South Delta Improvements Program Draft EIS/EIR; Master
Response J, Relationship between the South Delta improvements Program and
the CALFED Record of Decision and EIS/EIR Programmatic Documents; and
Master Response L, Relationships between the South Delta Improvements
Program and the California Water Plan Update 2005.

FOR/WWT-3

In response to the issues surrounding the health of the Delta pelagic organisms,
DWR and Reclamation have delayed making a decision on increasing CCF
diversions to 8,500 cfs until a latter time. Please also see Master Response B,
Relationship between the South Delta Improvements Program and the Pelagic
Organism Decline.

FOR/WWT-4

Stage 1 of the SDIP includes constructing and operating the head of Old River
fish control gate and the three flow control gates and conveyance dredging. ESA
and CESA compliance for Stage 1 is being address through the Action Specific
Implementation Plan process. DWR and Reclamation expecting the BOs for
Stage 1 will be issued later this year.
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Stage 2 of SDIP falls under the OCAP BOs. Reclamation has recently reinitiated
ESA consultation with USFWS and NMFS on the OCAP BOs.

FOR/WWT-5

The SDIP Draft EIS/EIR includes an evaluation of the No-Action Alternative and
five action alternatives. Table 2-1 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR provides a
summary of the elements that were combined to create each alternative. The
alternatives included a combination of gates and operational scenarios. The
process for developing and screening these alternatives are described in EIS/EIR
Appendix A, “South Delta Improvements Program Alternatives Development
and Screening.” Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the South Delta Improvements Program Draft EIS/EIR, also
provides a discussion of how the SDIP alternatives were developed and screened.
Master Response L, Relationship between the South Delta Improvements
Program and the California Water Plan Update 2005, provides a discussion of
the consistencies between SDIP and 2005 California State Water Plan Update.

FOR/WWT-6

SDIP Draft EIS/EIR Section 6.1, Fish, provides an assessment of Stage 1 and
Stage 2 impacts on Chinook salmon, steelhead, coho salmon, delta smelt,
splittail, striped bass, green sturgeon, as well as other native and nonnative fish.
The analysis was based, in part, on changes in reservoir storage, river flows,
water temperature, and water quality. Expected changes attributable to operation
of Stage 1 and Stage 2 of the SDIP are described in Section 5.1, Water Supply
and Management, and Section 5.3, Water Quality. Section 6.1, Fish, includes an
assessment of the expected changes in spawning, rearing, and migration habitat
for the Sacramento, American, and Feather Rivers. The analysis suggests that
operation of SDIP Stage 2 would not substantially change the cold water storage
in Shasta Reservoir.

FOR/WWT-7

The environmental justice assessment is found in Section 7.9 of the SDIP Draft
EIS/EIR. The assessment concluded that SDIP would not result in a
disproportionate impact on minority or low-income communities. Section 7.10
provides an assessment of impacts on Indian Trust Assets. This assessment has
been updated based on comments received from the Hoopa Valley Tribe. The
impacts resulting from increasing the height of Shasta Dam was included as an
element of the cumulative impact assessment as described in Chapter 10 of the
Draft EIS/EIR.
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Responses to Comments

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

The commenter’s description of the project’s benefits and support for the project
are noted.
South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 5-251

Environmental Impact Report J&S 02053.02



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Regional and Local Agency
and the California Department of Water Resources and Indian Tribe Comments

Comment Letter ACWA
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Responses to Comments

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

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

The commenter’s description of the project’s water supply and environmental
benefits and support for the project are noted.
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Comment Letter CBMWD

B CBMWD
Qﬁ@

Central Basin Municipal Water District
17140 5. Avalon Blvd = Suite 210 * Casson, CA 90746-1296
wlephone 310-217-2222 « fax 310-217-2414

January 18, 2006

Mr. Lester Snow, Director
Department of Water Resources
P.0. Box 942836

Sacramento, CA 94236-0001

Dear Director Snow:
South Delta Improvements Program

On behalf of the Central Basin Municipal Water District (Central Basin), | am writing today to
express our organization's support for the Department of Water Resources’ (DWR) South Delia
Improvements Program (SDIP), a critical water supply, water quality and environmental project
designed to meet California’s diverse water needs. This October, DWR and the U.S. Bureau of
Reclamation released a draft Environmental Impact Report/Statement (EIR/S) for SDIP, kicking
off an important public review and comment process.

Central Basin is a public agency that has been dedicated to providing a safe and adequate
supplemental supply of high-quality water to its customers in a planned, timely and cost- |CEBMWD
effective manner anticipating future needs since 1952. Central Basin has worked diligently to |-1
drought-proof the region by providing alternative water supplies to meet the needs of municipal,
commercial, and industrial users to help conserve the potable water supply.

As you know, California is facing a critical challenge: We need a safe, reliable and high-quality
water supply to keep up with our rapidly rising population and fast-growing trillion-dollar
economy. However, we have limited water supplies in our arid state, so its is imperative that the
use of our existing water resources and infrastructure is significantly improved: otherwise, we
put our communities, farms, environment and businesses at great risk. Two-thirds of California
receives its water from the San Francisco Bay/Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta. Given its
importance, new and innovative ways to manage the Delta's water delivery system should be
considered, as well as the water itself. In essence, we need to make every drop count.

In 2000, the state and federal governments initiated the historic CalFed Bay-Delta Program to
manage the Bay-Delta's water resources and eco-system. A unigue collaboration of interests
supported the plan including environmental organizations, water agencies, business interests,
farmers, and state and federal water and fish agencies. SDIP is the next step forward in this
long-term planning effort for the Bay-Delta.

SDIP is a responsible and balanced plan for efficient utilizing and integrating our existing water L
management infrastructure in the Delta. Collectively, it will improve our state’s water supply
reliability, water quality and the overall health of the Bay-Delta ecosystem. The program will
construct seasonal fidal gates to protect fish, and improve water circulation and quality in the
Delta, dredge select Delta channels to improve water deliveries for local farmers, and allow
State Water Project deliveries to increase modestly - only when needed and environmentally

safe to do so.
@ o
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Currently, the state is constrained in its ability to use surplus water supplies. We have the
infrastructure to move the water, but until SDIP is approved, the state’s water managers cannot
fully or responsibly use the existing system. SDIP calls for only a 3 - 5% increase in the
average amount of water pumped from the Delta. More significantly, SDIP will provide the
flexibility to shift the fiming of water deliveries when surplus is available and when
environmentally safe to do so. SDIP is an ideal option for California to advance — it will not
require building a new project or the construction of major new infrastructure.  And, funding for
the program has already been secured through passage of voter approved bonds in 2000
(Proposition 13).

Importantly, SDIP will help protect important Delta environmental resources; specifically,
protecting fish species in the Delta channels. At the same time, by providing the state greater
flexibility in how and when SDIP operates its system of pumps, fish are granted greater
protections.

Given all these points, SDIP is supported by a statewide, broad coalition of water, agriculture,
business, planning organizations, and local government officials including the Association of
California Water Agencies, State Water Contractors, California Chamber of Commerce,
California Business Properties Association, and the Western Growers Association,

Water is the lifeblood of California - critical to our families, farms, and businesses. It is our
responsibility to use this precious resource wisely through all possible best management
practices, including water conservation, recycling and storage, to ensure California’s water
future. It is imperative that we have a more flexible water delivery system so that we can
continue to accommodate growth in our population and economy while relying on existing water
supplies.

Again, Central Basin strongly supports SDIP and encourages all key stakeholders to facilitate
advancement of this critically needed project.

Robert Apodaca, President
Central Basin Municipal Water District

cc: by facsimile)
Hon. Governor Amold Schwarzenegger, (916) 445-4633
Mr. Ryan Brodderick, Director, California Department of Fish and Game, (916) 653-7387
Mr. Mike Chrisman, Secretary, California Resources Agency, (916) 653-8102
Mr. Joe Grindstaff, Director, California Bay-Delta Authority, (916) 445-7297
Mr. Kirk Rodgers, Regional Director, Mid-Pacific Region, U.5.B.R., (916) 978-5114
Mr. Dan Skopec, Deputy Cabinet Secretary, Office of the Governor, (916) 324-6358
Mr. Terry Tamminen, Cabinet Secretary, Office of the Governor, (916) 324-6358

17140 5. Avalon Blvd = Suite 210 « Carson, CA 90746-1296
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Responses to Comments

The commenter’s description of the project’s benefits and support for the project
are noted.
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January 18, 2006

Mr. Lester Snow, Director
Department of Water Resources
P.O. Box 942836

Sacramento, CA 24236-0001

Dear Director Snow:
South Delta Improvements Program

On behalf of the Central Basin Municipal Water District (Central Basin), | am writing today to
express our organization’'s support for the Department of Water Resources’ (DWR) South Delta
Improvements Program (SDIP). a critical water supply, water quality and environmental project
designed to meet California’s diverse water needs. This October, DWR and the U.5. Bureau of
Reclamation released a draft Environmental Impact Report/Statement (EIR/S) for SDIP, kicking
off an important public review and comment process.

Central Basin is a public agency that has been dedicated to providing a safe and adequate [CBMWD
supplemental supply of high-quality water to its customers in a planned, timely and cost- |1
effective manner anticipating future needs since 1952, Central Basin has worked diligently to
drought-proof the region by providing alternative water supplies to meet the needs of municipal,
commercial, and industrial users to help conserve the potable water supply.

As you know, California is facing a critical challenge: We need a safe, reliable and high-quality
water supply to keep up with our rapidly rising population and fast-growing trillion-doliar
economy. However, we have limited water supplies in our arid state, so its is imperative that the
use of our existing water resources and infrastructure is significantly improved, otherwise, we
put our communities, farms, environment and businesses at great risk. Two-thirds of California
receives its water from the San Francisco Bay/Sacramento-San Joagquin Delta. Given its
importance, new and innovative ways to manage the Delta's water delivery system should be
considered, as well as the water itself. In essence, we need to make every drop count,

In 2000, the state and federal governments initiated the historic CalFed Bay-Delta Program to
manage the Bay-Delta's water resources and eco-system. A unique collaboration of interests
supported the plan including environmental organizations, water agencies, business interests,
farmers, and state and federal water and fish agencies. SDIP is the next step forward in this
long-term planning effort for the Bay-Delta,

SDIP is a responsible and balanced plan for efficient utilizing and integrating our existing water
management infrastructure in the Delta. Collectively, it will improve our state's water supply
reliability, water quality and the overall health of the Bay-Delta ecosystem. The program will
construct seasonal tidal gates to protect fish, and improve water circulation and quality in the
Delta, dredge select Delta channels to improve water deliveries for local farmers, and allow
State Water Project deliveries to increase modestly - only when needed and environmentally
safe to do so.
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Currently, the state is constrained in its ability to use surplus water supplies. We have the
infrastructure to move the water, but until SDIP is approved, the state's water managers cannot
fully or responsibly use the existing system. SDIP calls for only a 3 - 5% increase in the
average amount of water pumped from the Delta. More significantly, SDIF will provide the
flexibility to shift the timing of water deliveries when surplus is available and when
environmentally safe to do so. SDIP is an ideal option for California to advance - it will not
require building a new project or the construction of major new infrastructure. And, funding for
the program has already been secured through passage of voter approved bonds in 2000
{Proposition 13).

Importantly, SDIF will help protect important Delta environmental resources, specifically,
protecting fish species in the Delta channels. At the same time, by providing the state greater
flexibility in how and when SDIP operates its system of pumps, fish are granted greater
protections.

Given all these points, SDIP is supported by a statewide, broad coalition of water, agriculture, |~
business, planning organizations, and local government officials including the Association of | 4
California Water Agencies, State Water Contractors, California Chamber of Commercs,
California Business Properties Association, and the Western Growers Association.

Water is the lifeblood of California - critical to our families, farms, and businesses. It is our
responsibility to use this precious resource wisely through all possible best management
practices, including water conservation, recycling and storage, to ensure California's water
future. It is imperative that we have a more flexible water delivery system so that we can
continue to accommaodate growth in our population and economy while relying on existing water
supplies.

Again, Central Basin strongly supports SDIP and encourages all key stakeholders to facilitate
advancement of this critically needed project.

Sincerely,

Robert Apodaca

Robert Apodaca, President
Central Basin Municipal Water District

cC. (by facsimila)
Hon, Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger, (216) 445-4633
Mr. Ryan Brodderick, Director, California Department of Fish and Game, (916) 653-7387
Mr. Mike Chrisman, Secretary, California Resources Agency, (916) 653-8102
Mr. Joe Grindstaff, Director, California Bay-Delta Authority, (916) 445-7297
Mr. Kirk Rodgers, Regional Director, Mid-Pacific Region, U.S.B.R., (316) 978-5114
Mr. Dan Skopec, Deputy Cabinet Secretary, Office of the Governor, (916) 324-6358
Mr. Terry Tamminen, Cabinet Secretary, Office of the Governor, (816) 324-6358
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Responses to Comments

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

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

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

CoVWD-1
The commenter’s description of the project’s benefits and support for the project
are noted.
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Responses to Comments

CuVvVWD-1
The commenter’s description of the project’s benefits and support for the project
are noted.
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Comment Letter DPWD
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Responses to Comments

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