U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

3-DB4

dbug@callatg com

Wednesday, January 25, 2006 10:28 AM
Marshall, Paul

Fe: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Faul Marshall

California Department of Water Rescurces
1416 9th Street 2nd Floor
14

Sacramento, CR

D £
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fish populations are crashing. while ntists suspect severa
for the crash, most agree that water diversiona are one of the
withdraw the SDIF DEIRSS until the causes of the delta fis
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California does not ne to increase delta dive NS Lo mest
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments

and the California Department of Water Resources

3-CB

From: geochick123@yahoo.com

Sent: Tuesday, January 24, 2006 517 PM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Re: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. PFaul Marshall

California Department

1416 9th Street - Znd
1

Sacramento, Ch 9581

ater Resgurces

of
E r

W
loo

Dear Mr. Marshall,

Thank you for soliciting public commenta in response to the South Delta Improvement
Project (SDIF) DEIR/S.

ierstanding that the depar
27%. It make

It i3 my un

from the

ent is planning to increase pumping of
ot to move forward with a p

ra fish

ot that w

delta wher

are cra

mo2t agree

mare fresh water frof o j
suspect several factors are respon for the
are one of the most significant. Flease withdraw the SDIF DEIRSS until the cauwsea of the
dalta fish decline == including water diversgions =-- are investigated and fully reaclwved.

hat water diver

that i

neads. The increased investmer

California does not need te increase delta diversions to meet its o
stat . 4 -

oWn wWater plan

agele

At the minimum, the SDIF DEIR/S should consider an alternative that significantly reduces
delta pumping from current levels, actually improves delta water quality and habitat, and
protecta fish.

O be notil

lease include me on your mailing 1i of any decisionsz or activitcies

concerning thiz project.

Sincerely,

Cheis Bucklin
P.0O. Box 92068

Fasadena, California 9110%

|‘:.|'|'_|. While = iats

water

a'a 3 A !
ltural water use efficiency and reclamation can meet our needs well into the future.
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

3-GD

From: galendavis@@gmail com

Sent: Wednesday, January 25, 2005 1.44 PM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Re: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. PFaul Marshall
California Departmer
1416 9th Street

of Water Rescurces
e Floor
Sacramento, CRh 953

I

Dear Mr. Marshall,

Thank you for soliciting public commenta in response to the South Delta Improvement
Project (SDIF) DEIR/S.

Water and the ecosystems it supports are not to be taken lightly. We need to think | GD-1

creativly and sustainably.

It makes no sense to move forward with a project that will divert more fresh water from
the delta when delta fish populations are crashing. While scientiats suspect several
factora are responsible for the crash, moat agree that water diveraiona are one of the
most significant. Please withdraw the SDIF DEIR/S until the causes of the delta fish
decline -- including water diversions -- are investigated and fully resclwved.

1 lonz to meet lts current and future water
2 that increased investments urban and
B

clamation can meet our needs well into the future.

Californla does not need to inc
needs. The astate's own water plan g
agricultural water use efficiency

(—1-PF-1—

At the minimum, the SDIF DEIR/S should consider an alternative that significantly reduces

delta ing from current levels, ually improves delta water quality and habitat, and

=
peotects fish.

Flease include me on your malling list to be notified of any declaions or activities
concerning this project.

Sincerely,
Galen Davia
315% Jordan

Oakland, Cal

ifornia 94602
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

3-BD

From: shearwater2005@hotrmail com

Sent: Wednesday, January 25, 2006 12:40 PM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Re: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. PFaul Marshall

California Department of Water Rescurces
1416 9th Street - Znd Floor

Sacramento, CRh 958314

Dear Mr. Marshall,

Thank you for soliciting public e nta in response to the South Delta Improvemsant

Project (S5DIF) DEIR/S. I have worked in the department of watershed and hydrology for th

U.5. forest service. I have been educated at Humboldt State University in Arcata, CA. in | pp4
the department of natural rescurces and wildlife biology. I am writing to tell you that
oppose your plan and I am calling for an environmentally correct and ethical management

plan for the delta.

It makea no sense to move forward with a project that will divert more fresh water from
the delta when delta fish populations are crashing. While scientiats suspect several
factors are responsible for the crash, most agree that water diveraiona are one of the
most significant. Please withdraw the SDIF DEIR/S until the causes of the delta fia
decline == including warer diversions == are investligated and fully resolved.

Callifornia does not need to lncrease delta diversions to meet lts current and future water
naeda. The state's own water plan provesa that increased investments in urban and
agricultural water use efficiency and reclamation can meet our needs well into the future.

d consider an alvernative that

tually improves delta water cqual

At the minimum, the SDIPF DEIRSS
delta pumping from current levels,
protecta fish.

ignific

Flease include me on your mailing list to be notified of any decisions or actiwvitieas
concerning this project.

Sinceraly,

Bonnie Dombrowski
POBax 51093
Pasadena, California 91115

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments

and the California Department of Water Resources

3-LE

From: newmoaniownet com

Sent: Tuesday, January 24, 2006 617 PM

Ta: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Re: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. PFaul Marshall

California Department of Water Rescurces
1416 9th Street - Znd Floor

Sacramento, CRh 958314

Dear Mr. Marshall,

Thank you for soliciting public commenta in response to the South Delta Improvement
Project (S5DIF) DEIR/S. Why is= it that the worse plans are always given a misleading name,
such asz "Zlear Skies Initiative™, and this one - the "Delta Improvement Froject™, which
seems designed to improve the Department of Water rescurces ability to further degrade th
guality of the delta? It makes no sense to move forward with a project that will divert
more fresh water from the delta when delta fish populations are crashing. While sclentist
suspect several factors are responsible for the crash, most agree that water diveralons
are one of the most significant. Flease withdraw the SDIF DEIRSS until the cauwsea of the
dalta fish decline == including water diversgions =-- are investigated and fully reaclwved.

ves that increased investments in urban and

nesds. The state’™s own water plan pe
Why not fully implement this plan?

At the minimum, the SDIF DEIR/S should consider an alternative that SIGHIFICANTLY

peotects fish. This novel concept uld be, and I'm sure actually IS the job the Water

resources Department was created to do.

Flease include me on your malling list to be notified of any declaions or activities
concerning this project.

Sincerely,

Larl Evangelinos
PO Box 1%
Br lle, California 95919

2

California does not need to increase delta diversions to meet its current and future water

agrlcultural water use efficlency and reclamatlon can meet our needs well into the future

delta pumping from current levels, actually improves delta water quality and habitat, and

LE-1

i LE-2

LE-3
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

3-JG

From: chupapd07 @aol com

Sent: Thursday, January 25, 2006 2.27 PM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Fe: South Delta Improvernent Project DEIR/S

South Delta Improvements Program
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Environmental Impact Report

8-105
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

3-JC

From: hewayzha@hotmail com

Sent: Tuesday, January 24, 2006 10:30 PM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Re: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. PFaul Marshall

California Department of Water Rescurces
1416 9th Street - Znd Floor

Sacramento, CRh 958314

Dear Mr. Marshall,

Do we dare let our fragile ecosystem collapse entirely? We we even know what the ultimate
effect will be if that happenst How much damage could this decision poasible cause? Flease] JGC-1
make sure that this situation is studied completely before such possible disastroua

decision is made.

Thank you for sollelting public comments in response to the South Delta Improvement
Project (SDIF) DEIR/S.

It makea no sensge to move forward with a project that will divert more fresh water from
the delta when delta fish populations are craghing. While scientists suspect several
factors are responsible for the crash, most agree that water diversions are one of the
most slgnificant. Please withdraw the SDIF DEIRSS unt 1

the cayses of the delta fish
decline == including warer diverszions == are investligated and fully resoclved.

California does not need to increase delta diversions to meet its current and future water
needa. The state's own water plan provesa that increased investments in urban and
agricultural water use efficiency and reclamation can meet our needs well into the future.

At the minimum, the SDIP DEIRSS should consider an alterpnative that significantly reduces
delta pumping from current levels, actually improves delta water quality and habitat, and
protecta fish.

Flease include me on your mailing list to be notified of any decisions or activities

concerning this project.

Sincerely,

Judith Castiano
9100 Single Oak De., #24
Lakeside, California 92040-4547
1
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

3-JP

From: joannpi@sisu. edu

Sent: Thursday, January 25, 2006 425 PM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

he building in the Delta. JB-1
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

3-MM

From: MARY MARKLUS [mmmarkusgearthlink net]

Sent: Thursday, January 12, 2006 524 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: Increased Pumping Threatens California’s Bay-Delta Egtuary

MARY MARKUS
10462 Ramo
Garden Gron

January 12, 2006

Paul Marshall

Department of Water Reaources
1416 MHinth Street

Z2nd Floor

Sacramento, CA 958314

Dear Mr. Marshall:

Mr. Faul A. Marshall

California Department of Water Resourceas
1416 9th Street 2nd Floor

Sacramento, Ch 95814

Re: South Delta Improvems

Wt Project DEIR/SS
Dear Mr. Marshall:

Thank you for soliciting public comments in response to the South Delta
Improvement Project (SDIP) DEIRSS.

I WAS CHAIRMAN OF THE ENVIROMMENT COMMITTEE
JURY IN "94/'95. WE STUD AHND VISITED T EARY DELTA AND LEARNED A LOT. MM
FLEASE DO HOT FUMF MORE WAT FROM THE DELTA. WE HAVE A WASTEWATER

RECLAMATION FROGRAM IN FLACE THAT SHOULD FREECLUDE ANY MORE THEFT FROM THE

BAY DELTA ON OUR PART.

OF THE ORANGE COUNTY GRAND

It makes no sense Lo move forward o h a project th zEease
water deliveries” by purping more fresh water from when Del
fizh populations are crashing. Flease withdraw the SDIF DEIR/S until
causes of the Delta fiash decline are identified and fully resoclved.

1ld snsider an alternative that

At the minimum, the SDIF DEIRSS s
signi

icantly reduces Delta pumping f:
Delta water gquality and habitat, and protects

ierent levels, actually improves

fish.

California does not need to i
and future water needs. The 5
investments in urban and agric

can meet our neéds well into the future.

aze Delta diversions to meet lts current
1 own Water an proves that increased

ral water use efficiency and reclamation

t to be notified of any decisions or

Flease Include me on your malling list
activicie

g project.

Sincarcaly,

MARY MARKUS
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

3-DN

From: Darathy Morris [dotnormis@@eomcast net]

Sent: Friday, January 13, 2006 640 AM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: Increased Pumping Threatens California’s Bay-Delta Egtuary

Dorothy Morris
112 Codoe Ave
Mosz Beach, CA 94038=-97T76

January 13, 2006

Paul Marshall

Department of Water Reaources
1416 MHinth Street

Z2nd Floor

Sacramento, CA 958314

Dear Mr. Marshall:

Mr. Faul A. Marshall
California Department of Water Resourceas
1416 9th Street 2nd Floor

Sacramento, Ch 95814

Re: South Delta Improvement FProject DEIR/SS

Dear Mr. Marshall:

Thank you for soliciting public comments in response to the South Delta
Improvement Project (SDIP) DEIRSS.

It makes no sense to move forward with a project that will “increase
water deliveries” by pumping more fresh water from the Delta when D
fizh populations are crashing. Flease withdraw the SDIF DEIR/S until the
causes of the Delta fish decline are identified and fully resoclwved.

At the srnative

sign

culd consider an alt

inimum, the SDIF DEIRSS
ntly reduces Delta pumping fros urrent levels, actually
Delta water guality and habitat, and protects flsh.

iong to meet its current
¢ that increased
v oand recl ition

not need to increase Delta diver
weeds. The State”: win Water P
Ban and agriculty Water usé
can meet our nesds well into the future.

California does
and future wat
investments in

The Bay=-Delta suffers from many ecologlcal threats (bloinvaslons,

pﬂllJI’.lQl'l Irom agrlcu'. ural run=cff etc.) and to add yet anothe acresz To

the habitat invites ster. Environmental poli and regulations are DM-1
t ki for purpose usually meaning the I 1 happened before

with dire cumstances. Please thoroughly your options

before adding another level of damage to an already impacted system.

Flease Include me on your malling 1i
activities concerning this project.

to be notifled of any declsions or

Sincecely,

Dorothy MWorris
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments

and the California Department of Water Resources

3-PP

From: Partricia Puterbaugh [cohasset@shocking. com]

Sent: Tuesday, January 17, 2006 8:51 AM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: Increased Pumping Threatens California’s Bay-Delta Egtuary

January 17, 2006

Paul Marshall
Department of Water Reaources
1416 MHinth Street

Z2nd Floor

Sacramento, CA 958314

Dear Mr. Marshall:

Mr. Faul A. Marshall

California Department of Water Resourceas
1416 9th Street 2nd Floor

Sacramento, Ch 95814

Re: South Delta Improvems

Project DEIR/S
Dear Mr. Marshall:

Thank you for soliciting public comments in response to the South Delta
Improvement Project (SDIP) DEIRSS.

It makes no sense to move forward with a project that will “increase
water i iveries" by pumping more fresh water n the Delta D |
fizh populations are crashing. Flease withdraw the SDIF DEIR/S until the
causes of the Delta fish decline are identified and fully resoclwved.

minimum, the SDIF DEIRSS
-Antly red 2 Delta pumping f1
Delta water guality and habitat, and protects flsh.

1ld consider an alternatiw

urrent levels,

California does not need to
and futur wat Wnds . The §

L RvVEsStodn Ban and agel

ion

can meet our needs well into the

Flease include me on your malling list
activicies concerning this project.

I am familiar with

[WRs programs and I sincerely g
& and ecos i

water from wild

PP-1

tem =risis.

vidence do you need b

QUL preclious Water R

A SO Sy

» the needless p

aing of

=l

atricia Puterbaugh
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

3-GK

Gratchan Kach [lgkochi@shasta com)

Thursday, January 12, 2006 311 PM

To: sdip_comments

Increased Pumping Threatens California’s Bay-Delta Egtuary

> Country Hills Drive
Cottonwood, CA 96022=-B625

January 12, 2006

Paul Marshall

nt of Water Resources
nth Street

Z2nd Floor
Sacramento, CR 85

Dear Mr. Marshall:

Mr. Faul A. Marshall

California Department of Water Resourceas
1416 9th Street 2nd Floor

Sacramento, Ch 95814

DEIR/S

2: South Delta Improvement Project

Dear Mr. Marshall:

rned about
Hot onl

L)

to pump more water from
to the | truction of fish

habitat

valuable as

locally.

surroundi ng areas
1 norther
nowW iz time
. While

To consider the destruction of the MoCloud River and
destroy one of the last remaining pristine a
vd the nesd Lor

a. while

pulated ool

Loy Qurl Ie

VEry ¢ I
Thiz would ke a

K ive pro
rlvers and streams

permanantc solution.

There

SO Wi m find

irs to beé no

ouE p

living it

h a project that will

»sh water from the Delta
withdraw the SDIF DEIRS/S
fied and fully resolved.

to be not

d of any decisions or

activities concerning this project.
Sir

noerely,

Gretchen HKoch

GHK-1

GK-2

GHK-3
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

3-JH

Jelf Hoffman [jdh_G66@comcast net]

Saturday, January 14, 2006 9.09 AM

sdip_comments

Increased Pumping Threatens California’s Bay-Delta Egtuary

January 14,

2006
Marshall

nt of Water
nth Street
2nd Floor
Sacramento,

Reaources

Ch 95814

Dear Mr. Marshall:

Mr. Faul A. Marshall

California Department of Water Resourceas
1416 9th Street 2nd Floor

Sacramento, CR 4

95814

Delta DEIR/S

South Improvement Project

Marzshall:

Thank you for soliciting public comments in response to the South Delta

Improvement Project (SDIP) DEIRSS.

Delta fish species are
prime factor in flsh decline. It b
project that will increase water
from the Delta when Delta fish populaticons are crashing.

SDIF DEIR/S immediately.

senae to move forward with a
eries by pumping more fresh water

kes

dal

the

At the

1ld consider an alternative th

n the SDIF DEIRSS =
=2igni antly reduces Delta pumplng frosm current

Delta water guality and habitat, and protects fish.

actually

levels,

should nc

eeds,

increase Dal
because thod
and are caused by of
for ings like

State’s

r of
ulation

ana

Lawn W

oWn Water Flan proves that

AT &L

nocreased

and

Moreover
ntz in

QUr n

plants.

an and a;ri-:u;t'_u'e.'. water use effi Lency

Wil

© the future.

to be noti rdecisions or

on your mailing

include me

Sincerely,

Jeff Hoffman

crashing and water diversiona are considered to be

Flease withdraw

improves

reclamation

JH-1

JH-2
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

3-PS2

From: Phil Scardelis [palscon@yahoo,com]

Sent: Sunday, January 22, 2006 .31 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: Increased Pumping Threatens California’s Bay-Delta Egtuary

Phil Scordi
3218 Maria Court
Concord, CA 94518-1136

January 23, 2006

Paul Marshall

Department of Water Reaources
1416 MHinth Street

Z2nd Floor

Sacramento, CA 958314

Dear Mr. Marshall:

Mr. Faul A. Marshall

California Department of Water Resourceas
1416 9th Street 2nd Floor

Sacramento, Ch 95814

Re: South Delta Improvems

Wt Project DEIR/SS

Dear Mr. Marshall:

Thank you for soliciting public comment
Improvement Project (SDIP) DEIRSS.

pumping arises from my educational ground (Bac
Blology from the Unlversity of Callifornia at Berkel
Science from the University of Washington), and fro

Mazter of

a native northern Californ

decline to near-collapse

the &

It makes no =en
deliveries by pumping
ons are craah
of the Delta

ge to move forward with a project that will in
wre fresh water from the Delta when its fish
3. Fleaze hdraw the SDIF DEIE unmn
h decline are jentified and fully resclved.

the SDIPF DEIRSS
-AntlYy red : Delta pump fr
pelta water gquality and aguatic habltat

culd consider an alternative that

g, actually

ta fish.

not need to i
s . The State’™s oWwn Water

Ban and agrel

California does
and future w

£ inc

inVeEstmln s Watér usé

well into the

Chnlt mEet cure.

Sincarcaly,

Fhil Scordelis

zréaased delta

of Arts in Marine
Fisheries
vy experlence as a
professional fisheries biologist (24 years of Federal service). I am also
an and an avid =salmon and steelhead fisherman.
it el I startcad

L8 S8

til the

ease Delta diversions to meet its curre

P52
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

3-BU

From: Bill Uyeki [bill@troutseeker, com]

Sent: Wednesday, January 25, 2006 819 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: Increased Pumping Threatens California’s Bay-Delta Egtuary

Wl Avenue

CA 940T0=-1808

January 25, 2006

Paul Marshall

Department of Water Reaources
1416 MHinth Street

Z2nd Floor

Sacramento, CA 958314

Dear Mr. Marshall:

Mr. Faul A. Marshall

California Department of Water Resourceas
1416 9th Street 2nd Floor

Sacramento, Ch 95814

Re: South Delta Improvems

Wt Project DEIR/SS
Dear Mr. Marshall:

Thank you for soliciting public comments in response to the South Delta
Improvement Project (SDIP) DEIRSS.

It makes no sense to move forward with a project that will “increase
water deliveries” by pumping more fresh water from the Delta when D
fizsh populations are crashing. Flease withdraw the SDIF DEIR/S until
causes of the Delta fish decline are identified and fully resoclwved.

a

the

At the

inimum, the SDIF DEIRSS ould consider an alternatiwv
-Antly red s Delta pumping LI urrent levels,
Delta water guality and habitat, and protects flsh.

sign

crease Delta diversions to meet its current
s that incr i
v and rec

not need to in
s . The §

Ban and agel

California does
and future wat

in

can meet our needs well into the

Flease include me on your malling list
activicies concerning this project.

I would alsc like to know why the DWR did not
on the SDIP in the San Francisco Bé bl s

ic hearings
3 is the

second=largest populatio ate and whe

water sSug

A rea

Lies will I find

severaly impac
ch a publlic hearing a dreadful omls:

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincecely,

Bill Uyeki

BU-1
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

3-AN2

—

From: Adam Moar [aprutzman@bishopodowd, org]

Sent: Maonday, February 0, 2006 5:54 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: Increased Pumping Threatens California’s Bay-Delta Egtuary
RAdam Noar

1001 Marina Blwvd.
Alameda, CA 94604

February &, 2006

Paul Marshall

Department of Water Reaources
1416 MHinth Street

Z2nd Floor

Sacramento, CA 958314

Dear Mr. Marshall:

Mr. Faul A. Marshall

California Department of Water Resourceas
1416 9th Street = Znd Floor

Sacramento, Ch 95814

Re: South Delta Improvemsnt Froject DEIR/SS
Dear Mr. Marshall:

Thank you for soliciting public comments in response to the South Delta
Improvement Project (SDIF) DEIRSS.

Though I understand your desires to go ahead with your plan, I request on
behalf of the fish populations that you not move forward with a project
that will “increase water deliveries® by pumping more fresh water from
the Delta when Delta fish populations are crashing. On behalf of all those
that care about the health of our ecosystem, please withdraw the SDIP
DEIRSS until the causes of the Delvta fish decline are ldentified and fully
resalved.

Your simple ignorance to the facts showa that you are not interested in
protecting the fish of the Bay Area. Though you may not know this, the Bay
estuary is one of the biggest in the United States. It is currently being
trashed and neglected. The delta is already suffering from massive wWater
diversions, toxins from pesticides, and invasive species. Though CalFed is
aiming to reduce the delta destruction, it iz imperative that you, as a
leader, take a firm stance on the behalf of the environment. It 13 a
worthy inveatment that will pay significant dividends for future
generations. At the minimum, the SDIF DEIR/S should consider an
alternative that significantly reduces Delta pumping from current levels,
actually improves Delta water guality and habitat, and protects fish.

California does not need to increase Delta diversions to meet its current
and future water needs. Are you really looking to help agriculture, or are
you knowingly diverting water for your own economic benefit? The State’s
own Water Flan proves that increased investments in urban and agricultural
water use efficiency and reclamation can mest our needs well into the
future. Like I have already stated, it is a worthy inwve ment Lo prot
the ecosystem! The efforts that yvou can take MOW to divert less water may
save millions of dollars of ecolgoglcal restoration in the futurel

St ol

|AH2-1

ANZ2-2

ANZ-3

ANZ-4
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3-MB

From: Marisa Bautista [bautismi@yahoo, com)

Sent: Thursday, January 12, 2006 12:.01 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: Increased Pumping Threatens California’s Bay-Delta Egtuary

Marisa Bau
2626 Wrend
Sacramento,

s A
e Way
Ch 95821-6748

January 12, 2006

Paul Marshall

Department of Water Reaources
1416 MHinth Street

Z2nd Floor

Sacramento, CA 958314

Dear Mr. Marshall:

Mr. Faul A. Marshall

California Department of Water Resourceas
1416 9th Street 2nd Floor

Sacramento, Ch 95814

Re: South Delta Improvems

Wt Project DEIR/SS
Dear Mr. Marshall:

Thank you for soliciting public comments in response to the South Delta
Improvement Project (SDIP) DEIRSS.

You are an employes hired by the great atate of Callfornia and as such,

one of your dutles ls to protect and preserve our natural treasures.

Flease listen to and act upon the concerns of the PEOQ California,

not vested politiciana and businesa peracons. Keep California's rescurces MB-1
available for the n generations to We are the supposed to be

kespers of this beaut
the needs of California and ALL of it's inhabita

ful land, LEQYErs Please keesp in mind

owve forward wi
£

h a project that will *i
sh water from the Delta w
withdraw the SDIP DEIR/S until

ified and fully resolved.

It makes no sense to
water delis 5" b

ar

causes of the Delta

are 1aent

At the minimum, the SDIF DEIR/S should consider an alternative that
slgnificantly reduces Delta pumplng from current levels, actually improves
Dalta water gquality and hakitat, and protects fish.

S to meet lts curpent
ed
v and reclamation

California does not need to increase Delta diver

s .

and fubure Water néd

own Water Plan proves that incres

2 in urban and WALer use

neads wall

Fles

include mé on yo

- mailing li to be notified of any

activities concerning 8 project.

Sincerely,
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3-JB

From: Juan Byron [juan byron@@stanfordalumni.org]

Sent: Friday, January 13, 2006 415 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: Increased Pumping Threatens California’s Bay-Delta Egtuary

s
S4062=-1108

Paul Marshall

nt of Water Reaources
nth Street

Z2nd Floor
Sacramento, CR 85

Dear Mr. Marshall:

Mr. Faul A. Marshall

California Department of Water Resourceas
1416 9th Street 2nd Floor

Sacramento, Ch 95814

2 South Delta ImMprovem Project DEIR/S

Thank you for soliciting public comments in response to the South Delta
Improvement Project (SDIP) DEIRSS.

It makes no sense to pump more fresh water from the Delta when Delta fish
populations are crashing. Flease hdraw the SDIF DEIR/S untll the
causes of the Delta fish decline are identified and fully resoclved.

an alternative

1, the SDIP DEIRSS 3
Delta pumping i
and habitat, and p

jni tly reduc levels, actually improve:

Dalta water gquali izh.

California does not need to lncreass Delta diversion
and future water needa. The State’s own Water Flan
im i snts in urban and agricultural tar us
o the L. The St
Ll users adgu

to evaporation in the

ST

ation for

watar du

ave underground
irrigaci but we use
irrigation? Why do we pr

and population growth in

our desert
encourages irrigation

place?

JB-

JB-2
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3-BRG

From: Barbara Goodell [bgoadell@men org]

Sent: Tuesday, January 17, 2006 5:49 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: Increased Pumping Threatens California’s Bay-Delta Egtuary

{r. Marzhall:

A. Marshall

ia Department of Water Rescurces

Street 2nd Floor
to, Ch 95814
Fe: South Delta Impr Project DEIR/S

thdraw the SDIF DEIRSS

tified and fully resoclwved.

. pumpdng

and habitat, and

ure generations deserve

i

BRG-1

It iz a part o
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3-ES

From:
Sent:
Ta

Su:l:lje-c:t:

ellen sweeney@comeast net

Tuesday, January 24, 2006 626 PM

Marshall, Paul

Fe: South Delta Improvernent Project DEIR/S
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3-AU

From: alunger@juna. com

Sant: Wednesday, February 01, 2006 1:23 PM

Tao: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Fe: South Delta Improvernent Project DEIR/S

AU-1

‘ AU-2
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3-LT2

From:
Sent:

hle-c:t

To
Sul

thampson 1 4@linl.gov
Wednesday, January 25, 2006 622 PM
Marshall, Paul

Fe: South Delta Improvernent Project DEIR/S

ax -.||.'rz-1

|LT2-2
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From: macdowning@yahoo. com
Sent: Saturday, January 28, 2006 8:40 FM
Tao: Marshall, Paul
Subject: Fe: South Delta Improvernent Project DEIR/S
) focras will| MO-1
niai | mp-2
1
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3-BM3

From: megramps@aal com

Sant: Thursday, January 26, 2006 .45 AM

Ta: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Fe: South Delta Improvernent Project DEIR/S

e Iama-1

: |Bm.2
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3-PL

From: ploeff@ispwest com

Sent: Tuesday, January 24, 2006 8:45 PM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Re: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. PFaul Marshall
California Department
1416 9th Street - Znd

1

Sacramento, Ch 9581

ater Resgurces

of
E r

W
"loo

Dear Mr. Marshall,

Project (SDIF) DEIR/S.

It makes of course no sense to mov
r from the delta when delt: ish popula
several fackc responsible for the crash, most = . "
are one of the most s nt. Flease act responsibly and withdraw the SDIF D
the cauaea of the delta fish decline, including water diverszions, are thoroughly

investigated and fully resclved.

Already over-populated California cannot afford t

cUuErent and : Waer a ne st&'s oWn Wat P plan assumas

ban and agrilc water use efficl
needs inte an uncertain and scary future.

investments in v

At the minimum, the SDIF DEIR/S should c
delta pumping from current levels, and a
and p

st s L13

Flease include me on your malling list to be notified of any declslons or actiwvici
concerning thiz lmportant project.

Mountain View, California %4039

Thank you for soliciting public commenta in response to the South Delta Improvement

a

R/S until

mMAT10n Can meet

gider an alternative that significantly reduces
tually improves delta water gquality and habitat,

10Rn%

OuE
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3-JN

From: jolektra@ucse. edu

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2006 10:15 AM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Re: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. PFaul Marshall
California Departmer
1416 9th Street

of Water Rescurces
e Floor
Sacramento, CRh 953

e
Dear Mr. Marshall,

Thank you for soliciting public commenta in response to the South Delta Improvement
Project (SDIF) DEIR/S.

ersions from the delta. Delta

I do not agree with a decision to increase
1y i h diversions. Flease withdraw the| JN-1

Eish populatio may ke highly neg
SDIF DEIR/S until the causzesz of the ¢ ta Including water long ==
are investigated. In the meantime, we ought to increase ocur efforts towards efflcient use
of water (in a state that experiences drought) and the end of perverse subsidies for samelJH_g
groupa to overusge water so their righta to it are not loat.

ons to meet its o uture water

Anvestments

a2 F- .

California does not need te increase delta divers
neads, The state a3 that 1

ltural water use efficiency and ¢
la no reason to further degrade e

T3 oWn water plan g
clamation can meet our nesds well into the futurg.
ocaystems, in a time of rapid ecoleoglcal change. [Jhpa

=

At the minimum, the SDIF DEIR/S should consider an alternative that significantly reduces
delta pumping from current levels, actually improvea delta water guality and habitat, and

perotects fish.

3 lizt to be notified of any declslons or activicies

leaze include me on your malllmn
concerning thisz project.

31

neerely,
Joanna M
33 Mt. 4
San Rafael, Cal
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3-RV

From: ravosburgEbncintermet. nat

Sent: Tuesday, January 24, 2006 6.:53 PM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Re: South Delta Improvement Project DEIRIS
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3-LP2

From: jinxandme@yahoo.com

Sent: Tuesday, January 24, 2006 9:23 PM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Re: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. PFaul Marshall

California Department of Water Rescurces
1416 9th Street - Znd Floor

Sacramento, CRh 958314

Dear Mr. Marshall,

Everyone wants more waterl It is irresponsible to continue tampering with the natural

courae of nature. That has been proven many times and in many places. Short term human LP2-1
fixes have proved to be disasterocus in the past. Different approaches than this planned
diversion of more Scuth Delta water must be persued. This planned diversion increase

should ke removed from any further consideration.

Thank wou for soliclting public comments in response to the South Delta Improvemsnt
Project (SDIF) DEIR/S.

It makes no sensge to move forward with a project that will divert more fresh water from
the delta when delta fish populations are crashing. While scientists suspect several
factors are responsible for the crash, most agree that water diversions are one of the
most algnificant. Please withdraw the SDIF DEIRSS until the causes of the delta fish
decline == including warter diversions == are inveastigated and fully resoclved.

California does not need to increass delta diveraions to meet its current and future water
needa. The state's own water plan proves that increased investments in urban and
ageicultural water use efficiency and reclamation can meet our needs well into the future.

At the minimum, the SDIF DEIRSS should consider an alternative that significantly reduces
delta pumping from current levels, actually improves delta water gquality and habitat, and
protecta fiah.

Please include me on your mailing list to be notified of any decisions or activities
concerning this project.

Sincerely,

Lamar Pittman
2011 West B4th Place
Loz Angeles, California S50047=-2904
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3-RP

From: replacone@@iunc. com

Sent: Tuesday, January 24, 2006 11:17 PM

Ta: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Re: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. PFaul Marshall

California Department of Water Rescurces
1416 9th Street - Znd Floor

Sacramento, CRh 958314

Dear Mr. Marshall,

Thank you for soliciting public comm
Project (SDIF) DEIR/S.

in response to the South Delta Improvement

I WOULD LIKE TO OFFER A FOTENTIAL SOLUTION ONE SELDOM HEARRS ABOUT - WATER COMSERVATION.

SINCE MUCH OF THE WATER FUMFED GOES TO SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA AND TO AGRICULTURAL INTERESTS, |RP-1
STRICT FROGRAMS OF CONSERVATION SHOULD BE DEVELOED AND ENFORCED. CALIFORNIA IS ESSENTIALL

A DESERT STATE, BUT OUR USE OF WATER DOES NOT REFLECT THAT.

It makea no sensge to move forward with a project that will divert more fresh water from
the delta when delta fish populations are craghing. While scientists suspect several
factors are responsible for the crash, most agree that water diversions are one of the
most slgnificant. Please withdraw the SDIF DEIRSS until the causes of the delta fish

decline == including warer diverszions == are investligated and fully resoclved.

California does not need to increase delta diversions to meet its current and future water
needa. The state's own water plan provesa that increased investments in urban and
agricultural water use efficiency and reclamation can meet our needs well into the future.

At the minimum, the SDIP DEIRSS should consider an alterpnative that significantly reduces
delta pumping from current levels, actually improves delta water quality and habitat, and
protecta fish.

Flease include me on your mailing list to be notified of any decisions or activities
concerning this project.

Sincerely,

Richard Placone

501 alus Drive
Palo Alto,, California 94306
1
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3-MAK

February 7, 2006

Mr. Paul A. Marshall FEB 0 6 2006 00/&?3

California Department of Water Resources
1416 9™ Street — 2™ Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re:  South Delta Improvements Project Draft Environmental Impact Report/Statement
(DEIR/S)

Dear Mr. Marshall:
Thank you for soliciting public comments in response to the SDIP DEIR/S.

As residents and elected officials representing Sacramento Valley communities, we are
very concerned about the indirect impacts of SDIP on Sacramento Valley surface and MAK-1
groundwater supplies. SDIP makes possible the export south of nearly one million acre
feet of surface water and up to another million acre feet of ground water in the
Sacramento Valley (see CALFED ROD pg. 43). The indirect impacts of this proposal,
including the loss of local water supplies for communities and farms, Sacramento Valley
fish and wildlife habitat, and recreation and tourism opportunities, must be taken into
account in the SDIP DEIR/S.

In addition, it makes no sense to move forward with a project that will divert more fresh
water from the Delta when Delta fish populations are crashing. The proposal and its
likely impacts on the Delta and the Sacramento Valley is particularly troubling given that
California does not need to increase Delta diversions to meet its current and future water
needs. The State’s own Water Plan proves that increased investments in urban and
agricultural water use efficiency and reclamation can meet our needs well into the future.

Please withdraw the SDIP DEIR/S until the causes of the Delta fish decline are identified
and fully resolved. A revised SDIP DEIR/S should fully account for and mitigate the
indirect impacts of new surface and ground water development and export on the
Sacramento Valley environment and economy. At the minimum, the SDIP DEIR/S
should consider an alternative that significantly reduces Delta pumping from current
levels, actually improves Delta water quality and habitat, protects Delta and Sacramento
River fish populations, and avoids other impacts on the Sacramento Valley.

Please include me on your mailing list to be notified of any decisions or activities
concerning this project.

L
. ) i
Sincerely, {]ﬁué,{{/wﬂ, A .

Name: M aureen A Kik
Title/Affiliation: Vice M acior

City: o S,
iy Cthy of Thicd
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Responses to Comments
3-NL-1

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

3-DM-1, 3-EM-1, 3-TK1-1, and 3-GD-1

The SDIP is intended to balance the needs of the environment with the needs of
the water users south of the Delta. Impacts identified as potentially significant
will be mitigated to a less than significant level to ensure minimal effects on the
environment.

3-S0O-1, 3-LD-1, 3-JW-1, 3-DW-1, 3-GS1-1, 3-LP1-1, 3-SL2-1,
3-DB4-1, 3-PS2-1, 3-MB-1, and 3-BRG-1

The effects of the SDIP on biological resources, including wildlife, are fully
described in the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR in Chapter 6, which includes impact
assessment for fish, vegetation and wetlands, and wildlife. Where a significant
effect is found to result from implementation of the SDIP, DWR and
Reclamation will implement mitigation measure(s) to ensure that the overall
impact is less than significant.

3-PR1-1

The SDIP does not change the zone in which salt water encroaches on the Delta.

3-BW1-1, 3-MW-1

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the Draft EIS/EIR.

3-MW-2

The effects of the SDIP on biological resources, including wildlife, are fully
described in the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR in Chapter 6, which includes impact
assessment for fish, vegetation and wetlands, and wildlife. Where a significant
effect is found to result from implementation of the SDIP, DWR and
Reclamation will implement mitigation measure(s) to ensure that the overall
impact is less than significant.
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3-BW2-1, 3-TH-2, 3-BF-1, 3-LEF-1, 3-CM-1, and 3-MM-1

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the Draft EIS/EIR.

3-TH-1, 3-TA1-1, 3-JB-1, and 3-PR2-1

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

3-PJ2-1

Chapter 5.3 of the SDIP EIS/EIR provides the results of
the water quality impact assessment for both SDIP Stage
1 and Stage 2. As summarized in Tables 5.3-1 and 5.3-3,
on average salinity would be reduced in the interior south
Delta and slightly increase at Emmaton and Jersey Point.
This small change in salinity would not significantly affect
the quality of water diverted from the Delta. 3-PJ2-2

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the Draft EIS/EIR.

3-DLS-1

The SDIP Draft EIS/EIR includes an evaluation of the effects SDIP would have
on levee stability and sedimentation. The analysis concludes that there would be
a less than significant impacts on levee stability.

3-PS1-1

The SDIP is intended to improve water quality in the south Delta and it does not
change the Delta outflow during periods when it is lowest (September—October).
Additionally, the SDIP does not change the zone in which salt water encroaches
on the Delta.

3-BS-1

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the Draft EIS/EIR.
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3-BS-2

The effects of the SDIP on biological resources, including fish, are fully
described in the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR in Chapter 6, which includes impact
assessment for fish, vegetation and wetlands, and wildlife. Where a significant
effect is found to result from implementation of the SDIP, DWR and
Reclamation will implement mitigation measure(s) to ensure that the overall
impact is less than significant. Additionally, DWR and Reclamation have
committed to a Stage 2 evaluation as explained in Master Response B,
Relationship between the South Delta Improvements Program and the Pelagic
Organism Decline.

3-MR-1

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the Draft EIS/EIR.

3-MR-2

The effects of the SDIP on biological resources, including wildlife, are fully
described in the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR in Chapter 6, which includes impact
assessment for fish, vegetation and wetlands, and wildlife. Where a significant
effect is found to result from implementation of the SDIP, DWR and
Reclamation will implement mitigation measure(s) to ensure that the overall
impact is less than significant.

3-MK-1

The effects of the SDIP on biological resources, including wildlife, are fully
described in the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR in Chapter 6, which includes impact
assessment for fish, vegetation and wetlands, and wildlife. Where a significant
effect is found to result from implementation of the SDIP, DWR and
Reclamation will implement mitigation measure(s) to ensure that the overall
impact is less than significant.

3-MK-2

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the Draft EIS/EIR.
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3-TK2-1, 3-CL-1, 3-TA2-1, 3-BD-1

The effects of the SDIP on biological resources, including fish, are fully
described in the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR in Chapter 6, which includes impact
assessment for fish, vegetation and wetlands, and wildlife. Where a significant
effect is found to result from implementation of the SDIP, DWR and
Reclamation will implement mitigation measure(s) to ensure that the overall
impact is less than significant. Additionally, DWR and Reclamation have
committed to a Stage 2 evaluation as explained in Master Response B,
Relationship between the South Delta Improvements Program and the Pelagic
Organism Decline.

3-CL-2

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

3-DB3-1

The SDIP would not change the decisions made in the Trinity ROD that protect
the needed fresh water flows and temperatures for fish on the Trinity River.

3-DB3-2

Section 6.1 of the SDIP EIS/EIR provides an assessment
of Trinity River aquatic resources. The focus of this
assessment was on coho salmon because the impacts on
coho salmon were also representative of the potential
iImpacts on Chinook salmon as well as steelhead. 3-CB-1

The actual increase in diversions that is expected to occur is 3-5% depending on
the operational scenario. (See Section 5.1, Water Supply of the SDIP Draft
EIS/EIR.)

3-LE-1

The SDIP is intended to balance the needs of the environment with the needs of
the water users south of the Delta. Impacts identified as potentially significant
will be mitigated to a less than significant level to ensure minimal effects on the
environment.
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3-LE-2 and 3-LE-3

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the Draft EIS/EIR.

3-JG-1

The purpose and need of the SDIP is described in Chapter 1 of the SDIP Draft
EIS/EIR and in Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the Draft EIS/EIR.

3-JC-1, 3-DN-1, 3-PP-1

The SDIP Draft EIS/EIR represents a full-faith effort to disclose the effects of the
SDIP actions to ensure that decision-makers, including DWR and Reclamation,
have the best available information on which to base a decision. As described
further in the Master Response-Relationship of SDIP to the POD, DWR and
Reclamation have committed to another CEQA/NEPA compliance document that
will include any new information gathered during the POD investigations, prior
to making a decision on increasing diversions.

3-JP-1

The SDIP does not include any development in the Delta except for the control
gates and appurtenant structures.

3-GK-1

The effects of the SDIP on biological resources, including fish, are fully
described in the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR in Chapter 6, which includes impact
assessment for fish, vegetation and wetlands, and wildlife. Where a significant
effect is found to result from implementation of the SDIP, DWR and
Reclamation will implement mitigation measure(s) to ensure that the overall
impact is less than significant. Additionally, DWR and Reclamation have
committed to a Stage 2 evaluation as explained in Master Response B,
Relationship between the South Delta Improvements Program and the Pelagic
Organism Decline.

3-GK-2 and 3-GK-3

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the Draft EIS/EIR.
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3-JH-1

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

3-JH-2

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the Draft EIS/EIR.

3-BU-1

DWR and Reclamation held five public workshops, one each in Sacramento,
Stockton, Oakland, Visalia, and Los Angeles. These workshops provided
opportunities for questions about the project as well as submittal of comments.
Reclamation held three hearings, one each in Sacramento, Stockton, and Los
Angeles where oral comments were accepted. Additionally, DWR and
Reclamation provided a 90-day public review period to solicit comments on the
SDIP Draft EIS/EIR.

3-AN2-1

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

3-AN2-2

The effects of the SDIP on biological resources, including fish, are fully
described in the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR in Chapter 6, which includes impact
assessment for fish, vegetation and wetlands, and wildlife. Where a significant
effect is found to result from implementation of the SDIP, DWR and
Reclamation will implement mitigation measure(s) to ensure that the overall
impact is less than significant. Additionally, DWR and Reclamation have
committed to a Stage 2 evaluation as explained in Master Response B,
Relationship between the South Delta Improvements Program and the Pelagic
Organism Decline.

3-AN2-3

The SDIP is intended to balance the needs of the environment with the needs of
the water users south of the Delta. Impacts identified as potentially significant
will be mitigated to a less than significant level to ensure minimal effects on the
environment.
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3-AN2-4

The effects of the SDIP on biological resources, including wildlife, are fully
described in the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR in Chapter 6, which includes impact
assessment for fish, vegetation and wetlands, and wildlife. Where a significant
effect is found to result from implementation of the SDIP, DWR and
Reclamation will implement mitigation measure(s) to ensure that the overall
impact is less than significant.

3-JB-1 and 3-JB-2

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the Draft EIS/EIR.

3-ES-1, 3-AU-1, and 3-LT2-1

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

3-ES-2

Please see Master Response L, Relationship between the South Delta
Improvements Program and the California Water Plan Update 2005.
3-ES-3, 3-AU-2, and 3-LT2-2

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the Draft EIS/EIR.

3-MD-1

The effects of the SDIP on biological resources, including wildlife, are fully
described in the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR in Chapter 6, which includes impact
assessment for fish, vegetation and wetlands, and wildlife. Where a significant
effect is found to result from implementation of the SDIP, DWR and
Reclamation will implement mitigation measure(s) to ensure that the overall
impact is less than significant.

3-MD-2

The SDIP does not change the zone in which salt water encroaches on the Delta.
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3-BM3-1

The effects of the SDIP on biological resources, including wildlife, are fully
described in the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR in Chapter 6, which includes impact
assessment for fish, vegetation and wetlands, and wildlife. Where a significant
effect is found to result from implementation of the SDIP, DWR and
Reclamation will implement mitigation measure(s) to ensure that the overall
impact is less than significant.

3-BM3-2

The SDIP does not change the zone in which salt water encroaches on the Delta.

3-PL-1

Please see Master Response L, Relationship between the
South Delta Improvements Program and the California
Water Plan Update 2005 3-JN-1

The effects of the SDIP on biological resources, including fish, are fully
described in the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR in Chapter 6, which includes impact
assessment for fish, vegetation and wetlands, and wildlife. Where a significant
effect is found to result from implementation of the SDIP, DWR and
Reclamation will implement mitigation measure(s) to ensure that the overall
impact is less than significant. Additionally, DWR and Reclamation have
committed to a Stage 2 evaluation as explained in Master Response B,
Relationship between the South Delta Improvements Program and the Pelagic
Organism Decline..

3-JN-2

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the Draft EIS/EIR.

3-JN-3

The effects of the SDIP on biological resources, including wildlife, are fully
described in the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR in Chapter 6, which includes impact
assessment for fish, vegetation and wetlands, and wildlife. Where a significant
effect is found to result from implementation of the SDIP, DWR and
Reclamation will implement mitigation measure(s) to ensure that the overall
impact is less than significant.
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3-RV-1

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the Draft EIS/EIR.

3-RV-2

The SDIP is intended to improve water quality in the south Delta and it does not
change the Delta outflow during periods when it is lowest (September—October).
Additionally, the SDIP does not change the zone in which salt water encroaches
on the Delta.

3-LP2-1 and 3-RP-1

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the Draft EIS/EIR.

3-MAK-1

Section 5.1 of the SDIP EIS/EIR and accompanying appendicies provide the
results of the assessment of changes in water supply as a result of operating SDIP
Stage 2. The hydrologic assessment included estimating changes in storage at
Trinity, Shasta, Oroville, and Folsom reservoirs and changes in flows in the
Trinity, Sacramento, Feather, and American Rivers. The analysis concluded that
changes in storage and river flows would not be substantial and that
environmental impacts would be less than significant. The analysis also included
an assessment of impacts on Delta resources in the event of some future level of
water transfers. The analysis did not include an assessment of the upstream
impacts because the place of origin for these transfers is not known. Additional
environmental compliance would be required to disclose these impacts before
transfers could occur.
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Modified Form Letters 4

4-KF

—

From: thfuj@comcast. net

Sent: Maonday, January 23, 2006 7.57 PM
To: sdip_comments

Subject: Wb Cammment

I am writing to advise you of my sericus concern for the welfare of the San Franciaco Bay-
Dalta estuary and the fisheries that depend upon it for survival. As you may know, the
productivity of a significant part of the foodwek in the Delta has collapsed according to
agency scientists with the Interagency Ecclogical Program (IEF). Delta populations of
important plankton and shrimp that help fuel the foodwel and drive the system's ecology
have disappeared, as have many other important specles including Delta smelt, longfin
smelt, threadfin shad and young=of=-the-year striped bass. Recently the Dept of Fish and
Game haa sounded the alarm over a dramatic drop in the sturgeon population.

The esatuary that once sustained multiple runs of salmon and abundant runs striped kbass,
American shad, sturgeon, steslhead and a diverse food web is experiencing such low levels
of productivity that an ecosystem crash may be ilmminent. Should thisz happen, many
fizsheries will not find the food necessary to sustain thelr survival. The prolonged
decline of our fisheries now averaging between 80 and 55 percent would continue to the
point of suffering what may be irreveraible damage.

The estuary may be on the verge of an ecological disaster! The collapse of these natural
resources would be tragle as hundreds of millions of dollars of public funding has been
spent trying to restore the estuary and its fisherles. The economle conseguences to the
state’s sport and commercial fishing industries and the state’s tax base could run into
many millions of dollaras annually. These are industries that have already suffered
dramatic losses due to prolonged declines of the Central Valley's conce world claaa
fisheriea.

Scientlsts have long malntained that water export iz one of the major impacts te the
productivity of the of the Bay=-Delta estuary. It has changed the natural flow regime and
glgnificantly decreased the amount of water that hiatorically flowed through it into the
ocean. Inatead of the high spring runcff that flowed through the entire estuary, the water
projects have reduced Delta outflow by at least 50%, on average, and dramatically changed
the timing and the amount of water avallable to the estuary. These and other changes in
the natural flow regime are currently under study by the IEP sclentists. I believe they
are at the very heart of the prablem. While agenclies have reacted with an increased effort
to further study the declining productivicy, the Department of Water Rescurces continues
to move forward with their "“Scuth Delta Improvement Froject® (SDIF) that could increase
water exports out of the Delta by up to 25%1 A deciaion to move forward with the SDIF in
the face of a collapsing ecosystem will further compound the estuary’s problems and it
copld do frreparable harm to the estuary and its fisheries.

While I agree with agency sclentists that there are other potential sources of impact,
including toxie pesticides and herbleides from agricultural runoff and impacts from exotic
species introduced from ballast water discharged by ships, I am strongly cpposed to moving
forward with the SDIF planning process or discussions on increasing flow rates. Many
Eishing groups support a moratorium on any additional export of Delta water until the
problém with the Delta’s food web s fixed and our anadromous Lishery resources are
maintained at sustainable population levels. These groups take this position after more
than twenty years of governmental promises that our Central Valley fisheries and the
estuary they depend on would be reatored.

Given the cbhvious concern for our state’s natural rescurces, I am hopeful that you will
sypport the position of stepping the SDIF from moving forward, especially since there is
not an immediate need for the State Water FProject to build additional export capability at
this time.

One of the greatest estuaries in the world iz in real danger. I urge you to help save itl

1
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Responses to Comments
4-KF-1

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the Draft EIS/EIR.
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Form Letter Comments

5-AA

Subject: Web Commert

From: wanderbugi@sbeglobal net
Sent: Tuesday, January 31, 2006 10:22 FM
To sdip_comments

AA-1

AR-2
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Responses to Comments
5-AA-1

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

5-AA-2

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the Draft EIS/EIR.
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7-KLA

From: kanderson@mubsd kK12 ca.us

Sant: Friday, February 03, 2008 3:51 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

KLA-1
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7-BB

Ray Busch@hotmail com

Wednesday, February 08, 2006 7.49 PM
sdip_comments

South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Marshall,
9th Street
ChA

Faul
1416
Sacramento,

Department of Water Reaocurces

Dear Faul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

Thank you for the opportunity to Environmental

for the Scuth Delta Improvement

Impact

concerned that at a time when the San Francisco Bay-Delta ecosystem is
h populations are in danger of extinction, a plan is being consider
) -

rted out of the
11 being inveacigated,
withdraw the draft

sh water di
ines are st
I urge you
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ntly increase the amount
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the primary culp
identified and rea

The axact
pumping la ocne of
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Impact Report/Study should be drafted
a significant reduction in a pumpi
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In additicon, a revised Environmental
all reascnable alternatives,
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future water demand without increasing pumping if investments
agricultural water conservation and reclamation.

We
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m do all environment! Please do not undere
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life.

- -ance of the web of

Thank you.

Sincerely,

B

#00

B
Diamond De.

Arcata, Californila

<

==

until the cau

The California State Water Flan has clearly shown that the state can meet current and
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7-AC

From: positivelyanni@sbeglobal net

Sent: Saturday, February 04, 2006 1.04 AM
To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Faul rahall,
1416 9th Street
Sacramento, Ch

Dear Faul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,
Az a res nt of the greater ver cerned about our enviromment and the
damagea we inflict upon the We d upon to live. Water iz a moat

precious resource and we are pumping far to
environmental impacts. I am strongly against im i pumping.

3 of the decline are identified and

I urge you to withdraw the draft until the ca

resalved.

I believe a revised Environmental Impact Report/Study should be drafted
reasonal alternativea, such as q ant reduction in Delta pumg
from current levels. A reduction would allow the Bay-Delta ecosystem to restored

The California State urrent and

re water demand v wade in urban and

ultural water o«

nk you for the opportunity

for the Scuth Delta Improwvement

on the Draft Envirommental Impact Report/Study

SOURET

California 95448
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7-SD

From: shannonidillon@hotmail com

Sent: Monday, February 08, 2006 2:20 AM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Paul Marshall, California Department of Water Resources
1416 9th Street ¥ 2Znd Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Faul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

Thank you for the opportunity to coms
for the Scuth Delta Improvement Frogram (SDIF).

Some

all reascnable alternatives, =
levels. A reduction would allow t

Bay=Delta ecosystem to be restored

The California State Water Flan has clearly shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand without increaaing pumping if investments are made in urban and
agricultural water conservation and reclamation.

o pump £E

Please do from tl San Fri izco Bay

not continue with your plan

Estuary.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shannon L. Dillon
401 cornell Avenus
Wa

ARlbany, Califorr

ent on the Draft Environmental Impact RE‘PCEI’.:’.S'_IJ:.'.Y

I am concerned that at a time when the San Francisco Bay-Delta ecosystem iz collapaing and
fish populations are in danger of extinction, a plan is being considered that would
isco Bay-

icantly increase the amount of fresh water diverted out of the 5an Fran

The edact causes for the fish o4 ines are still belng investigated, but Delta
pumping la one of the primary culprits. I urge you to withdraw the draft until the causes
of the decline are identified and resclved.

In addition, a revised Environmental Impact Reportf/Study should be drafted that includes
as a significant reduction in Delta pumping from current

Delta. Please reconsider the environmental impact of this plan and protect the Bay Delta |SD-1
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7-WD

From: wdrake@cyberlynk com

Sent: Friday, February 03, 2006 2:31 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Paul Marshall, Calif
1416 9th Street 7 Znd
Sacramento, CA 95814

Department of Water Reaocurces

=1

Dear Paul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water R

FOUEC®E,

Thank you for the opportunity to
for the Scuth Delta Improvement

on the Draft Envirommental Impact Report/Study
(SDIF) .

concerned that at a time when the S5an Francisco Bay-Delta ecosystem iz collapaing and
h populations are in danger of extinction, a plan is being considered that would
ntly increase the amount resh water diverted out of the San isco Bay-
The exact causes for the f ines are still belng investigated, but Delta
pumping Ia one of the primary culpric I urge you to withdraw the draft until the causes
of the decline are identified and resclved.

In addition, a revised Environmental Impact Reportf/Study should be drafted that includes
all reascnable alternatives, = as a significant reduction in Delta pumping from current
levels. A reduction would allow Bay=Delta ecosys t

m to be restored

The California State Water FPlan has clearly shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand without increaaing pumping if investments are made in urban and
agricultural water conservation and reclamation.

Have we learned nothing from the Kat

contributed to the devistation of

ion of an

r deltsa area. WD-1

ina situtation, where ti

Hew Oreleans and Mis:

Thank you.

Sincerely:

William Drake

1036 Overland Flace
Vacaville, California 55687
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7-PE

From: pegentzdinteach, com

Sent: Saturday, February 04, 2006 1216 PM
To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Praject DEIRS

Paul Marshall, California Department of Water Resources
1416 9th Street ¥ 2Znd Floor
=

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Faul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Study
for the Scuth Delta Improvement Frogram (SDIF).

I am concerned that a plan is being considered to pump more water cut of the San Francisco

Bay at a time when fish poplulations are plummeting and there are other methods available | pg.y
to get the water lifornia needs. The exact causes for the fish declines are still being
investigated, but Delta pumping 1= one of the primary culprits. I urge you to withdraw the
draft until the causea of the decline are identi d and resolved.

In additicon, a revised Environmental Impact Report/Study should be drafted that includes
all reascnable alternatives, such as a significant reduction in Delta pumping from current
lavels. A reduction would allow the Bay-Delta ecosystem to be restored

The California State Water Plan has clearly shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand without increasaing pumping if investments are made in urban and
agricultural water conaervation and reclamation. I live in the San Joaguin Walley
foothills and know that farmers can ke encouraged uae more careful irrigation and farming
practices to conserve water and to make reclamation of water less costly. Let's not add to
California's ecologlcal problems.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peggy Entz
40974 Cherokes QOaks Dr.
Three Rivers, California 93271
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7-LF

From: erming@@cal net

Sent: Friday, February 03, 2006 531 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Paul Marshall,
1416 9th Street
Sacramento, Ch

Dear Faul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

Thiz 12 to comment on the Draft Envircnmental Impact Report/Study for the South Delta
Improvement Frogram (SDIF).

The San Francisco Bay-Delta ecosyst iz collapeing and some fish populationz are in
iger of extinction. I understand that a plan is being conszidered that would
qnificantly the amount of fresh water erted out of the S5an Francisco Bay-
elta. Even thou exact causes for the flsh « lines are =till belng investigated, it
seems clear that Delta pumping i2 a major contributo to the problems. Flease withdraw the
draft until the causea of the decline are identified and resolved.

&

Al=o, please draft a revised Environmental Impact Report/5tudy that includes all
reasonakble alternatives, such as a significant reduction in Delta m ing from current
leavel b

. Reducing the loss of fresh water would allow the Bay=-Delta ecosystem to be
restored LF-1

We do not need to pump out additional water. The California State Water Plan has clearly
shown that the state can meet current and future water demand without increasing pumping
if investments are made in urban and agricultural water conservation and reclamation.

Thank you.

b )

Sincerely,

ffax Ave

Davis, California 95616
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7-CF1

From: claireflewitt@hotmail com

Sent: Friday, February 03, 2006 704 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Paul Marshall, California Department of Water Resources
1416 9th Street ¥ 2Znd Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Faul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

I live about 1 mile inland from the San Franclsco Bay. I =all on the Bay, I birdwatch on

the Bay, I walk & bike ride along the shoreline. I am concermed about the health of the CF141
Bay aa I have noticed that several speciea of birds are feeding in areas inland where they

have never been seen before. This tells me that their food sources in the Bay are in

troukle.
At a time when the Francisco Bay-Delta ecosystem is collapsing and some fizh populations
are in danger of extincrion, a plan iz being considered that would significantly increase

the amount of fresh water diverted out of the San Francisco Bay-Delta. The exact causes
for the fish declines are still being investigated, but Delta pumping is one of the
primary culprite. I urge you to withdraw the draft until the causes of the decline are
identified and resolved.

In addicion, a revised Environmental t/Study should be drafted that includes
all reascnable alternatives, such az a asignificant reduction in Delta pumping from current
lavela. A reduction would allow the Bay-Delta ecosyatem to be restored

the state can meet current and

meEnts are made in urban and

The California State Water Flan

future water demand without

agriocultural water conservation and reclamation.

Thank you.

Sincerely:

Claire Flewitt

975 Soto Drive

San Lorenzo, California S4580
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7-CF2

Fram: christopherlynn@@earthlink net
Sent: Friday, February 03, 2006 4:57 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Paul Marshall,
1416 9th Street
Sacramento, Ch

Dear Faul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

i

Thank you for the opportur ronmental Impact Report/Study

concerned that at a time when the S5an Franciac 1
h populations are in danger of extinction,
ntly increa the amount :
The eaxact causesg for the f
pumping Ia one of the primary culp 3
of the decline are identified and resoc

Bay-Delta ecocays
plan is being co
out of the

11 being investigated, but Delta

a

= 1
red that would
"

isco Bay-

In addi
asonable alternati

A reduction would allow 1

ion, a revised Environmental Impact Report/Study should be drafted that includes

=5

as a significant reduction in Del
Bay=Delta ecosystem t

m 0 he Festo

The California State Water Flan has clearly shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand without increaaing pumping if investments are made in urban and
agricultural water conservation and reclamation.

Thank you.

Who glves a rat's ass about the environment? YOU SHOULDIIILILLLL CF21

Sincerely,

San Josze, California 95127

collapaing and
withdraw the draft until the causes

a pumping from current
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7-CH

From: challimark@ndnu edu

Sent: Maonday, February 06, 2006 3:28 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Paul Marshall, Calif
1416 9th Street 7 Znd

Sacramento, CA 95814

Department of Water Reaocurces

=1

Dear Paul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water R

FOUEC®E,

Thank you for the opportunity to
for the Scuth Delta Improvement

on the Draft Envirommental Impact Report/Study
(SDIF) .

concerned that at a time when the S5an Francisco Bay-Delta ecosystem iz collapaing and
h populations are in danger of extinction, a plan is being considered that would
ntly increase the amount resh water diverted out of the San isco Bay-
The exact causes for the f ines are still belng investigated, but Delta
pumping Ia one of the primary culpric I urge you to withdraw the draft until the causes
of the decline are identified and resclved.

In addition, a revised Environmental Impact Reportf/Study should be drafted that includes
all reascnable alternatives, = as a significant reduction in Delta pumping from current
levels. A reduction would allow Bay=Delta ecosys t i

n to bheée Festored.

The California State Water Flan has clearly shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand without increaaing pumping if investments are made in urban and
agricultural water conservation and reclamation.

It's
our tourism and agrlc

ical

althy Bay

Bility of

CH-1

ileure economies. Let's

Thank you.

Sincerely,

510 Hiller St
Balmont, California 94002
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7-KW

From: kwong@calacademy . org

Sent: Friday, February 03, 2006 2:51 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Praject DEIRS

Paul Marshall, California Department of Water Resources
1416 9th Street ¥ 2Znd Floor
Sacramentoc, Ch 95814

Dear Paul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Study
for the Scuth Delta Improvement Frogram (SDIF).

I am concerned that at a time when the San Francisco Bay-Delta ecosystem iz collapaing and
some fish populations are in danger of extinction, a plan is being considered that would
significantly increase the amount of fresh water diverted out of the 5an Francisco Bay-
Delta. The exact causes for the fish declines are still being investigated, but Delta
pumping la one of the primary culprits. I urge you to withdraw the draft until the causes
of the decline are identified and resclved.

In addition, a revised Environmental Impact Reportf/Study should be drafted that includes
all reascnable alternatives, such as a significant reduction in Delta pumping from current
levels. A reduction would allow the Bay-Delta ecosyatem to be restored.

Sending this water south iz tantamount to destroying the Bay=-Delta food web. Delta smelt
populations have plummeted. Myriad other delta fish species are on the decline. To reduce | Ky
available freshwater in the Delta degrades thia estuarine habitat. This means that hungry
migratory birds and juvenile fish will be left without food in a critical point in their

life cycles.

The California State Water FPlan has clearly shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand without increaaing pumping if investments are made in urban and
agricultural water conaervation and reclamation.

Thank you.

Kathleen Wong

ard St.
San Francisco, California 924610
1
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and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

7-RW

r wilson@intest com

Maonday, February 06, 2006 9.05 AM
sdip_comments

South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Dear Faul Marshall, Califernia Department

Thank you for the opportunity to
for the Scuth Delta Improvement

concerned that at a time when the San Francia
h populations are in danger of extinction,
ntly increase the amount resh water di
The eaxact causesg for the f ines are st

iz

pumping Ia one of the primary culp 2. I urge you t
of the decline are identified and resclved.

In addi a revised Environmental Impac

ion,

The California State Water FPlan has clearly shown
future water demand without increasing pumping if
agricultural water conservation and reclamation.

hat the world

thiz problem not make

already

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wil=on
S Baratoga Ave.
Joge,

Roberta
1z

San

¥103B

California 951

@

Paul Marshall, ornia Department of Water Reacurces
1416 9th Street 7 Znd Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

of Water Rescurces,

o Bay-Delta ecos
a

t Report/Study should be

all reascnable alternatives, = a significant reduction in Delta pumping from current
levels. A reduction would allow Bay=Delta ecosystem to be restored

that
investments

Environmental Impact Report/Stud

llapaing and
plan is being that would
rted out of the isco Bay-

11 being investigated, but Delta
withdraw the draft until the cau

drafted that includes

the state can meet current and
de in urban and

S ——

are ma
¥ e I - el mese fa w
Lraom nRUuman and now is the

| RW-1
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

From: riverdancefarms@fire2wire com

Sent: Friday, February 03, 2006 815 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Praject DEIRS

Paul Marshall, California Department of Water Resources
1416 9th Street ¥ 2Znd Floor
Sacramentoc, Ch 95814

Dear Faul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Study
for the Scuth Delta Improvement Frogram (SDIF).

I am concerned that at a time when the San Francisco Bay-Delta ecosystem iz collapaing and
some fish populations are in danger of extinction, a plan is being considered that would
significantly increase the amount of fresh water diverted out of the 5an Francisco Bay-
Delta. The exact causes for the fish declines are still being investigated, but Delta
pumping la one of the primary culprits. I urge you to withdraw the draft until the causes

of the decline are identified and resclved.

In addition, a revised Environmental Impact Reportf/Study should be drafted that includes
all reascnable alternatives, such as a significant reduction in Delta pumping from current
levels. A reduction would allow the Bay-Delta ecosystem to be restored

The California State Water Flan has clearly shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand without increaaing pumping if investments are made in urban and
agricultural water conservation and reclamation.

farmer and ag. consulta Lo ral Valley, I really feel that farme Can
nue to make more &ffic . W water on their farms, and that any new aidential |WT-1
of commercial develoments should only be allowed with strict landscaping codes for minimum
water use.

Thank you.

William Thompson
12230 Livingston=Cressey Road
Livingston, California 25334
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

7-M$S1

From: tormutti@mindspring.com

Sent: Tuesday, February 07, 2006 10:27 AM
To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Paul Marshall, Calif
1416 9th Street 7 Znd

Sacramento, CA 95814

=1

I appreciater the opportunity to
for the Scuth Delta Improvement

(SDIF) .

considered that would significantly increase the
San Francizco Bay=De
investigated, but De
draft of this potentially dangeroua plan until the
and reaclved.

alternatives, suc

reduction would allow the Bay=-Delta ecosystem to be

conservation and reclama

Bay=Dalta estuary is &
¥ ¥

tored to full function.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martha Stookey
36l Laldley Street
San Franclsco, Callfornlia 94131

Department of Water Reaocurces

Dear Paul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water R

on the Draft Envirommental Impact Report/Study

My concern is that research showse the San Francisco Bay-Delta ecoaysatem to be collapsing.
Certain fish populations are in danger of extinction. Neverthelessa, a plan is under
amount of frest
8. The exact causes for the fish declines are
a pumping 12 one of the primary culprits. I urge you to withdraw the
cauzez of the decline are identified MS1-1

A revised Environmental Impact Report/Study should ke drafted that includes all reascnable
as a significant reduction in Del

The California State Water Plan indicates that the atate can meet current and future water
demand without increasing pumping if investments are made in urban and agricultural water
ticn. These investmenta will pay for themselves as our valuable

FOUEC®E,

water diverted OUT of the
atill being

pumping from current levels. A

o |
restored

Ms1-2

South Delta Improvements Program
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-162
Environmental Impact Report

December 2006

J&S 02053.02



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

7-GS2

bwlolks@@pobox. com

Sunday, February 05, 2006 1100 PM
sdip_comments

South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Dear Faul Marshall, Califernia Department

Thank you for the opportunity to
for the Scuth Delta Improvement

concerned that at a time when the San Francia
h populations are in danger of extinction,
ntly increase the amount resh water di
The eaxact causesg for the f ines are st

iz

Impac
a significant
Bay=Delta ecosys

In additicon, a revised Environmental
all reascnable alternatives,

reduction would

A 3l low

agricultural water conservation and reclamation.

Leade

this

+ and COnSery

all be.

off we will

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gayle &
2603 Alpine Road

Menlo Park, Californla

noer

[

Paul Marshall, ornia Department of Water Reacurces
1416 9th Street 7 Znd Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

of Water Rescurces,

o Bay-Delta ecosystem iz collapaing and
a plan is being considered that would
-

T

pumping Ia one of the primary culp 2. I urge you to
of the decline are identified and resclved.

t Report/Study should be
reduction

The California State Water Flan has clearly shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand without increasing pumping if investments

Al

11 being investigated, but Delta

Environmental Impact Report/Stud

ed out of the isco Bay-

withdraw the draft until the cau

that includes
from current

Lroe

drafted
in a pumping

EesSTore

De 1

m o D& |

are ma

de in urban and

tion and recalmation. The
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,

and the California Department of Water Resources

7-KS

From: katesibley@earthlink. net

Sent: Friday, February 03, 2006 2:26 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Paul Marshall,
1416 9th Street 7
Sacramento, CA 95814

Department of Water Reaocurces

Dear Faul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

I app:e"‘.ate the opport J:'li'.:r' Lo Con nt on the Draft Environmental wmet Report/Study for
the South Delta Improvement Frograr {SDIF) .

At a time when th

e San Francisco Bay-Delta ecosystem iz collapsing and some fish
populat

danger of extinction, a plan is being considered that would
ntly increase the amount sh water diverted out of the Francisco Bay-
elta. The exact causes for the f ines are still being investigated, but Delta

pumping Ia one of the primary culp 2. I urge you to withdraw the draft until the causes
of the decline are identified and resclved.

In addition, a revised Environmental Impact Reportf/Study should be drafted that includes
all reascnable alternatives, = a significant reduction in Delta pumping from current

levels. A reduction would allow Bay=Delta ecosys to be restored

The California State Water FPlan has clearly shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand without increaaing pumping if investments are made in urban and
agricultural water conservation and reclamation.

Please a

and set our

spudent ]

ervation and

fresh wate : 1y. Ks-1

reclamat rather than further

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Sibley
la6 Murdock St
Rlchmond, California 9804=-1532
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

7-BR

From: tezori@saber. net

Sent: Sunday, February 05, 2006 9:27 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Paul Marshall, California Department of Water Resources
1416 9th Street ¥ 2Znd Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Faul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

more consumption is encouraged.

Report/Study for the South [

elta Improvement Program (S5DIF).

and some fish populaticona are in danger of extin

pumping is one of the primary culprits. I urge you to withdraw the draft

of the dec e are ldentified and resclved.

» Water Plan |

hout lncrea

as clearl
g pumping
agrlcultural water conservatlon and reclamation.

The Califorr

futyure wWwater dem

Thank you.

Sincerely,

i}

i Rozett
FO Box ede
Graton, Californi

W

would significantly increase the amount of fresh water diverted ocut of the San
Bay-Delta. The exact causes for the fish declines are still being invesatigated, but Delta
until the causes

urban

For the record, I believe that it would be a mistake to draw more water from the S F
Bay & Delta. I believe that water conservation should be implemented and enforced before | BR-1

I thank you for the cpportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact

I am concerned that at a time when the San Francisco Bay-Delta ecoaystem 18 collapsing
tion, a plan iz being considered that
Franciaco

In addition, a revised Environmental Impact Report/Study should be drafted that
includea all reasonable alternatives, such as a significant reduction in Delta pumping
from current levels. A reduction would allow the Bay-Delta ecosystem to be restored

s@t current and

and

South Delta Improvements Program
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-165
Environmental Impact Report

December 2006

J&S 02053.02



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

From: linda riebel@earthlink. net
Sent: Friday, February 03, 2006 2:26 PM
To: sdip_comments
Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S
- LR-1
1
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments

and the California Department of Water Resources

From: ohudson@oomecast net
Sent: Friday, February 03, 2006 5:26 PM
To: sdip_comments
Subject: South Delta Improvement Praject DEIRS
Paul Marshall, California Department of Water Resources
1416 9th Street ¥ 2Znd Floor
Sacramentoc, Ch 95814
Dear Paul Marshall, California Department of Water Rescurces,
Thiz 12 a public comment on the D t Environmental Impact Report/Study for the so-called
South Delta "Improvement® Frogram (SDIF).
At a time when the San Francisco Bay-Delta ecoaystem is collapsing, and some fish
populations are in danger of extinction, you are considering a plan to significantly
increase the amount of fresh water that is diverted ocut of the San Francisco Bay-Delta.
The exact causes for the fish declir are =tlll belng investigated, but lta pu ng i=
one of the primary culprits. Please thdraw the draft and suspend planning until the
cauzses of the declines are identified and resolved. OH-1
Further, a reviged Envircomnmental Impact Report/Study should be drafted that includes all
reasonakble alternatives, such as a significant reduction in Delta pumping from current
levels. A reduction would allow the Bay-Delta ecosys to be restored
The California State Water Flan has clearly shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand without increaaing pumping if investments are made in urban and
agricultural water conaervation and reclamation. We owe it to ouraelves and to future
generations, as well as to other speciesa, to make such investmenta in order to maintain | QH-2
the habitability of our planet.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Ocie Hudson
MacArthue lvd. Apt. C
Oakland, California 94602
1
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

7-AHF

From: write1 night@bigvalley net

Sent: Friday, February 03, 2006 403 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Paul Marshall,
1416 9th Street 7
Sacramento, CA 95814

Department of Water Reaocurces

Dear Faul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

Thank you for the opportunity to

Environmental Impact Report/Study
for the Scuth Delta Improvement

2 collapsing and
yred that would
-

isco Bay-

concerned that at a time when the 5S5an Francisco Bay-Delta ecosyst
h populations are in danger of extinction, a plan iz being con
ntly increase the amount resh water diverted out of the
The exact causes for the f ines are still being investigated, but Delta
pumping Ia one of the primary culp 2. I urge you to withdraw the draft until the causes
of the decline are identified and resclve

In addition, a revised Environmental Impact Reportf/Study should be drafted that includes
all reascnable alternatives, = a significant reduction in Delta pumping from current

levels. A reduction would allow Bay=Delta ecosys to be restored

We all must work to save our water supply and water gualiity, and thus save our

environment. The California State Water Flan has clearly shown that the state can meet AHF-1
current and future water demand without increasing pumping if investments are made in

urban and agricultural water congervation and reclamation.

Thank you.

¥
Sincerely,
Audrey A. Holmes Fatooh

11 Bald Mtn. Rd., #121

Sonora, Califorr 0=5871
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

7-RH

Zathena@msn.com

Friday, February 03, 2006 2:29 PM
sdip_comments

South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Dear Faul Marshall, Califernia Department

Thank you for the opportunity to
for the Scuth Delta Improvement

concerned that at a time when the San Francia
h populations are in danger of extinction,
ntly increase the amount resh water di
The eaxact causesg for the f ines are st

iz

pumping Ia one of the primary culp 2. I urge you t
of the decline are identified and resclved.

Impac
a significant
Bay=Delta ecosys

In additicon, a revised Environmental
all reascnable alternatives,

reduction would

A 3l low

agricultural water conservation and reclamation.

lack federal

Lo protect

ip at th

Given the of leade

act

our local resources.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

shacca Hollingsworth
El Dorado Court

Santa Rosa, Californla

o4

254

Paul Marshall, ornia Department of Water Reacurces
1416 9th Street 7 Znd Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

of Water Rescurces,

o Bay-Delta ecosystem iz collapaing and
a plan is being considered that would
-

t Report/Study should be
reduction

The California State Water Flan has clearly shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand without increasing pumping if investments

Environmental Impact Report/Stud

rted out of the isco Bay-
11 being investigated, but Delta

withdraw the draft until the cau

that includes
from current

Lroe

drafted
in a pumping

EesSTore

De 1

m o D& |

are made in urban and

iz more important than ever that

1 RH-1
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

7-RDH

From: hartbeat@cruzio com

Sent: Monday, February 05, 2008 451 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

RDH-1
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

7-JK

From: JAMESKOSS @aol.com

Sent: Friday, February 03, 2006 502 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Praject DEIRS

Paul Marshall, California Department of Water Resources
1416 9th Street ¥ 2Znd Floor
Sacramentoc, Ch 95814

Dear Faul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

Having had multiple opportunities to atudy the Misslssippl Delta damage prilor to the
recent tragedy I notice no willingness to protect, but only to exploit such rescurces. |.JK-1

Like the Missiseippi this California river system too iz liable to salinization and a
change in productivity.

I implore you to avold such actions as will damage this fraglle sysatem.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Envirommental Impact Report/Study
for the Scuth Delta Improvement Frogram (SDIF).

I am concerned that at a time when the S5an Francisco Bay-Delta ecosystem is collapaing and
same flsh populations are in danger of extinctlion, a plan is being considered that would
slgnificantly increase the amount of fresh water diverted out of the San Franclsco Bay=
Delta. The exact causea for the flsh declines are sti being investigated, but Delta
pumping is one of the primary culprits. I urge you to withdraw the draft until the causes
of the decline are identified and reaclved.

d be drafted that inc
gnific Delta g
levels. A reduction would allow the Bay=Delta ecosysatem to be restored

In addi a revised Environmental I

all reasonable alternatives, sy

Lon

L

as a

umping from current

The California State Water Flan haa clearly shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand without increasaing pumping if investments are made in urban and
agricultural water conservation and reclamation.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

PO Box T091B
Richmond, California 94807=0918
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

7-DK

From: daniel@nowwatchthis com
Sent: Maonday, February 06, 2006 9.56 PM
To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Paul Marshall, Calif
1416 9th Street 7 Znd

Sacramento, CA 95814

Department of Water Reaocurces

=1

Dear Paul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water R

FOUEC®E,

Thank you for the opportunity to
for the Scuth Delta Improvement

on the Draft Envirommental Impact Report/Study
(SDIF) .

A vibrant, healthy bay and wetlands contributes greatly to our gquality of life here in DK-1
northern California.

I am concerned that at a time when the San Franclisco Bay=-Delta ecosystem iz collapsing and
Some h populations are in danger of extinction, a plan 1s belng conasidered that would
gignificantly increase the amount of fresh water diverted out of the San Francisco Bay-
Delta. The exact causea for the fish declines are still being investigated, but Delta
pumping is one of the primary culprits. I urge you to withdraw the draft until the causzes
of the decline are identified and resclved.

In addition, a revised Environmental ct Report/Study should be drafted that includes
all reascnable alternatives, such az a asignificant reduction in Delta pumping from current
lavela. A reduction would allow the Bay-Delta ecosyatem to be restored

can meet current and

: are made in urban and

The California State Water Flan
future water demand s i

agele

th

ural water conservation and

Thank you.

Sincerely,

&l Kendrick
4274 Falrlands Dr
Fleasanton, Callfornlia 94588=-3426
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

7-PJ1

From: podaci@sasquatch com

Sent: Friday, February 03, 2006 7:28 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Paul Marshall,
1416 9th Street 7
Sacramento, Ch 95

ornia Department of Water Reacurces
"loor

Dear Paul fater Rescurces,

Draft Environmental Impact Report/Study

concerned that at a time when the S5an Franciac
h populations are in dang
ntly incre the amount
Delta. The exact causes for the f - : are 2till belng investigated, b

punping ia one of the primary culp 2. I urge you to withdraw the draft until the causes
of the decline are identified and resclved.

o Bay-Delta ecosy apaing and
of extinction, a plan is being co -3 hat would
: ; d out of the

In addi
all

lEve

ion, a revised Environmental Impact Report/Study should be drafted that includes
nakzle alternati as a significant reduction Delta pumping from current

reduction wWo Bay=Delta ac m Lo be

"

L 5
A allow t

It would behoove you
undertaking this aff
this action? Your el

voluntarlily explain to the public, through the press, why you are
. Please alao voluntarily divulge who, most of all, benefita from PJ1-
orate deserves nothing leas. 1

pete juasel
326 dufour at
ganta cruz, California 250605342
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

7-PR3

From: shazzEHaW@hotmail com

Sent: Friday, February 03, 2006 2:42 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Paul Marshall,
1416 9th Street 7
Sacramento, Ch 95

ornia Department of Water Reacurces
"loor

Dear Paul I

Dalta. The exact causes for the f
pumping Ia one of the primary culp 3
of the decline are identified and resoc

ved.

In addit a revised Env ntal

all reasonable alternat

ct Report/Study

a2 a signifle

T redus

future
agE

tural water conservation and

Thank you.
¥

Sincerely

California 95425

Yater Rescurces,

Draft Environmental Impact Report/Study

concerned that at a time when the S5an Francisco Bay-Delta ecosy apaing and
h populations are in dang of extinction, a plan is being co -3 hat would
ntly incre the amount : »d out of the Ay -

11 being investigated, I

= I urge you to withdraw the draft until the causes

The more fresh water that iz pumped cut of the Delta, the more salt water intrudes. PR3-1

lavels. A reduction would allow the Bay=Delta ecosyatem to be

The California State Water Flan haa clearly shown that the state can meet current and
water demand without increasing pumping if investments are made in urban and

auld be d

1 includes
rion in Delta

Surrent
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments

and the California Department of Water Resources

7-M

L2

From: michael s lw@vahoo.com

Sent: Friday, February 03, 2006 4:31 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Praject DEIRS

Paul Marshall, California Department of Water Resources
1416 9th Street ¥ 2Znd Floor
Sacramentoc, Ch 95814

Dear Faul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Study
for the Scuth Delta Improvement Frogram (SDIF).

some fish populations are in danger of extinction, a plan is being considered that would
significantly increase the amount of fresh water diverted out of the 5an Francisco Bay-
Delta. The exact causes for the fish declines are still being investigated, but Delta
pumping la one of the primary culprits. I urge you to withdraw the draft until the cause
of the decline are identified and resclved.

In addition, a revised Environmental Impact Reportf/Study should be drafted that includes
all reascnable alternatives, such as a significant reduction in Delta pumping from curre
levels. A reduction would allow the Bay-Delta ecosystem to be restored

The California State Water Flan has clearly shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand without increaaing pumping if investments are made in urban and
agricultural water conservation and reclamation.

I am concerned that at a time when the San Francisco Bay-Delta ecosystem iz collapaing and

=

nt

Buttom line: Hum population in the state will ever increase, even k nd what the

state's natural resource can aford and at the p 2 of loss of wild ves and ML2-1

environmental preservatlon, as long as the state keeps providing more water. IT IS TIME TO

CONTROL HUMAN POPULATICON GROWTH RATHEN THEN KEEFP DIVERTING WATER FROM THE DELTA.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michaal Lu

12484 De Sanka Avenue

Saratoga, California 95070

1
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

7-SL1

gooocobruins@yahoo.com

Monday, February DG, 2006 10:51 AM
sdip_comments

South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Paul Marshall,
1416 9th Street
Sacramento, Ch

Faul

California De

Dear Marshall, ment

Thank you for the opportur

for the f
the primary culp
identified and rea

The axact
pumping la ocne of
of the decline are

causes

Impac
a significant
Bay=Delta ecosys

In additicon, a revised Environmental
asonable alternati as

A reduction would

=5

allow f

The California State Water Flan has clearly shown
future water demand without increasing pumping if
agricultural water conservation and reclamation.

that

4 ould be a leader in ration ne
= nk you.

Sincerely,

Shelly Leung

400 Dalor . W12

San Franc California 94110

of Water Rescurces,

concerned that at a time when the S5an Francisco Bay-Delta ecosystem iz collapaing and
h populations are in danger of extinction, a plan is being considered that would
ntly incre: the amount : out of the San Fr isco Bay-

W

t Report/Study should be
reduct

investments

ironmental

belng investigated, but Delta

ithdraw the draft until the causes

that includes
from current

rrom

drafted
a pumping

ion in Del
to be resto

the state can meet current and
de in urban and

are ma

5 and natio

Jreat | SL1-1
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

7-DSL

From: d_linkeg@yahoo com

Sent: Friday, February 03, 2006 548 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Praject DEIRS

Paul Marshall, California Department of Water Resources
1416 9th Street ¥ 2Znd Floor
Sacramentoc, Ch 95814

Dear Paul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Study
for the Scuth Delta Improvement Frogram (SDIF).

My wife and I live in the Sacramento area. Our rivers feed the San Francisco Bay-Delta
ecosystem and we are worried. Recent reports prove that too little has been done to DSL-1
guarantes the gquality of water in our river system. Too little has alse been done to

guarantee that an adequate flow reaches the Delta to support flsh populations and protect

our fresh water system from salt water intrusion.

We are concerned that at a time when the San Franciaco Bay-Delta ecocayatem is collapsing
and some fish populaticona are in danger of extinction, a plan is being conszidered that
would significantly increase the amount of fresh water diverted out of the San Francisco
Bay=Delta. The exact causes for the fish declines are still being investigated, but Delta
pumping ia one of the primary culprits. We urge you to withdraw the draft untll the causes
of the decline are ldentified and reaclved.

In additicon, a revised Environmental Impact Report/Study should be drafted that includes
all reascnable alternatives, such as a significant reduction in Delta pumping from current
levels. A reduction would allow the Bay-Delta ec t stored

tem to be £e

The California State Water FPlan has clearly shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand without increaaing pumping if investments are made in urban and
agricultural water conaervation and reclamation.

Thank you.

David and Susan Link
o416 Skydome Ct.
Elk Grove, California 95624-1865

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-177
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

7-JM

From: joshmac2@hatrmail. com

Sent: Tuesday, February 07, 2006 3:59 PM
To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Praject DEIRS

Paul Marshall, California Department of Water Resources
1416 9th Street ¥ 2Znd Floor
Sacramentoc, Ch 95814

Dear Paul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Envirommental Impact Report/Study
for the Scuth Delta Improvement Frogram (SDIF).

I am concerned that at a time when the San Francisco Bay-Delta ecosystem iz collapaing and
some fish populations are in danger of extinction, a plan is being considered that would
significantly increase the amount of fresh water diverted out of the 5an Francisco Bay-
Delta. The exact causes for the fish declines are still being investigated, but Delta
pumping la one of the primary culprits. I urge you to withdraw the draft until the causes
of the decline are identified and resclved.

In addition, a revised Environmental Impact Reportf/Study should be drafted that includes
all reascnable alternatives, such as a significant reduction in Delta pumping from current
levels. A reduction would allow the Bay-Delta ecosystem to be restored

The California State Water Flan has clearly shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand without increaaing pumping if investments are made in urban and
agricultural water conservation and reclamation.

Perhaps rather than 2 rificing the health of the state of California, it woudll be wise

Lo revi rights to water use in California. The times have changed since water was JM-1
prevalent, and thus water users in California should not be able to hold time still simply
because it makes water more expenslive. If water were more expensgive, it iz lilkely that

those who use water would use it more sparingly, and find ways to conserve water. This is

the type of water policy needed in Califormia and throughout the ascuthwest.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joshua McCabe
3080 Woods Clrcole

Davis, California 95616

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
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7-BM1

From: martind2bz2 b@yahoo.com

Sent: Maonday, February 06, 2006 537 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Praject DEIRS

Paul Marshall, California Department of Water Resources
1416 9th Street ¥ 2Znd Floor
Sacramentoc, Ch 95814

Dear Faul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Study
for the Scuth Delta Improvement Frogram (SDIF).

While I have recently relocated from the Bay Area to Mewvada, I still have strong ties to
the region. I am concerned that at a time when the San Francisco Bay-Delta ecoaystem is
collapaing and some fish populations are in danger of esxtinction, a plan is being

onzidered that would significantly lncrease the amount of fresh water diverted ocut of the
Francisco Bay-Delta. Wouldn't this exacerbate the mercury level in Bay fish? The urban|gpm-1
poor rely on Bay fish for a significant portion ot their families' protein intake. They
are already at risk from high mercury levels in Bay fish.

The exact causes for the fish declines are still being investigated, but Delta pumping is
one of the primary culprits. I urge you to withdraw the draft until the causes of the
decline are identified and resolved.

In addition, a revised Environmental Impact Report/Study should be drafted that includes
all reascnable alternatives, such asz a aignificant reduction in Delta pumping from current
levela. A reduction would allow the Bay-Delta ecosysatem to be restored

The California State Warter Plan has clearly shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand without increasing pumping 1f investments are made in urban and
agrlcultural water conaervatlon and reclamation.

Thank you.

Bonnie Martin
P. O. Box 12822
Reno, Mevada 89510

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-179
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7-KM1

From: kathleenmeans@yahoo.com
Sent: Friday, February 03, 2006 2:53 PM
To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Paul Marshall, California Department of Water Resources
1416 9th Street ¥ 2Znd Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Faul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Study
for the Scuth Delta Improvement Frogram (SDIF).

I am concerned that at a time when the San Francisco Bay-Delta ecosystem iz collapaing and
some fish populations are in danger of extinction, a plan is being considered that would
icantly increase the amount ed out of the S5an Francisco Bay-

of fresh water divert
The edact causes for the fish o4 ines are still belng investigated, but Delta
pumping la one of the primary culprits. I urge you to withdraw the draft until the causes
of the decline are identified and resclved.

In addition, a revised Environmental Impact Reportf/Study should be drafted that includes
all reascnable alternatives, = as a significant reduction in Delta pumping from current
levels. A reduction would allow t Bay=Delta ecosystem to be restored

The California State Water Flan has clearly shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand without increaaing pumping if investments are made in urban and
agricultural water conservation and reclamation.

ies which

Alza, much of ti Water 15 cal rnia

are naturally desert. We are suppo ng a ad crops such KM-1

as cotton and cltrus.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kathleen means

1046 10th ave

redwood city, California %4063

1
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

7-KM2

From: mergucss edu

Sent: Sunday, February 05, 2006 9:21 AM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Praject DEIRS

Paul Marshall, California Department of Water Resources
1416 9th Street ¥ 2Znd Floor
Sacramentoc, Ch 95814

Dear Paul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Study
for the Scuth Delta Improvement Frogram (SDIF).

While demand of water in California iz increasing, the means of meeting that demand in

this state has had wrought a staggering amount of environmental damage while unfairly KM2-1
concentrating the benefits of such development and delivering it to a designated few.

Given such a history, it iz critical that we hold ourselves to a higher standard when we
conslder the eaviromnmental impact of all future water development projects in this state.

I am concerned that at a time when the San Francisco Bay-Delta ecoaystem iz collapaing and
gome fish populations are in danger of extinction, a plan is being considered that would
significantly increase the amount of fresh water diverted out of the 5an Francisco Bay-
Delta. The exact causes for the fish declines are still being investigated, but Delta
pumping 18 one of the primary culprits. I urge you to withdraw the draft until the causes
of the decline are ldentified and reaclved.

In additicon, a revised Environmental Impact Report/Study should be drafted that includes
all reascnable alternatives, such as a significant reduction in Delta pumping from current
levels. A reduction would allow the Bay-Delta ec t stored.

tem to be £e

The California State Water FPlan has clearly shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand without increaaing pumping if investments are made in urban and
agricultural water conaervation and reclamation.

Thank you.

Kurt Merg

HC &7 Box 1679

Big Creek Reserve

Big Sur, California 93920

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
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Form Letter Comments

7-PM1

From: pmichelett@aocl.com

Sent: Saturday, February 04, 2006 8:37 PM
To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Paul Marshall, Calif
1416 9th Street 7 Znd

Sacramento, CA 95814

Department of Water Reaocurces

=1

Dear Paul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water R

FOUEC®E,

Thank you for the opportunity to
for the Scuth Delta Improvement

(SDIF) .

ntly increase the amount sh water di ed out of the San

The eaxact causesg for the f
pumping Ia one of the primary culpric
of the decline are identified and rea

eIt

ved.

all reascnable alternatives, =

levels. A reduction would allow

as a significant reduction in Del
Bay=Delta ecosys t

m to be restored

The California State Water Flan has clearly shown that the state can meet
future water demand without increasaing pumping if investments are made in
agricultural water conservation and reclamation.

srvation |

ing of water to

LS

B

lead to the actions necessa

supplles.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Fatrick Micheletti

22510 Murietta Rd

Salinasa, California 93%08-%695

on the Draft Environmental Impact

concerned that at a time when the S5an Francisco Bay-Delta ecosystem iz collapaing and
h populations are in danger of extinction, a plan is being considered that would

ines are still belng investigated, but Delta
I urge you to withdraw the draft until the causes

In addition, a revised Environmental Impact Reportf/Study should be drafted that includes
a pumping from current

isco Bay-

current and
urban and

and

Luture Water Pm-1
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Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-182
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,

and the California Department of Water Resources

7-BM2

From: brian_milten01@yahoo.com

Sent: Friday, February 03, 2006 402 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Praject DEIRS

Paul Marshall, California Department of Water Resources

1416 9th Street 7 Znd Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Paul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental
for the Scuth Delta Improvement Frogram (SDIF).

Impact Report/Study

I am an environmental engineer who specializes in water uality issues and I liwe in Suisun
City on the edge of the California Delta. I am extremely concerned that at a time when the
San Francisco Bay-Delta ecosystem is collapsing and some fish populations (e.g. delta
smelt and sturgeon) are in danger of extinction, & plan is being considered that would
slgnificantly increase the amount of fresh water diverted out of the San Franclsco Bay-
Dalta. The exact causea for the fiash declines are still being investigated, but Delta
pumping has been identified as one of the primary culprits in the declide of the amelt
population. Because of this, I urge you to withdraw the draft until the causes of the
decline are identified and resolved.

| EMZ-1

In addition, a revised Environmental Impact Report/Study should be drafted that includes
all reascnable alternatives, such az a asignificant reduction in Delta pumping from current
lavela. A reduction would allow the Bay-Delta ecoayatem to be restored to healthy lewvels
and create a larger brackish water zone so wital to maintaining a healthy delta.

Form Letter Comments

Bn2-2

The California State Water Pl: early wWn that the state can meet curgent and

future water demand without i (1.1 g pumping if investments are made in urban and

agrleultural water conservation and reclamation. Bealdes, 1f we don't stop thls now, it

may be too late the next time. Leta learn from past mistakes, not repeat them.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brian Milton, F.E.

823 Driftwood Drive

Suisun City, California 24585

1

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-183
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

7-JJ

From:
Sent:
Ta

Su:l:lje-c:t:

Ajordangin. netoom. com

Friday, February 03, 2008 2:57 PM
sdip_comments

South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

South Delta Improvements Program

Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-184

Environmental Impact Report

December 2006

J&S 02053.02



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

7-CW

From: ednaturally@comcast. net

Sent: Friday, February 03, 2006 556 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Paul Marshall, Calif
1416 9th Street 7 Znd
Sacramento, CA 95814

Department of Water Reaocurces

=1

Dear Faul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

on the Draft Envirommental Impact Report/Study
(SDIF) .

Thank you for the opportunity to
for the Scuth Delta Improvement

My husband and I are long-time residents of the Bay Area, and have over the years watched.|ow.q
with concern, the declining health of the Bay-Delta system. We are concerned that at a

time when the 5an Francisco Bay-Delta ’ v ia collapsing and some fish popul:
are in danger of extincrion, a plan i =ing considered that would significantly ir

the amount of fresh water diverted out of the San Francisco Bay=-Delta. The exact causes
for the fish declines are atill being investigated, but Delta pumping is one of the
primary culprite. We urge you to withdraw the draft until the cauaea of the decline are
identified and resolved.

In addicvion, a revised Environmental Impact Report/Study should be drafted that includes
all reasconable alternatives, such a2 a significa reduction in Delta pumping from current
lavels. A reduction would allow the Bay=Delta ecosyatem to be restored

The California State Water Flan haa clearly shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand ] increasing pumping if investments are made in urban and
agricultural water conservation and reclamation.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cam Wolflf
9880 Brunswick Way
San Ramon, Californla 94583

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-185

Environmental Impact Report J&S 02053.02
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Form Letter Comments

and the California Department of Water Resources

7-PL

ucncerncd that in ou

oW that

I am
over-populat

Eish puzd.t... in
slgnificantly ir th
Delta. understand that

inveatigated,
draft until the causes of

In add‘.‘gu,
all reaso
levels.

Apparently the California

ploeff@ispwest com

Saturday, February 04, 2006 1:25 AM
sdip_comments

South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Paul Marshall, Californi
1416 9th Street 7 Znd Flo
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Faul Marshall, Cali

r State, which is already suffering dire consequences of huma
the San ncisco Bay-Delta _ecosystem is collapsing and some | PL-1
danger of extincti ﬁ". a qﬂln¢ considered that wo
e amount of fresh water erted out of the n Franclsco Bay=
the exact causes for the fish declines are still being
one of the primary culprits. I urge you to withdraw the

but Delta pumping is

reduction would I'|-..-p-.—...l.'." allow the Bay=Delta ecozystem o be restored

a Department of Water Reacurces
or
fornia Department of Water Rescurces,
on the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Study

(SDIF) .

the decline are properly identified and reaclwved.

Impac

t Report/Study shou ld be drafted that includes
significa 1T Delta pumping from current

I on I n

State Water Flan has clearly shown that the State can atill meet

current and future water demand without increasing pumping if investments are made in
urban and agricultural water congervation and reclamation.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Peter Loefll
P.O.Boax 390424
Mountaln View, Californla 94039
1
South Delta Improvements Program December 2006

Final Environmental Impact Statement/
Environmental Impact Report

8-186
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

7-KG

From: gumag@sonoma lib.ca us

Sent: Friday, February 03, 2006 3:31 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Paul Marshall, Calif
1416 9th Street 7 Znd

Sacramento, CA 95814

Department of Water Reaocurces

=1

Dear Paul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water R

FOUEC®E,

on the Draft Envirommental Impact Report/Study

KG-1

I am concerned that at a time when the San Franclisco Bay=-Delta ecosystem iz collapsing and
Some h populations are in danger of extinction, a plan 1s belng conasidered that would
gignificantly increase the amount of fresh water diverted out of the San Francisco Bay-
Delta. The exact causea for the fish declines are still being investigated, but Delta
pumping is one of the primary culprits. I urge you to withdraw the draft until the causzes
of the decline are identified and resclved.

In addition, a revised Environmental ct Report/Study should be drafted that includes
all reascnable alternatives, such az a asignificant reduction in Delta pumping from current
lavela. A reduction would allow the Bay-Delta ecosyatem to be restored

can meet current and

: are made in urban and

The California State Water Flan

future water demand b i

th

ural water conservation and

agele

Thank you.

Sincerely,

CAren Guma
O Box 358
valley Ford, California S45%72

]

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-187
Environmental Impact Report J&S 02053.02



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

7-JPM

From: jprmaddax@micde. com

Sent: Saturday, February 04, 2006 6.47 PM
To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Praject DEIRS

Paul Marshall, California Department of Water Resources
1416 9th Street ¥ 2Znd Floor
Sacramentoc, Ch 95814

Dear Paul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Envirommental Impact Report/Study
for the Scuth Delta Improvement Frogram (SDIF).

I am a retired Wildlife Biclogist and life-long resident of California. In my 67 years I
have witnessed serious declines in both the quantity and quality of this state's wildlife
and fisheries habitat .

I am concerned that, at a time when the San Franclsco Bay-Delta ecosystem 1= collapsing
and some fish populationa are in danger of extinction, a plan iz being considered that
would significantly increase the amount of fresh water diverted out of the San Franciasco
Bay-Delta.

The causes for the fish declines are still being investigated, but Delta pumplng is known
to be a primary culprit.

I urge you to withdraw your draft proposal until the causes of the decline are identified
and resclved. I find it remarkable that any plans for pumping of additional Bay-Delta

water would even be considered until all current and pertinent studies regarding Bay—UeltJJPh¥1
habicat decline have been completed and thorouaghly evaluated.

Addiclonally, a revised Environmental Impact Report/Study should be drafted that

incorporatea all reasonable alternatives, including an alternative that significantly

would affect a reduction in Bay=-Delta pumping from current levels. Such a reduction would

allow the Bay-Delta ecocaystem to be reatored

The California State Water Pl: =le shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand without i g pumping if investments are made in urban and
agrlcoultural water conservation and reclamation. I believe restoration of the Bay=Delta toJPM2

it*s highly productive former condition should be Californla's primary goal.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jamea F. Maddox
19867 Phoenix Lake Road
Sonora, California 95370

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-188
Environmental Impact Report J&S 02053.02



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

7-LS

From: retaalf@silcon.com

Sent: Saturday, February 04, 2006 118 PM
To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Paul Marshall, Calif
1416 9th Street 7 Znd

Sacramento, CA 95814

Department of Water Reaocurces

=1

Dear Paul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water R

FOUEC®E,

Thank you for the opportunity to
for the Scuth Delta Improvement

on the Draft Envirommental Impact Report/Study
(SDIF) .

concerned that at a time when the S5an Francisco Bay-Delta ecosystem iz collapaing and
h populations are in danger of extinction, a plan is being considered that would
ntly increase the amount resh water diverted out of the San isco Bay-
The exact causes for the f ines are still belng investigated, but Delta
pumping Ia one of the primary culprits. I urge you to withdraw the draft until the causes

of the decline are identified and resclved. UNFORTUMATELY, THERE IS A TENDEMNCY TO LSrEDF.1L3.1

ENVIRONMENTAL WARNINGS UNTIL IT IS TOO LATE. IT'S ALMOST TOO LATE NOW, 50 FLEASE ACT
RESPONSIBLY.

In addicvion, a revised Environmental Impact Report/Study should be drafted that includes
all reasconable alternatives, such a2 a significant reduction in Delta pumping from current
lavels. A reduction would allow the Bay=Delta ecosyatem to be restored

The California State Water Flan haa clearly shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand ] increasing pumping if investments are made in urban and
agricultural water conservation and reclamation.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Staaf
17 Rellez Valley Rd.
Lafayette, Californla 9454%

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-189
Environmental Impact Report J&S 02053.02



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

7-MS2

From: marysweelersiyahoo.com
Sent: Friday, February 03, 2006 8:57 PM
To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Praject DEIRS

Paul Marshall, California Department of Water Resources
1416 9th Street ¥ 2Znd Floor
=

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Faul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Study
for the Scuth Delta Improvement Frogram (SDIF).

Az a native to the Bay Area with family still living there, I have atrong ties teo its

varied and beautiful envircnment, which is a great scurce of pride and interest for localdpssns.q
and visitors alike. I therefore take note when an aspect of its environment is threatened.

I am concerned that at a time when the San Franclsco Bay-Delta ecosystem iz collapsing and

gome flsh populations are in danger of extinction, a plan 1ls beling considered that would
gignificantly increase the amount of fresh water diverted out of the San Francisco Bay-

Delta. The exact causea for the fish declines are still being investigated, but Delta

pumping is one of the primary culprits. I urge you to withdraw the draft until the causzes

of the decline are identified and resclved.

In addicion, a revised Environmental Impact Report/Study should be drafted that includes
all reascnable alternatives, such az a asignificant reduction in Delta pumping from current
lavela. A reduction would allow the Bay-Delta ecosyatem to be restored

The California State Water Flan
future water demand without i
ageicoul

has clearly shown that the state can meet current and
t ] pumping 1f investments are made in urban and
tural water conservation and reclamation.

-

Thank you.

Sincerely:

Mary Sweeters

2007 Me. Vernon Ave.
Riverside, California 52507

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-190
Environmental Impact Report J&S 02053.02



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments

and the California Department of Water Resources

7-AT

From: arlene@@men.org

Sent: Maonday, February 06, 2006 2:38 PM
To: sdip_comments
Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Paul Marshall, California Department of Water Resources
1416 9th Street ¥ 2Znd Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Faul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

Thank you for the opportunity to coms
for the Scuth Delta Improvement Frogram (SDIF).

Some

icantly increase the amount ed out of the San Fran

all reascnable alternatives, =
levels. A reduction would allow t

Bay=Delta ecosystem to be restored

The California State Water Flan has clearly shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand without increaaing pumping if investments are made in urban and
agricultural water conaervation and reclamation. We encourage the State, citiea and
individuals to invest in water conservation measures in order to preserve our
5L Em.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

arlens Lasgqer

Alblion, California

ent on the Draft Environmental Impact RE‘PCEI’.:’.S'_IJ:.'.Y

I am concerned that at a time when the San Francisco Bay-Delta ecosystem iz collapaing and
fish populations are in danger of extinction, a plan is being considered that would
isco Bay-

of fresh water divert
The edact causes for the fish o4 ines are still belng investigated, but Delta
pumping la one of the primary culprits. I urge you to withdraw the draft until the causes
of the decline are identified and resclved.

In addition, a revised Environmental Impact Reportf/Study should be drafted that includes
as a significant reduction in Delta pumping from current

| ATA

South Delta Improvements Program
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Environmental Impact Report

December 2006
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments

and the California Department of Water Resources

7-LT1

From: trionag@emu. edu
Sent: Friday, February 03, 2006 4:16 PM
To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Paul Marshall, Calif
1416 9th Street 7 Znd

Sacramento, CA 95814

Department of Water Reaocurces

=1

Dear Paul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water R

FOUEC®E,

I would like to take the cpportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact
Report/Study for the Socuth Delta Improvement Program (SDIF).

I am concerned that the plan will increase the amount of fresh water pumped out of S5a
Franciasco Bay-Delta when its ecosystem is collapaing and some fish populations are in
danger of extinction. While I understand that the exact for the fish declines
still being i stigaved, but Delta ng i= o of the primary suspects. I urge yo
reconsl the plan and withdraw the draft wntil the causes of the decline are ldenti
and reaclved.

In addition, a revised Environmental Impact Report/Study should be written that inclu
all reascnable alternatives, = as a significant reduction in Delta pumping from cu
levels. A reduction would allow t Bay=Delta ecosys t

m to be restored

The California State Water Flan has clearly shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand without increaaing pumping if investments are made in urban and
agricultural water conservation and reclamation. We 11 need to do thiz in the long
g0 we should start sooner rather than later -- we will never have encugh water if dem

iz allowed t

to continue to expand.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

169 Park Ave
Felton, California 95018

n

are
i o
fied

des

rrent

LT
and
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

7-LN

From: wnorbyearthlink net

Sent: Friday, February 03, 2006 404 PM

To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Praject DEIRS

Paul Marshall, California Department of Water Resources
1416 9th Street ¥ 2Znd Floor
Sacramentoc, Ch 95814

Dear Paul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Study
for the Scuth Delta Improvement Frogram (SDIF).

Although the following is not my composition, I fully understand that the fragility of th
ecosystem is real and its protection is wvital. The pressure to destabilize this ecosystem LN-1
by commercial interests is constant and I wish to add my voice to those who are committed

to preserve/ restore the health of the San Franclaco Bay and the Sacramento San Jaogquin

Delta. To not do 2o ls profoundly risky in the long run.

I am concerned that at a time when the San Francisco Bay-Delta ecoaystem iz collapaing and
gome fish populations are in danger of extinction, a plan is being considered that would
significantly increase the amount of fresh water diverted out of the 5an Francisco Bay-
Delta. The exact causes for the fish declines are still being investigated, but Delta
pumping 18 one of the primary culprits. I urge you to withdraw the draft until the causes
of the decline are ldentified and reaclved.

In additicon, a revised Environmental Impact Report/Study should be drafted that includes
all reascnable alternatives, such as a significant reduction in Delta pumping from current
levels. A reduction would allow the Bay-Delta ec t stored

tem to be £e

The California State Water FPlan has clearly shown that the state can meet current and
future water demand without increaaing pumping if investments are made in urban and
agricultural water conaervation and reclamation.

Thank you.

Lorraine Morby
12 A Grove 5t
Mill Valley, California 94941
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

7-JW

From: Jessica Warnen@CAMH. net

Sent: Saturday, February 04, 2006 7.05 AM
To: sdip_comments

Subject: South Delta Improvement Praject DEIRS

Paul Marshall, California Department of Water Resources
1416 9th Street ¥ 2Znd Floor
=

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Faul Marshall, Califernia Department of Water Rescurces,

Thank you for the opportunity to coms
for the Scuth Delta Improvement Frogram (SDIF).

THE BAY HAS CERSED TO BE A VIARBLE SHIFFING LANE. GIVEN THE SIZE OF TODAY'S CARGO
THAT IS HOT ABOUT TO CHAMGE. UNDER T
OF WASTE) IN DREDGING THE BARY.

I am alao concerned that at a time when the San Franclsco Bay-Delta ecosystem ls
collapaing and some fish populations are in danger of extinction, a plan iz bein
congidered that would aignificantly increase the amount of fresh water diverted
San Francisco Bay-Delta. The exact causes for the fish declines are still being
investigated, but Delta pumping is one of the primary culprits. I urge you to wi
deaft uncil the causes of the decline are ldentified and resolved.

In addition, a revised Environmental Impact Report/Study should be drafted that
all reascnable alternatives, such as a aignificant reduction in Delta pumping fr

levela. A reduction would allow the Bay-Delta ecosyatem to be restored

The California State Water Pl:

learly that the state can me
future water demand without i e g pump

agrlcultural water conservatlon and reclamation.

| S

rren

investments are made in urban
Thank you.

Sincerely,
Jezsalca Warner

T21 Highland Ave.
Richmond, California %4711

ent on the Draft Environmental Impact RE‘PCEI’..’IS‘LUJY

E CIRCUMSTANCES, THERE IS NO POINT (AND A GREAT DEAL]JW-1

SHIFS,

g
cut of the

thdraw the

includes
o CUrrent

t and
and

South Delta Improvements Program
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-194
Environmental Impact Report

December 2006

J&S 02053.02



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

Responses to Comments

7-SD-1, and 7-LS-1

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

7-KLA-1, 7-CF2-1, 7-CH-1, 7-RW-1, 7-AC-1, 7-KM2-1, and
7-LN-1

The SDIP is intended to balance the needs of the environment with the needs of
the water users south of the Delta. Impacts identified as potentially significant
will be mitigated to a less than significant level to ensure minimal effects on the
environment.

7-AC-2, 7-PE-1, 7-MS1-1, and 7-OH-1

Please see Master Response B, Relationship between the South Delta
Improvements Program and the Pelagic Organism Decline and Master Response
K, Staged Decision Making Process.

7-WD-1, 7-CF1-1, 7-KW-1, 7-RH-1, 7-JK-1, 7-DK-1, 7-CW-1,
and 7-MS2-1

The effects of the SDIP on biological resources, including wildlife, are fully
described in the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR in Chapter 6, which includes impact
assessment for fish, vegetation and wetlands, and wildlife. Where a significant
effect is found to result from implementation of the SDIP, DWR and
Reclamation will implement mitigation measure(s) to ensure that the overall
impact is less than significant.

7-LF-1, 7-WT-1, 7-MS1-2, 7-GS2-1, 7-KS-1, 7-BR-1, 7-LR-1,
7-OH-2, 7-RDH-1, 7-SL1-1, 7-IJM-1, 7-PM1-1, 7-KG-1,
7-AT-1,and 7-LT1-1

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the Draft EIS/EIR.
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

7-AHF-1

DWR and Reclamation have included several agencies as well as the public in
the development of SDIP and alternatives that are intended to improve the
environment, water quality, and water delivery.

7-PJ1-1

DWR Reclamation held several public meetings before and after the release of
the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR. Additionally, the DWR SDIP website contains
information about the project, including a description of the project purpose.

7-PR3-1

The SDIP does not change the zone in which salt water encroaches on the Delta.

7-ML2-1

Reclamation and DWR note your comments regarding controlling population
growth.

7-DSL-1

The SDIP is intended to improve water quality in the south Delta and it does not
change the Delta outflow during periods when it is lowest (September—October).
Additionally, the SDIP does not change the zone in which salt water encroaches
on the Delta. The effects of the SDIP on biological resources, including wildlife,
are fully described in the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR in Chapter 6, which includes
impact assessment for fish, vegetation and wetlands, and wildlife. Where a
significant effect is found to result from implementation of the SDIP, DWR and
Reclamation will implement mitigation measure(s) to ensure that the overall
impact is less than significant.

7-BM1-1

The SDIP does not result in changes in mercury available for fish intake and
would therefore not result in any increased risk to urban poor who rely on the
fish.
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7-KM1-1

The actions included in SDIP do not include decisions on how water south of the
Delta is used.

7-BM2-1

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

7-BM2-2

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the Draft EIS/EIR.

7-JJ-1

The actual increase in diversions that is expected to occur is 3-5% depending on
the operational scenario. (See Section 5.1, Water Supply.) Regarding the effects
that this incremental increase in diversions may cause, see Master Response-
Relationship of SDIP to the POD.

7-JJ-2

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the Draft EIS/EIR.

7-PL-1

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

7-JPM-1

Please see Master Response B, Relationship between the South Delta

Improvements Program and the Pelagic Organism Decline and Master Response
K, Staged Decision Making Process
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7-JPM-2

The SDIP is intended to balance the needs of the environment with the needs of
the water users south of the Delta. Impacts identified as potentially significant
will be mitigated to a less than significant level to ensure minimal effects on the
environment.

7-PMV-1 and 7-PJ2-1

The SDIP is intended to improve water quality in the south Delta and it does not
change the Delta outflow during periods when it is lowest (September—October).
Additionally, the SDIP does not change the zone in which salt water encroaches
on the Delta.

7-JW-1

Dredging proposed for the SDIP is intended to address three separate issues: gate
construction, agricultural diversions, and conveyance for water and fish. The
reason for this dredging and a description of how it will be implemented is
provided in Chapter 2 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR.
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Modified Form Letters 8

Form Letter Comments

8-JP

From: reba@@aitlink. net

Sant: Wednesday, February 01, 2006 5:50 PM
To: sdip_comments

Subject: Web Commert
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Responses to Comments
8-JP-1

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

8-JP-2

Please see Master Response L, Relationship between the South Delta
Improvements Program and the California Water Plan Update 2005.
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Modified Form Letters 11

SDIP Questionnaire  1-26-06 11-SDM
To: Paul Marshall. Stockton Meeting questions

CC: Lester Snow DWR CC: Roger di Fate DBAC
CC John Beuttler, AFG CC; Mike Riehl BBAC

Name : @ C D« F{Epc,{rw{j

Address: 275 | Rgamd biel pA - ﬂ%"&ﬁu*f{ e ZYIrés”

Email: Wﬁ; (e s 1 f sg c::;(e&n{i -.tmif

Please put me on your list and send me the answers to my questions.

1 What is the Master Plan for the Delta estuary 7 You have a multi year plan to put more than 4 dams on the Delta and we
need all the details.

CalFed had a multi year plan are you following that plan, describe it,

We are agents the SDIP and disagres with the increase water flow South 11! What guarantee do the people have that you
only plan to take 5,000,000 galiday out of the Delta 7

rd
3

4 You are pulling salt water into the Delta now how will you contrel the salt intrusion when you are pumping the
additional 5,000,000 gallons ?

5 During the summer months when the water levels are low, how will you guarantee us you will keep the same Flows,
Water levels, water quality, when you are pulling an additional 5,000,000 gal of water from the Delta.

& We are very concerned about the effect this project will have on the our fishery. Do you have any study data on the
effects on the Black Bass, Striped Bass 7

7 The micre organisms in the water that feed our fish are dieing, What is causing this and how will your preject improve

5 this.

& The fisherman have access to the South Delta area now. What guarantee will you provide that will insure a lifetime
access to the Dams area.

g We the people of Northern California request more time to study all the effects the SDIP will have on the Delta, We

request a 3 month extension for the public comments. We request and extension to May 31,2006
10 Provide a list of benefits your project will have an the Delta, water quality, water levels Summer & Winter, Flood
control, Levy stability, Micro organism’s food sousce and Fishery improvements.

. . . { w :
ed fo < 10 € prw - 7 ptssgd "
Ao CLole FTc-e-- fow (Oulul oF Fr Allece a0 f¢ gpepd elfores |an
:\., E :E!EE 1 Ezfﬂfﬁ £es ﬂ!:‘ﬂf.fikl: “E‘F’f.} 1
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Responses to Comments
11-SDM-1

Opening the San Luis Drain is not an element of the SDIP.
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