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
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-103
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

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
Final Environmental Impact Statement/
Environmental Impact Report

8-105

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

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
South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-106
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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

South Delta Improvements Program
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-107
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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

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-108
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

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

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-109
Environmental Impact Report J&S 02053.02
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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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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

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

Form Letter Comments

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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and the California Department of Water Resources

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
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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

South Delta Improvements Program

Final Environmental Impact Statement/

Environmental Impact Report

December 2006
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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

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
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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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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.

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-135
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

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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