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
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7-SL1

gooocobruins@yahoo.com

Monday, February DG, 2006 10:51 AM
sdip_comments

South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S
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Sincerely,

Shelly Leung
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San Franc California 94110
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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
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-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
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-178
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-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
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-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

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-180

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-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
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-181
Environmental Impact Report J&S 02053.02
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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
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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

Environmental Impact Report

J&S 02053.02



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

Form Letter Comments
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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
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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-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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and the California Department of Water Resources

7-PL
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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
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J&S 02053.02



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
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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
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and
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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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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
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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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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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