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Sent by e-mail to sdip_comments@water.ca.gov and U.S. Mail

Mr. Paul Marshall

SDIP EIS/EIR Comments

State of California Department of Resources
Bay Delta Office

1416 Ninth Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: SDIP EIS/EIR COMMENTS
Dear Mr. Marshall:

On behalf of the County of San Joaquin (“County”) we submit the following comments to
the South Delta Improvements Program (“SDIP”) Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”).

The County has serious concerns regarding the SDIP as described in the EIR. First, the
SDIP’s proposed installation of permanent operable barriers must be installed and operated
to provide adequate water quantity and quality at all times to the agricultural water users and
for other beneficial uses located within the South Delta. The project purpose should be
revised to fully mitigate the adverse impacts to the area caused by the export projects, to
meet all existing water quality standards, and to satisfy the needs of all beneficial uses
pursuant to the Delta Protection Act. Rather than operating at a minimal level as currently
addressed in the EIR, the SDIP should be operated to maximize water quality in the channels
in line with CALFED’s goal of continuing improvements in water quality.

The County supports the proposed dredging of Middle River and Old River so long as the
modifications to the impacted agricultural diversions are made to the satisfaction of the local
diverters and that periodic dredging occurs to maintain the optimal operation of the barriers.
The County does not support increased south of the Delta exports associated with pumping
at 8,500 or the Napa Proposition and objects to any linkage between increased pumping and
the barrier program.

In addition, the County has other concerns regarding the impacts of the SDIP on flood
control, on dissolved oxygen issues in the Deep Water Ship Channel as well as the fishery
and recreational resources of the Delta.

The Project Overview provides on page 5 that the temporary barriers project began in 1991
“as an effort to improve the water levels, circulation patterns and fish protection in the South
Delta” and it indicates that the three temporary rock barriers are used “to improve conditions
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for local agriculture.” The Project Overview continues on page 6 that a goal of the SDIP is
“to increase water supplies south of the Delta.” The EIR Executive Summary indicates on
page ES-1 that since 1991, actions have been proposed to “improve water supply for south
Delta agriculture, improve fish protection, and increase the amount and reliability of water
supply for the State Water Project (“SWP”) and the Central Valley Project (“CVP”).

The County does not support any increase in water supplies south of the Delta, especially
until and unless the water supplies and the water quality of the water supplies within the
south Delta used for agricultural and other purposes are improved and protected. Such
export and use of Delta water without the prior satisfaction of the needs of the south Delta
agricultural users would be a direct violation of the Delta Protection Act (Wat. Code. §§
12200 et seq.) and the Watershed Protection Statute (Wat. Code §§ 11460 et seq.). The
SWP must not increase any pumping capacity until such time as the current impacts from the
export pumps are completely mitigated and until such time as the SDIP improvements are
installed and operated in such a manner to demonstrate that the improvements maintain an
adequate water supply and adequate water quality for the agricultural beneficial users within
the South Delta as well as provides adequate safeguards and mitigation to the Delta fishery
resources.

The County is particularly concerned about how the SDIP will be implemented and managed
in such a manner to ensure adequate water quantity, flow and quality in all areas and at all
times in order to provide continued adequate water supply to the agricultural beneficial users
within the South Delta. At present, there is grave concern that barrier operation modeling
results show that this will not be the case. As such, the County adopts by this reference the
comments and concerns provided by the South Delta Water Agency.

The installation and operation of permanent operable barriers must balance and maintain
many differing factors to ensure adequate continued water quality and quantity within the
south Delta channels. Some of the factors that must be considered and maintained include
maintaining adequate water flow within the south Delta rivers, channels and sloughs
including protecting against an accumulation of salts and probable water quality standard
violations due to the limited water flows during certain periods and within all if the South
Delta channels, sloughs and rivers.

In addition, in order to minimize water quality and flow impacts from SDIP on the lower San
Joaquin River below Brandt Bridge, DWR and USBR must commit to providing a minimum
flow on the River through recirculation, exchanges, or other means without any additional
impact on New Melones Reservoir. These agencies should also commit to meeting the water
quality standard at Brandt Bridge with downstream flows and not allow reverse flows on the
main stem of the San Joaquin River to occur. Such downstream flows will provide help in
maintaining the dissolved oxygen levels at the Stockton Deep Water Ship Channel. In
addition, the barriers must be operated at all times throughout the year in order to optimize
the effect of the barriers to improve water quality and quantity throughout the Delta.

The County is also concerned with the actual operable barrier design and the construction of
the facilities along the Delta channels. The EIR is deficient in information regarding the
impact of the barriers on potential flooding in the Delta. DWR must consult with local
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Reclamation Districts and their engineers to fully analyze the flood flow effects of the
barriers. The barriers must be designed to be “flood neutral” as are all other in-water works
in the Delta. Any flood flow restriction is unacceptable in the Delta which is already overly
stressed during flood situations. The design and construction of the operable barriers may
need to include substantial setbacks and levee reconstruction in order to not increase the
flood flow demands within the system.

The installation and operation of the SDIP is a complex proposition. The County requires
that such physical facilities are designed, installed and operated in such a manner to protect
the County’s important beneficial agricultural, fishery and recreational uses. The design and
operation of the SDIP must include adequate mitigation measures and safeguards to protect
these important County resources.

At this time. the complete impacts of the SDIP is still being evaluated by the County and
other interested and affected parties. It is anticipated that additional comments and concerns
will be identified regarding the installation and operation of the SDIP and the County
requests the opportunity to provide such further comments at a later time.

Very truly yours,

DEEANNE M. GILLICK
Attorney at Law

DMG:dmg

cc: Senator Michael Machado
Dr. Mel Lytle
Thomas J. Shephard
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