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Appendix D

Table D-1. Comments Regarding the Scoping Process and the CEQA/NEPA Process

Letter Commenter Name, Comment Text

Number  Affiliation

52 Margo Robbins Voicemail request to hold a meeting in northern California near Redding, Hoopa or Eureka area.

61 Janice Gloe Please do not make decisions that cause long term destruction for short term profit!

79 Will Harling As someone who has worked and fought alongside first Nations to restore the Klamath and Trinity
Mid Klamath Watershed Council  Rivers in California, [ am deeply insulted that your scoping meetings do not facilitate feedback from

the people most impacted by this deeply flawed plan. The closest meeting to the North state is
Sacramento on Feb. 3rd, a seven hour drive from where I live on the Salmon River. I respectfully
request you host a meeting to gather public input on this plan in Redding or Yreka, CA.

87 Jaclyn Shaw How do we hear results of the local scoping meetings? Do you have research from M. Jeffries,
Business data institute, at University of Pacific Stockton; or San Joaquin (County) Farm Bureau?
LET’S SAVE THE RIVERS and FOOD CROPS, for the county agricultural economy to USA and the
world, not temporary jobs for more soil salinity. Drought makes more drought. Any tunnel is
counterproductive and ignorant, if not asinine

87 Jaclyn Shaw Please hold a meeting at a Lodi winery or the county administration building. We practice regional
responsibility. [ do not believe most locals have seen the planned map!!! Thanks. Comments are to
be submitted by March 20. What more will we learn to share with you by then? Please allow an
added comment, if we have hearsay. Thanks for Scoping...

184 Gary Graham Hughes Comment expresses concerns for the northern portion of California, specifically the Trinity area
related to water supply and ecological needs. Comment also requests additional scoping meeting in
the north state area.

269 Jeff Durbin Make sure there is plenty of transparency and room for an independent whistle blower hotline.

370 Dr. Jeff Michael The FAQs for this NOI says that economic and cost considerations will be considered after the
University of the Pacific, project is selected. That's inconsistent with the best practices. It's inconsistent with your own
Eberhardt School of Business guidelines.

484 Raven Stevens Thank you for bringing the meeting up north. You must continue to hold meetings up here so the
We Advocate through public can participate. And it might make it easier for some if you actually went up to Yreka so they
Environmental Review didn't have to drive an extra hour and a half.

(WATER)
485 Atta Stevenson The California Indian Water Commission hereby supports the Hoopa youth who valiantly

California Indian Water
Commission

campaigned for a public scoping forum that will allow Northern California residents traditional
practitioner, fishing people, families and businesses to publicly voice our concerns.
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538 Dr. Jeffrey Michael
University of the Pacific,
Eberhardt School of Business

Appendix D

Another problem is that rushed last minute project changes can occur when financial problems
finally emerge that do not receive adequate scrutiny. We certainly saw both of these problems with
the twin-tunnel WaterFix. Another serious problem with this backwards approach is that it makes it
easy for a project proponent to make claims and promises to operate in an environmentally friendly
way in a report, just to get environmental approval and permits to build it. Feasibility analysis can
tell you whether those promises are likely to be kept, or whether the operation of a facility like the
tunnel is likely to be changed later in response to financial needs as well as economic and political
pressure. Like a politician who makes promises they won't keep while they are trying to get elected,
DWR appears to be making environmental promises they can't keep to get their permit to build.
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539 Michael Brodsky
Save the California Delta
Alliance

Appendix D

The major premises of the project are to mitigate sea level rise due to climate change and to
mitigate the risk of levee failure due to earthquake risk. The rationale is that by moving the point of
diversion upstream, the incremental effects of salt water intrusion into the south and central Delta
due to continuing sea level rise, and the potential for abrupt salt water intrusion due to levee
failure, will be mitigated because the point of diversion will be far enough upstream to remain in
fresh water--despite significant incursion of salt water into the Delta (whether over time due to
climate change or suddenly due to catastrophic levee failure). This approach abandons the south,
west, and central Delta to salt water intrusion and seeks to protect export water supplies by moving
the point of diversion to the far north out of reach of salt water intrusion. However, it ignores the
fact that a fundamental purpose of the SWP is to prevent saltwater intrusion into the Delta. “One of
the major purposes of the projects was containment of maximum salinity intrusion into the Delta.
By storing waters during periods of heavy flow and releasing water during times of low flow, the
freshwater barrier could be maintained at a constant level.” (United States v. State Water Resources
Control Bd. (1986) 182 Cal.App.3d 82, 107.) With sea level rise as an omnipresent increased source
of salt water intrusion, diverting Sacramento River inflow upstream of the south and central Delta,
and reducing through-Delta freshwater flows, is antithetical to the purpose of the SWP. It is also
antithetical to the dire need for more seaward flow in order to reverse the catastrophic decline of
the Delta ecosystem now in progress. In the words of former United States Environmental
Protection Agency Regional Administrator and current Secretary of the California Environmental
Protection Agency, Jared Blumenfeld, “existing freshwater diversions and significantly diminished
seaward flows have played a significant role in precluding the recovery of Bay Delta ecosystem
processes and declining fish populations.” (August 26, 2014, Letter from USEPA Administrator Jared
Blumenfeld to National Marine Fisheries Service Administrator Will Stelle, p.2.) The only logical,
and legally sound, approach to the problem is to increase the capacity for through-Delta freshwater
flows in order to enhance the ability to push back anticipated increased saltwater intrusion and at
the same time address the ongoing ecosystem crisis. Reducing water withdrawals for export is the
optimal response to provide more water for critically needed in-stream seaward flow. “[T]he
condition of the Delta’s watery ecosystem, as measured especially by the population of wild salmon
and other native fishes, has gone critical. The list of causes begins, but does not end, with all those
water withdrawals, a kind of tax that leaves the system in a condition of chronic drought.” (Delta
Plan, p. ES-2.)

541 Deirdre Des Jardins
California Water Research/Delta
Defenders

There are also fundamental issues that, contrary to CEQA guidelines § 15063, the initial study
information used for determination of intake sites and tunnel corridors in the Notice of Preparation
has not been provided with the Notice of Preparation. The Notice of Preparation only refers to the
previous WaterFix project, for which all project approvals were withdrawn on May 2, 2019(p.
9.)The Department of Water Resources has withdrawn all WaterFix project information from
publication on the internet, so none of it is available for public inspection or reference in preparing
scoping comments.
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541 Deirdre Des Jardins
California Water Research/Delta
Defenders

Appendix D

It is clear that the decision to push forward with CEQA scoping during the pandemic is related to the
schedule for engineering design work for the Delta Conveyance, under DWR’s Joint Exercise of
Powers Agreement with the Delta Conveyance Design and Construction Authority (DCA.) In January
0f 2019, the DCA signed a $93 million Engineering Design contract signed with Jacobs Engineering,
and a $75 million contract signed in January 2019 with Fugro for Geotechnical services for the
WaterFix project. In spite of withdrawal of all approvals for the WaterFix project, engineering
design work has been proceeding under the WaterFix project engineering contracts since May of
2019.On June 12, 2019, North Delta Cares, Delta Defenders, and other Delta community-based
groups sent a letter to DWR Director Karla Nemeth requesting that DWR withdraw DWR’s
authorization to commence work on the project. The Department of Water Resources stated in
response: Neither the Department of Water Resources (DWR) nor the Delta Conveyance Design and
Construction Authority (DCA) is continuing work on that project or currently performing any new
planning based on the previous WaterFix approvals.

541 Deirdre Des Jardins
California Water Research/Delta
Defenders

But it has become clear that both DWR and the DCA are performing new planning based on the
previous WaterFix project approvals. In December of 2019, the Delta Conveyance Design and
Construction Authority met with a panel of international tunneling contractors to do an
Independent Technical Review of the proposed Delta Conveyance Project. For the project
specifications, the DCA gave the panel a copy of the July 2018 WaterFix Conceptual Engineering
Report. Although the Independent Review Panel found that the main tunnel alignment for the
WaterFix project was impractical and recommended that it not be studied further, that alignments
in the Notice of Preparation as the Central Delta Corridor. Under supervision of the Department of
Water Resources, the Delta Conveyance Design and Construction Authority has also been
conducting a Delta stakeholder engagement process to consider the Delta Conveyance engineering
design being developed by the DCA. In November 2019, the DCA appointed 16 Delta stakeholders to
a Delta Stakeholder Engagement Committee. The members represented a broad range of Delta
interests, from Delta businesses to sportfishing, recreation, environmental justice, and aquatic and
terrestrial NGOs. Each committee member was tasked with receiving information on the proposed
Delta tunnel project design and conveying the information to their respective stakeholders, and
conveying feedback on the proposed design to the DCA.
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541 Deirdre Des Jardins
California Water Research/Delta
Defenders

Appendix D

In presenting information to the DCA’s Delta Stakeholder Engagement Committee on the choice of
intake sites, the DCA’s Engineering Manager Phil Ryan referred to the previous WaterFix project:
DCA conducted a detailed site investigation. It is important to understand that DCA conducted its
own detailed analysis and also utilized information compiled by the Fish Facility Technical Team
(FFTT) for the previous WaterFix project. The FFTT was comprised of the fish regulatory agencies,
consultants and other interested people who helped evaluate the river for potential intake sites.
The FFTT identified, analyzed and then made conclusions on site locations. DCA reviewed their
information to ensure understanding of their methodology, but then re-evaluated using new
information such as the State’s underwater river mapping conducted last summer. All of this
information was used to re-evaluate and verify the potential intake sites...Based on evaluation of all
of these factors, five candidate sites emerged. These are the same sites identified in the previous
project... All of the intakes are compatible with either corridor option in the NOP. The DCA’s
engineering design processes was clearly based on information from the WaterFix project. At the
same meeting, the DCA’s Executive Director, Kathryn Mallon, also stated: ...the State Department of
Fish & Wildlife, the U.S. of Fish & Wildlife Service and the National Marine Fisheries Service are the
primary drivers for identifying constraints and siting criteria for these intakes. The SEC’s meeting
minutes also record that the DCA was relying on California Department of Fish and Wildlife
approvals for the previous project: Ms. Whaley asked if the Department of Fish and Wildlife (DFW)
completed a CEQA process for their decision for the WaterFix project as to where the intakes would
go? Ms. Buckman said there was a siting study to consider intake locations. DWR led the CEQA effort
as the lead agency. DFW completed an incidental take permit related to that application, but all of
these have been withdrawn at this point.
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541 Deirdre Des Jardins
California Water Research/Delta
Defenders

Appendix D

The three WaterFix sites described by the DCA’s Engineering Manager Phil Ryan are the same as
those shown in the Notice of Preparation. During the February 12, 2020 Delta Stakeholder
Engagement Committee meeting, Delta Stakeholder Engagement Committee member Karen Mann
asked if the Delta Stakeholder Engagement Committee should also be considering different sites for
the intakes. The response is recorded in the February 26, 2020 meeting packet: Ms. Marquez
reminded members the scoping process is currently underway. If there are suggestions related to
alternatives such as alternative locations for the intakes, that comment can be submitted as a
scoping comment. There are quite a few constraints that determined what intakes were listed in
NOP. The constraints that determined “what intakes were listed in the NOP” are not in the Notice of
Preparation. On February 26, 2020 Lindsay Liebig, the Delta agriculture representative to the Delta
Stakeholder Engagement Committee, asked if project alternatives that came out of the CEQA
scoping process would be given the same consideration as options developed by the Design and
Construction Authority and presented to the SEC. This was the response, as recorded in the March
11, 2020 SEC meeting packet: Ms. Liebig asked if the alternatives that come out of the CEQA process
based off of scoping comments will be given the same consideration as the options being presented
to the SEC. It would be a huge disservice to not give as much consideration to the alternatives
suggested by local residents as is being given to the plans discussed in SEC meetings. Ms. Buckman
said all alternatives suggested during scoping will be analyzed for their ability to meet the project
objectives and/or reduce environmental effects, which determines which alternatives will move
forward for further analysis in the EIR. An entire suite of alternatives has already been proposed
through scoping comments. Those alternatives suggestions will be narrowed down through the
analysis process and included in the EIR for analysis at a similar level of detail.

567 David Abelson

These scoping comments request that DWR broaden the scope of its EIR to include a west-side
“Fremont Weir/Yolo Bypass Alternative,” as presented in further detail below.

574 Philip Merlo
San Joaquin Historical Society &
Museum

To what extent will the DWR and State of California examine the project under the lens of the Equal
Protection Clause in the Fourteenth Amendment of the US Constitution? The clause states that no
state shall “deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the law.” Under
modern-day interpretation of this constitutional clause, the enforcement of laws must not lead to
inequality of opportunity. If a rational basis review is performed under judicial auspices, and the
construction and operation of a single tunnel is shown to lead to an inequality of opportunity
between Delta communities and communities receiving water exports derived from the tunnel, will
the DWR and State of CA cease and desist project operation?

598 Bill Emlen
Solano County

Depending on future changes to the Project to meet management goals and to the extent these
future actions have not been analyzed, future environmental review would be required.
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Patrick Porgans
Porgans & Associates

Appendix D

Before the DWR is allowed to pursue this single-tunnel vision, it should be thoroughly scrutinized
by the Legislature Analyst Office and undergone an independent financial audit of the entire
financing of the SWP, since its inception to date, to do anything less would be a disservice to the
people of California. PIA is prepared to assist anyone interested in pursuing these
recommendations, and, more importantly, to hold the DWR accountable for its unlawful practices.

610

Henry Kuechler
Reclamation District No. 2060

Reclamation Districts within the Delta incorporate by reference its prior comment letters, as well as
comments submitted by North State Water Alliance and North Delta Water Agency. Those
commenters comments are likewise incorporated by references herein.

612

Warren Bogle
Reclamation District 150

Reclamation Districts within the Delta incorporate by reference its prior comment letters, as well as
comments submitted by North State Water Alliance and North Delta Water Agency. Those
commenters comments are likewise incorporated by references herein.

619

Bob Panzer

Conduct due diligence to make fully informed decisions about the future Delta tunnel.

635

Jim Rich

My comments are from the perspective of an Economist. Other economists have pointed out the
folly of the current schedule for the Delta Conveyance Project (DCP) planning studies, which has a
Benefit-Cost Analysis and a Financial Analysis for the proposed DCP done after a preferred
alternative for the DCP has already been selected. That seems backwards to me, and appears to not
follow DWR’s own guidelines on the subject, as stated in Guidance for Development of a State-Led
Feasibility Study [DWR, Final Draft, DEC 2014]. Page 26 states: “The most efficient way to prepare
environmental documentation may be to initiate the process in the second half of the feasibility
study process or immediately after the feasibility study is completed, when alternatives are clearly
formulated and analyses and adequate information are available to informatively discuss the
project and its impact and benefits to the stakeholders.” My comments on the NOP focus on a few
important problems or weaknesses with that document that are related to economics, and which
have received little attention in recent discussions on the wisdom of a proposed large single-tunnel
DCP.

637

Osha Meserve
Local Agencies of the North
Delta

The Draft EIR must also describe actions by other agencies to carry out the project, including“[a] list
of related environmental review and consultation requirements [found in] federal, state, or local
laws, regulations, or policies. To the fullest extent possible, DWR must integrate CEQA review with
these related environmental review and consultation requirements.” (CEQA Guidelines, § 15124,
subd. (d)(1)(C); see also CEQA Guidelines, § 15006, subd. (i).)

692

Mark Goble

Disgusted with process so far. The original Scoping “workshop” locations were limited to one Los
Angeles meeting and a handful of Northern California meetings. Native Americans, who value this
State’s salmon and rivers far more than most Californians, were completely ignored until public
outcry convinced you folks to schedule a Redding meeting.

692

Mark Goble

[ am appalled by the D.W.R.’s decision not to suspend this process until the Corona Virus Pandemic
has ended.
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696 Deborah Duenas [ am requesting that all “public processes” for the Delta (Tunnel) Conveyance project planning be
put on hold during the COVID 19 pandemic.

715 Daniel Wilson Reclamation Districts within the Delta incorporate by reference its prior comment letters, as well as

Reclamation District 3 comments submitted by North State Water Alliance and North Delta Water Agency. Those
commenters comments are likewise incorporated by references herein.

724 Harvey Correia RD 2067 incorporates by reference its prior comment letters, as well as comments submitted by

Reclamation District 2067 North State Water Alliance and North Delta Water Agency. Those commenters comments are
likewise incorporated by references herein.
730 Reclamation District 551 Reclamation Districts within the Delta incorporate by reference its prior comment letters, as well as
comments submitted by North State Water Alliance and North Delta Water Agency. Those
commenters comments are likewise incorporated by references herein.
745 Sierra Club of California, The NOP also evidences apparent intention to violate the Delta Reform Act and California’s public
AquAlliance, California Water trust doctrine, in the course of evading consideration of obvious and required alternatives that
Impact Network, California would protect California’s rivers and restore freshwater flows through the San Francisco Bay-Delta
Sportfishing Protection Alliance, Estuary (Delta) by reducing exports. The Delta is in a state of crisis. The crisis and CEQA require no-
Center for Biological Diversity, Tunnel alternatives.
Environmental Water Caucus,
Planning and Conservation
League, and Restore the Delta

748 Santa Clara Valley Water District ~Valley Water encourages DWR, the Newsom Administration, and the federal government to quickly
(SCVWD) resolve their differences regarding the long-term, coordinated operations of the SWP and CVP, and

find a path forward for Reclamation and CVP contractors’ participation in the Proposed Project.
753 S. Dean Ruiz NOP Introduction, paragraph 2, "Federal agencies with roles with respect to the project may include

Central Delta Water Agency and
South Delta Water Agency

approvals or permits issued by the Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) ... " Reclamation does not
have any decisions or permits to issue for the project and therefore has no standing in the project
unless it opts to become a Delta Conveyance Project Proponent (co-owner).
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753 S. Dean Ruiz
Central Delta Water Agency and
South Delta Water Agency

Appendix D

NOP Introduction, paragraph 2, "DWR will prepare an EIR that includes relevant NEPA information
where appropriate.” It is at the discretion of the Federal NEPA Lead Agency to determine who will
prepare the EIS, not DWR. The NEPA Lead Agency may choose to accept or not accept analysis
prepared in coordination with the preparation of a joint EIS/EIR document or it may chose to
conduct its own entirely independent EIS, solely at their discretion. DWR claims it will prepare
information for the EIS (without agreement from the NEPA Lead Agency), but it has already violated
the NEPA requirement for equal level of effort (including information collection and analysis) for all
alternatives by initiating an effort to collect additional geologic core samples along its Proposed
Project conveyance corridor with no consideration or equal effort applied to alternative conveyance
routes or alternative to the tunnel conveyance. If the NEPA Federal Lead Agency agrees to conduct a
joint EIS/R document with DWR, after the NEPA Alternatives Scoping and selection process is
completed, an equal level of effort in collecting geologic information (and all other information)
must be applied to all other alternatives.

753 S. Dean Ruiz
Central Delta Water Agency and
South Delta Water Agency

NOP Introduction, paragraph 2, "Once the role of the federal lead agency is established ... " The role
and authority of the NEPA Lead Agency are statutorily defined so it is already established and the
federal nexus requiring an EIS are clear as identified in the first comment in this section. The federal
Lead Agency must be one that has is dependent upon information developed in the EIS to support
decision making in issuing permits for the project. In the first comment in this section we identify
that Reclamation has no decision making or permits in the process and that there are three federal
agencies that would have to issue permits to the project in order for it to potentially proceed.
USFWS and NOAA Fisheries both would have one permit to issue and USACE would have 2 or more
permits to issue. USFWS and NOAA must prepare a Biological Assessment (BA) as part of their
Section 7 ESA authority. They may take EIS information (or not) and will conduct their own
analyses of listed species impacts in their Biological Assessment (BA) document. This mandatory
Section 7 ESA document makes the information requirements of the USFWS and NOAA Fisheries
less critically dependent upon the EIS than the USACE requirements which are entirely dependent
upon decision making information provided in the EIS. The BA document is independent of the EIS
so it falls upon the USACE as the appropriate NEPA Federal Lead Agency to conduct the EIS to make
all EIS preparation decisions relevant to developing information to support their permit decision
making needs.

753 S. Dean Ruiz
Central Delta Water Agency and
South Delta Water Agency

NOI Introduction, paragraph 2, " ...federal lead agency will publish a Notice of Intent to formally
initiate the NEPA process.” The CEQA NOP and NEPA NOI will have different dates for their
environmental baselines due to DWR's lack of federal agency coordination of public notifications for
the project. This dis-synchronous environmental baseline will unnecessarily complicate the EIS/R
analyses and document. DWR should reissue the NOP at the same time as the NOI so the baselines
are compatible to avoid unnecessary over-complication of the EIS/R.
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754 William L. Martin

Appendix D

The NOP as drafted excludes numerous areas of concern. These missing sections are required by
either statute or judicial decisions. Therefore, the NOP itself is wholly inadequate to begin the
drafting of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (“Draft EIR”).

754 William L. Martin

The Draft EIR Must Make CEQA-Required Full Environmental Disclosure Related Processes. The
Draft EIR must accomplish full environmental disclosure pursuant to CEQA, meaning the Delta
Reform Act mandate to reduce, not increase, reliance on the Delta in meeting California’s water
supply needs must be set forth front and center when preparing responsive alternatives. The
danger to public health posed by worsening harmful algal blooms in the Delta and other adverse
water quality impacts exacerbated by the proposed project must be disclosed and assessed. To fully
comply with CEQA, the Delta Reform Act, and the Governor’s Executive Order N-10-19 (the Draft
Water Resilience Portfolio), the Draft EIR must disclose and analyze all significant upstream and
downstream impacts as well as all cumulative impacts and growth inducing impacts of the Project.

754 William L. Martin

DWR Must Analyze the Impacts of Providing Water to the Entire Project. Pursuant to CEQA, an EIR
“must assume that all phases of the project will eventually be built and will need water, and must
analyze, to the extent reasonably possible, the impacts of providing water to the entire proposed
project.” (Vineyard Area Citizens for Responsible Growth, Inc. v. City of Rancho Cordova (2007) 40
Cal.4th 412, 431.) Moreover, “[t]he future water supplies identified and analyzed must bear a
likelihood of actually proving available; speculative sources and unrealistic allocations (“paper
water”) are insufficient bases for decision-making under CEQA.” (Vineyard Area Citizens, 40 Cal.4th
at 432.) Thus, the inventory and assessment in the water resilience portfolio required by the
Governor’s Executive Order N-10-19 are also the types of information required by CEQA to be in an
EIR. The Draft EIR must provide this information regarding water needs and the impacts of taking
the water. Speculative sources and unrealistic allocations (“paper water”) are insufficient bases for
decision-making under CEQA.

759 Dante ]. Nomellini, Jr.
Central Delta Water Agency

The CDWA joins in the comments submitted by the South Delta Water Agency on the instant NOP
and on DWR and USBR’s NOPs for prior iterations of the instant project, which for the most part are
still directly applicable to the instant NOP. The CDWA also hereby incorporates by reference the
following comments the CDWA submitted on those prior NOPs: - CDWA’s May 14, 2009 comments
entitled, “Comments on the Department of Interior's Notice of Intent to Prepare (Dated February
13, 2009), and the CA Department of Water Resources' Notice of Preparation of (Dated February 13,
2009), an EIS/EIR for the Bay Delta Conservation Plan.” - CDWA’s May 19, 2009 comments entitled,
“Scoping BDCP NOI 74FR7257 (Feb. 13, 2009) and NOP State Clearinghouse No. 2008032062 (Feb.
13,2009).” (Copies of those comments are attached hereto as Enclosures No. 1 and 2, respectively.)
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Joshua Grover
California Department of Fish
and Wildlife

Appendix D

CEQA requires that information developed in environmental impact reports and negative
declarations be incorporated into a database which may be used to make subsequent or
supplemental environmental determinations. (Pub. Resources Code, § 21003, subd. (e).)
Accordingly, please report any special status species and natural communities detected during
Project surveys to the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB).The CNNDB field survey form
can be found at the following link:
http://www.dfg.ca.gov/biogeodata/cnddb/pdfs/CNDDB_FieldSurveyForm.pdf. The completed form
can be mailed electronically to CNDDB at the following email address: CNDDB@wildlife.ca.gov. The
types of information reported to CNDDB can be found at the following link:
http://www.dfg.ca.gov/biogeodata/cnddb/plants_and_animals.asp.

800

Joshua Grover
California Department of Fish
and Wildlife

The Project, as proposed, would have an impact on fish and/or wildlife, and assessment of filing fees
is necessary. Fees are payable upon filing of the Notice of Determination by the Lead Agency and
serve to help defray the cost of environmental review by CDFW. Payment of the fee is required in
order for the underlying project approval to be operative, vested and final.

824

Christine Ellis

California residents should have the right to vote on major project proposals along with operating
parameters. Collecting opinions should be the starting process.

900

Richard Smart

When we deliberate, regarding the issue of the Delta Conveyance Project, we must veer off from
political division. We are treading on a vital area of California lands which serves all of life. This
riverine system which comprises the Sacramento River and it’s Delta is the very source and
sustainer of the Great Central Valley of California. This world of land and water is like a heart,
delivering vital resources to the body of the state. Please base all decisions about the future of this
‘Heart of California’ on careful deliberation collaboratively, with respect of maintaining a pristine
natural and agricultural landscape.

908

Susan Ludwig

No changes should be made without starting over, getting all environmental impact and scientific
studies done before any work begins. The people living in the Delta area need protections against
this hijacking of the water, as well as being put under the stress of the impending construction and
the noise, dirt and congestion which will surely follow. NO TUNNELS.

909

Donald Ludwig

Since they want to make substantial changes to their plan they need to go through the permit
application process starting at square one. Just the same as having a permit to add a 2000 sq ft
addition to your home, then changing the plans to demolish the old home and replace it with a new
9000 sq ft structure with 7 bedrooms and 9 bathrooms, and wanting to do that on the same original
bedroom building permit.
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953 Jan McCleery

Normal EIRs are not 30,000-40,000 pages. Typically, they are several hundred pages. San Diego
County, for example, won't accept an EIR more than 100 pages (excluding tables, attachments, and
appendices). Even if there are hundreds of pages per alternative considered, the documents should
attempt to be efficient and readable. Most CEQA guidelines also state that extraneous and "filler"
material must always be omitted from EIRs. Hopefully we will not receive another massive,
unreadable document!
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Table D-2. Comments Regarding Participation in the EIR/EIS Process

Letter Commenter Name, Comment Text
Affiliation
20 Bill Emlen This letter is written on behalf of the County of Solano ("County"), which may be a responsible
Director, Department of agency pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") (Pub. Resources Code, §
Resource Management, Solano 21000, et seq.) with respect to the project described in the California Department of Water
County Resources' ("DWR") January 15, 2020 Notice of Preparation of Environmental Impact Report For The
Delta Conveyance Project ("NOP").
23 Ryan Hernandez This letter is written on behalf of the County of Contra Costa ("County") and the Contra Costa County
Contra Costa County Water Water Agency ("Water Agency"), which will be responsible agencies pursuant to the California
Agency and County of Contra Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") (Pub. Resources Code,§ 21000, et seq.) with respect to the
Costa project described in the California Department of Water Resources' ("DWR") January 15, 2020 Notice
of Preparation of Environmental Impact Report For The Delta Conveyance Project ("NOP").
24 William Burke This Office represents the County of Sacramento ("COUNTY"), which will be a responsible agency
County of Sacramento pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") (Pub. Resources Code, § 21000, et
seq.) with respect to the project described in the California Department of Water Resources' ("DWR")
January 15, 2020 "Notice of Preparation of Environmental Impact Report For The Delta Conveyance
Project” ("NOP"). This letter is only for the purpose of describing COUNTY'S role as a responsible
agency pursuant to CEQA Guidelines sections 15082(b) and 15103.
24 William Burke COUNTY will be a responsible agency for the Project, at a minimum, with respect to the following
County of Sacramento discretionary approvals: Sacramento County Zoning Code approvals for ancillary facilities including,
but not limited to, "access roads, barge unloading facilities, concrete batch plants, fuel stations [and]
mitigation areas ... " (See NOP, p. 3.) Grading permits pursuant to Sacramento County Code, Chapter
16.44, for ancillary facilities. Permit(s) and reclamation plan(s) pursuant to the Surface Mining &
Reclamation Act (Pub. Resources Code,§ 2710 et seq.).
25 Alexandra McCleary The proposed project is located outside of Serrano ancestral territory and, as such, SMBMI will not be
San Manuel Band of Mission requesting consulting party status with the lead agency or requesting to participate in the scoping,
Indians development, and/or review of documents created pursuant to legal and regulatory mandates.
30 J. Mark Myles This letter is written on behalf of the County of San Joaquin (County). which will be a responsible

County of San Joaquin

agency pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Pub. Resources Code. § 21000.
et seq.) with respect to the project described in the California Department of Water Resources
(DWR) January I 5, 2020 Notice of Preparation of Environmental Impact Report For The Delta
Conveyance Project (NOP).
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County of San Joaquin

Appendix D

Preliminarily. it appears that discretionary County Zoning Code approvals may be necessary for
facilities including, but not limited to, access roads. barge unloading facilities. Concrete batch plants,
fuel stations and mitigation areas. Additionally, grading permits may be necessary. The County also
has approval authority over geotechnical exploratory drilling, boring and construction of water wells
and mitigation monitoring wells, road and highway encroachment permits, and building permits,
which are typically ministerial.

50 Michael Tognolini Given that the Project will require a discretionary approval from EBMUD to cross the Mokelumne
East Bay Municipal Utility Aqueducts ROW, EBMUD is a responsible agency for the Project. See CEQA Guidelines Section 15381
District ("For the purposes of CEQA, 'responsible agency' includes all public agencies other than the lead
agency which have discretionary approval power over the project.")
55 Phillip Pogledich This letter is written on behalf of the County of Yolo (“County”), which may be a responsible agency
County of Yolo pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) (Pub. Resources Code § 21000, et
seq.) with respect to the project described in the California Department of Water Resources’ (“DWR”)
January 15, 2020 Notice of Preparation of Environmental Impact Report For The Delta Conveyance
Project (“NOP”).
80 Dante John Nomellini Sr. These comments are submitted on behalf of Reclamation Districts 548, 404, 684 2023, 2024, 2027,

Reclamation Districts 548, 404,
684, 2023,2024, 2027, 2037,
2038, 2039, 2040, 2041, 2065,
2072,2113 and 2117

2037,2038, 2039, 2040, 2041, 2065, 2072, 2113 and 2117. Each of the districts has Reclamation
Works consisting of levees, drainage canals and drainage pumping plants. Some have irrigation
facilities. RD 2023 operates a cable ferry owned by San Joaquin County, RD 2041 owns and operates
a landing craft, and RD 2027 owns and operates a bridge. Each District is governed by a Board of
Trustees which controls said works. "Water Code section 50652 Control over works and affairs of
district The board shall exercise general supervision and complete control over the construction,
maintenance and operation of the reclamation works, and generally over the affairs of the district."
Actions which modify, utilize or adversely impact the reclamation works require permission from
the impacted district typically in the form of a permit agreement.

132 Joe Smithonic
Contra Costa County Flood
Control and Water Conservation

We recommend the project sponsors request that the appropriate environmental regulatory
agencies, such as the USACE, the State Department of Fish and Wildlife, and the State Regional Water
Quality Control Board, explore the permits, special conditions, and mitigation that may be necessary

District for construction within the project area.
140 Daniel Muelrath Provide sufficient time (minimum of 6 months) for public consumption of the draft EIR.
Diablo Water District General
Manager
(Sent on behalf of DWD Board of
Directors)
146 Rachel Huang We demand that the Department of Water Resources listen to the voices of the most impacted
communities and that the right decision will be taken.
151 Felice Pace Please keep me informed.
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153 Charles Wilson SCWC has organized a coalition of more than 300 organizations statewide that stand in support of a
Southern California Water Delta Conveyance solution. The full list can be viewed here: https://www.socalwater.org/supporters.
Coalition We are always available for collaboration and discussion, and to bring water leaders and experts
from across our region and the state together.

154 Jacklyn Shaw Could you please inform us/me of pending due dates for written comments and public comments
against any Terminous tunnel? In particular, it is horrifying to have a Terminous tunnel plan, in Lodi
school district area and with recreational marinas. That plan would be 12 miles from Lodi City Hall
and Stockton. Such a dust-kicking, empty tunnel is ignorant. It ignores the elected Delta Coalition
with Supervisors of five Delta counties. They all wrote and signed that any tunnel would be
devastating to the five Delta counties. Over 100 to 200 fresh food crops are grown in San Joaquin
County, 2/3 the Delta. (Informed Californians already voted against any water exports from NorCal,
around 1982.)

192 Christine Huttinger One-tunnel has the same problems as the two-tunnel project had. The extensive negative impacts of
this project tare not openly being discussed or understood by shareholders.

192 Christine Huttinger Importantly, as a homeowner who lives on the Sacramento River, has dealt with DWR for years my
experience with DWR have been dismal.

220 Stacy Sebring [ am upset there have not been more meetings up North.

220 Stacy Sebring Please extend the scoping period.

229 Dr. Tom Williams Please provide a two-week extension to the public comment period.

230 Michael Brodsky Please extend the scoping period.

Save the California Delta
Alliance
231 Osha Meserve Please extend the scoping period.

Local Agencies of the North
Delta
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Again, DWR had to play catch-up during the DCP Notice of Preparation process. Tribal cultural
resources were included in the NOP as an issue area for the draft EIR to address, but DWR failed to
schedule a public meeting about scoping issues in northern California where affected Indigenous
tribes reside. After fourteen years of planning some kind of new Delta conveyance facility (twenty-
five when one includes the CalFED process), it was beyond belief and unconscionable to Indigenous
peoples of northern California and to us that all seven planned meetings announced in the NOP were
to be held in Sacramento and points south. After realizing this error, DWR scheduled a new scoping
meeting in Redding (E1 Pom) March 2nd. Over 200 people from seven tribes attended to oppose the
new DCP and ask why Trinity River had been omitted from the NOP’s map and from proposed
project flows. No other meaningful references to 16northern California Indigenous tribes appeared
in the NOP, even though they will be directly and indirectly affected by new DCP construction and
operation.

WAPA requests active and regular communication throughout the process, particularly if a facet of
the project will require a decision or action on WAPA's part. Coordination with WAPA throughout the
environmental process is appropriate and necessary to ensure that any action taken by WAPA to
construct, remove, replace, install, acquire land, acquire easements, perform environmental reviews,
etc. associated with the WAPA transmission system in support of the DCP project is covered under
the DCP environmental documents and project description (including required mitigation).

244 Gerald Robbins
Western Area Power
Administration

247 Jeffrey Kightlinger

Metropolitan Water District of
Southern California

Met is a potential Responsible Agency under CEQA for this project and the Department and the EIR
should acknowledge this status. CEQA defines a Responsible Agency as one, other than the lead
agency, “which has responsibility for carrying out or approving a project”. The CEQA Guidelines
expand that definition: “the term ‘responsible agency’ includes all public agencies other than the lead
agency which have discretionary approval power over the project.” (CEQA Guidelines 15381). The
SWC and DWR are currently exploring potential amendments to the SWP contracts to allocate the
costs and benefits of a Delta conveyance facility. The potential discretionary decision to approve new
contracts or provide funding for a Delta conveyance project qualifies the SWP contractors such as
Met as potential Responsible Agencies. As a potential Responsible Agency under CEQA, Met should
have an enhanced role in consulting with DWR on the scope and the contents of the Draft EIR.
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Provide Scoping Summary Report within 60 days of closing Scoping period and provide monthly
online updating of the draft SSR. Environmental Manager’s Report Contact: Carolyn Buckman, DWR
Environmental Manager Date: March 19, 2020 Item No. 10c Subject: Environmental Manager’s
Report Summary: The Department of Water Resources (DWR) is conducting scoping to begin the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process to analyze a single-tunnel solution to
modernizing and rehabilitating the water distribution system in the Delta. Provide Public with a
standard Definitions/Glossary of terms used and their numerical use. Provide definitions and
quantification of specific terms: practical, feasible, reasonable, and adequate. Provide Publicly
Accessible information through direct WWW-links, appendices, and responses to Scoping comments.
Provide dictation in an appendix or direct link via DWR webpages involving any “personal
communications” references. Provide all footnotes to be included in a bibliography or list of
references, with appropriate linkages for direct Public access. Provide Qualifications of all
“Preparers” and their corporate affiliations for 2010-2021. Provide a separate summary with web-
links to sources for all specific details provided by agencies within 60 days of closure of Scoping,
including scopes, significant issues and impacts, reasonable and unreasonable alternatives, and all
mitigations, monitoring, reporting recommendations, and responsibilities.

248 Tom Williams

Provide clarification regarding the Scoping for this Project (DC) and an unexpanded Scoping for
other projects.

248 Tom Williams

Provide definitions and clarification for use of vague terms used throughout the NOP, such as: will
also involve, likely requiring, may include, anticipated..NEPA compliance, relevant NEPA
information, once established, federal lead agency vs Lead Agency, and if appropriate. Provide clear
and thorough definitions, numerical ranges, and specific quantified terms for: More reliably capture,
Water during and after storm events, Protect existing supplies, Threats, Climate change, Sea level rise
(averaged, HHT and LLT), Earthquakes (RM -1 - 7, 0.1 - 0.5 G), Pursuing, and Local supply resiliency
projects Provide clear and thorough clarified glossary and definitions, numerical ranges, and specific
quantified terms for: “Background information”, DW Roundtable, Conveyance, “Major issues facing
the Delta”, Levees, Flood protection, Water quality, Farmland preservation, and Invasive species.
quality, farmland preservation and aquatic invasive species. Provide clear and thorough clarified
glossary and definitions, numerical ranges, and specific quantified terms for: Opportunities and
“Other permits and environment review processes”. Provide clear and thorough clarified glossary,
listings, and definitions, background document links, numerical ranges, and specific quantified terms
for: List of all SWP contractors, current allocation and future allocation with 7500cfs, Cost Allocation
Methodology, Assess, potential, associated, Reasonably foreseeable potential, Contract modifications,
and Preliminary contract negotiations. Provide clear and thorough clarified glossary and definitions,
numerical ranges, and specific quantified terms for: Cost estimates, B/C Analysis, Financial Analysis,
and Operations.
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Withdraw and revise current CEQA documents (NOP, IS, and Assessment of Significance) and
recirculate as combined EIR/EIS with appropriate state and federal documents. As indicated below,
provide the inclusive document for Public Scoping Review and Scoping.

251

Loren Rhodes

Will California’s key water agencies, yours among them, conduct thorough, factual, and honest
outreach to all communities, especially environmental justice and disadvantaged communities in
their service areas regarding the costs of proposed projects and water outcomes?

252

Sherri Venezia

My position “advocates for local Delta stakeholders to ensure that they have a direct impact on water
management decisions affecting the water quality and well-being of their communities, and water
sustainability policies for all Californians. We work through public education and outreach so that all
Californians recognize the Sacramento-San Joaquin Bay Delta as part of California’s natural heritage,
deserving of restoration. We fight for a Delta whose waters are fishable, swimmable, drinkable, and
farmable, supporting the health of the San Francisco Bay-Delta Estuary, and the ocean beyond. Our
coalition envisions the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta as a place where a vibrant local economy,
tourism, recreation, farming, wildlife, and fisheries thrive as a result of resident efforts to protect our
waterway commons.”

255

Sandy Rhodes

Will California’s key water agencies, yours among them, conduct thorough, factual, and honest
outreach to all communities, especially environmental justice and disadvantaged communities in
their service areas regarding the costs of proposed projects and water outcomes?

261

Regina Chichizole

Are you planning to have any meetings north of Sacramento? There are no meetings scheduled in the
part of the state, and a lot of people from Redding and Trinity River areas are very concerned.

262

Regina Chichizole
Save California Salmon

[ am fairly insulted that there are no north state meetings on this. There was also very few north
state meetings on the water portfolio, and the fact that the water portfolio prioritizes the tunnel in
the Sites Reservoir with -- and then the hearings are going forward before the comment period even
ends on the water portfolio kind of shows that our voices really don't matter. The governor is moving
forward in the way that he wants, and he's not prioritizing the fish and he's not prioritizing the north
state. He's only prioritizing water brokers, because truthfully, the cities are saving water. It's the
people who are selling water that want these projects.

268

James Dunlap

There should be a meeting in the North State. You've seemingly scheduled these meetings for the
beneficiaries of the south state that will get water and nothing for those adversely affected in the
north state. That needs to be remedied.

269

Jeff Durbin

Hold a meeting in the north state.

271

[saac Kinney

You need to hold a meeting in the north state because the project will impact indigenous peoples.

279

Margaret Robbins

[ request that you go further north to get comments from the people who live along the Trinity and
Klamath Rivers, because this does affect us.

280

Bob Saunders

[ feel the public interest has not been taken seriously and there have been many, many meetings that
have taken place behind closed doors.
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280 Bob Saunders Sit down with the tribes to consult on the project
286 Roberto Valdez [ encourage everybody to get involved in this project.
295 Connor Everts Hold a scoping meeting in the north state.
Environmental Water Caucus

303 Robert Hunter Trust is an essential component in this effort. I've heard in Northern California people say, "You can't
Municipal Water District of trust DWR because they won't enforce export restrictions.” And in Southern California I've heard,
Orange County "You can't trust DWR to manage $273 million of other people's money."

319 Tom Williams Requested extension of the 032020 deadline which was not responded to or given. See attached for
other comments. Comment letter includes attachment.

326 Orion Camero Now, I've -- as you can hear from everyone that has spoken, I feel like everyone said a piece of this
massive beautiful mosaic of this community that says no to this project, and that you actually listened
to folks that are directly impacted for us to create the solutions.

327 Jasmine Delafrost And [ hope that we can also - like if we look around this room, there's a lot of young people and other
people who are not here today, and that we do come back to make sure that those who live in our
communities and those who are most impacted are in the part of the conversations. I know that
you're here today, obviously, to do that. But that we do it again to meet with more folks. And there's
people in the room who want to ensure that young people and families that aren't represented in this
room today are here at this conversation.

335 Jane Wagner-Tyack It is significant that no public hearings or scoping meetings have been scheduled until just now, north

League of Women Voters of San  of the Delta in the Trinity, Klamath, and Sacramento River watersheds. And, as Ms. Barrigan clearly
Joaquin County pointed out, the Trinity and Klamath watersheds are not necessarily all that close to Redding.

338 James McGraw Anyways, what I've looked at and I've been hearing all around everybody is everybody is saying not
to build these tunnels. Yet, like other people are mentioning, you guys have it set in your heads that
oh, we're building the tunnels. We're going to hold this little thing to look like we're doing something.
Record it as proof and evidence that we did something. But we're still going to pass this because
we're the government.

338 James McGraw But this entire time, I just notice you guys don't care. And the entire time, you're taking all of this
documented information and you're making this big old scene like you guys care. But, really, you're
not going to do anything. ['ve lived on the Delta for seven years and just turned eighteen. But ['ve
seen enough out there to know that you guys just don't care about it.

342 Darius Waiters [ just wanted to share my thoughts on the tunnels with a little poem I wrote: "And yet again, the Delta

and its people have been overlooked, disregarded, stepped upon from people that don't even care to
know who they're stealing from.
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345 Barbara Barrigan Parilla You had the map up, figure two of the NOP. The project runs from Trinity County to the Mexican
Restore the Delta border. If that's the total impacted area of the project, [ am curious why there isn't a scoping meeting
in Trinity, because it takes two to three hours to get from Trinity County to Redding. Why isn't there
a scoping meeting in San Diego where you have rate payers paying the highest rates of water in the
state? And why weren't there scoping meetings for East L.A., Compton, South Central L.A., Maywood,
Downey and Paramount, are other environmental justice brothers and sisters in California.
365 Brian Dawson Is there a legally mandated timeline as to when you are supposed to release both the scoping report
Sierra Club of California and also the Draft EIR?
372 Mary Elizabeth My question was also about the scoping summary report, the formulate, the project development
report, and then the technical report. So there's going to be a number of associated technical reports.
And I just wanted to make sure that all of those intermediary reports will be available to the public
before the DEIR.
392 Katja Irvin There needs to be more public input along the way. Not just the Environmental Impact Report but
other things. I mean, more input into the environmental issues than the Environmental Impact
Report.
394 Mariah Looney We're extremely concerned that there are no scoping meetings planned for the environmental justice
communities in Fresno or in southeast L.A.
Restore the Delta
404 Dr. Steven White There is a real need for technical expertise, and we can't see any of it. Any of it. And we won't see it
until you give us the Draft EIR, which was then too late. So I'm encouraging you to open up the
process so that experts can help you.
482 Chief Sisk There needs to be a better process where you are meeting with people's questions. You know, this --

Winnemem Wintu Tribe

this meeting is unacceptable when you can't allow all the speakers to talk. Another meeting should
be scheduled when you come across a community that has this many concerned citizens about the
water issues. When will the questions asked at these meetings, because I've been to several, be
answered? And how will they be answered. So far none of my questions have come up with an
answer. No one has come back to me and said oh, we took that comment that you made and we found
out about it. But see this water here, this is from Mount Shasta, and we are the people who pray for
that water, and that water goes all the way to LA and San Diego. And so these things need to be
considered when you're taking our cards, taking our notes. How are you going to get back to us, and
you need to reschedule a meeting here.
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[ am a central California resident and deeply concerned about the Water Conveyance Proposals that
are continuing to be put forth without the ability of residents to participate. I happen to be stuck in
Hawaii ( I know, I get very little sympathy about this). None the less, |, like many others are not able
to get back and participate in this process due to COVID policies and restrictions put forth by various
governments and common sense. Your continued actions, without taking into account the real impact
on the people involved during these unique times, are counter to public interest, the public process
and full transparency. I urge you to delay any further actions until this crisis is over. It is highly likely
that any actions you take during this time will be deemed an illegal process in a court case.
Government restrictions on travel, both federal and California, have prohibited the public
participation and full due process in these activities and as such, your Department can not take
advantage to streamline and fast track or even "business as usual” your functions at the expense of
those citizens directly affected. Please revise your process to take this into account until we are over
the crisis.

503

Michael Brodsky
Save the California Delta
Alliance

The notice of preparation defines the range of alternatives. It's been written to exclude everything
except Delta Conveyance. So the major decisions have been made before you go to these scoping
meetings, but we're going to insist that you study non-tunnel alternatives.

521

Mike Moran
Big Break Visitors Center

Invited the project team and meeting attendees to the Big Break Visitors Center to see the area and
learn about issues in the Delta.

527

Keri Richards

Is there anything that anyone here can say that will change the course of the mission? I hope you take
and evaluation the information people have given tonight (at the scoping meeting).

532

Carla Sign

Who are the decision makers for this project that DWR will be consulting with on alternatives?

540

Cheryl Madrigal
Rincon Band of Luisefio Indians

The Rincon Band is concerned that due to COVID-19 Tribes are prevented to more actively
participate in consultation to express their concerns regarding the Delta Conveyance Project. Many
Tribal Historic Preservation Offices have closed, or key staff put on furlough, making it impossible for
Tribes to attend(virtual) meetings. The Band understands that DWR has extended some of the
comment periods, however, we recommend to pause the project and enter into meaningful
consultation with the local Tribes at a later time. This proposed project will have huge impacts on
local tribal communities and DWR should postpone consultations until the COVID-19 crisis is under
control.

540

Cheryl Madrigal
Rincon Band of Luisefio Indians

The Rincon Band reserves its right to continue to fully participate in the environmental review
process and to review and submit additional information during the public review process.
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Please accept this letter on behalf of the Delta Defenders in response to the requirement that scoping
comments be submitted despite the ravages of the COVID-19 pandemic crisis. The Department of
Water Resources (DWR) has been asked by the Delta Protection Commission, Delta Counties, Delta
residents, Delta business owners, Delta community-based organizations, Tribal representatives,
fishing and non-governmental organizations to pause Delta tunnel planning processes that require
public participation due to the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic. We, Delta Defenders, sent a letter
to DWR Director Karla Nemeth on March 16 calling for a pause in Delta tunnel stakeholder
engagement processes. We cited the effects of the pandemic on Delta Counties, Delta Cities, Delta
legacy cities, Delta legacy communities, Delta businesses and Delta residents. On April 7, the Delta
Counties Coalition sent a letter to Natural Resources Secretary Wade Crowfoot requesting that Delta
Conveyance Project planning and engineering design processes that require Delta stakeholder
engagement be put on hold. That letter states in part: “The Delta Counties Coalition (DCC)
respectfully requests that you direct the Department of Water Resources (DWR) to pause all Delta
Conveyance Project planning and engineering design processes that require Delta stakeholder
engagement during the COVID-19 crisis, until the public can fully participate. We request you ask the
Delta Conveyance Design and Construction Authority (DCA) to pause its processes that require
public participation, including Stakeholder Engagement Committee meetings, so that the Delta tunnel
engineering design can be informed by meaningful public input. We also ask that you direct DWR and
other resource agencies to extend public comment periods by at least 45 days beyond the end of the
declared emergency. “ On April 9, Restore the Delta sent a similar request to Governor Newsom. The
requirement for Delta stakeholders to submit scoping comments during a national and state public
health emergency and a major disasters yet another example of DWR’s attempt to rush forward with
this project in blatant disregard for Delta stakeholders’ deeply disturbing and is directly contrary to
the policy of the state as enacted by the legislature in Public Resources Code 21000 et. seq. Public
Resources Code section 21002 states in part “The Legislature finds and declares that it is the policy
of the state that public agencies should not approve projects as proposed if there are feasible
alternatives or feasible mitigation measures available which would substantially lessen the
significant environmental effects of such projects, and that the procedures required by this division
are intended to assist public agencies in systematically identifying both the significant effects of
proposed projects and the feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures which will avoid or
substantially lessen such significant effects.” (underlining added.) Delta stakeholders must submit
comments during the scoping comment period, but are unable to participate in scoping due to the
COVID-109 crisis. As a result, they will be denied the opportunity suggest feasible alternatives to be
studied in detail as part of the CEQA process. This has created a sham CEQA process and raises
fundamental issues of abuse of discretion. Setting the deadline for scoping comments in the middle of
a pandemic defeats the very purpose of scoping comments.
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Deirdre Des Jardins
California Water Research/Delta
Defenders

Appendix D

But Delta stakeholders are affected by the shutdown, and have almost no capacity to meet with
engineers or other technical experts and consider or develop alternatives for the intake sites. By
constraining consideration of alternatives to those submitted during scoping, DWR continues with
the same disregard it has demonstrated since the onset of the pandemic. This is a time of dire crisis.
It is a time for administrative flexibility, not rigid disregard for the communities most affected by the
Delta tunnel planning process. The actions of DWR are the antithesis of equity and fairness expected
of governmental bodies and are an abuse of discretion.

541

Deirdre Des Jardins
California Water Research/Delta
Defenders

We ask that the Department of Water Resources cure this deficiency by providing full and complete
disclosure of all studies and other technical information used in determining the intake sites and
tunnel corridors in the Notice of Preparation, and providing an opportunity for Delta stakeholders to
submit suggestions for alternatives to be considered as part of the EIR and part of the engineering
design process, 45 days after the end of the current public health emergency.

542

Bruce Campbell

Despite it being very clear that one of the three “geographic regions” which is to be examined in the
DEIR is the “upstream from Delta” area, yet not only is “environmental justice” never mentioned in
the Notice of Preparation, but there were no initial plans for any hearing north of Sacramento on
scoping for the DCP’s forthcoming EIR. Apparently some prodding eventually resulted in just one
hearing north of Sacramento - in Redding - an area known as a place for environmentalists to be
beaten up after hearings (if what I heard when living in northern California in the late 1980s is any
indication). Excuse me, your choice of a hearing site was still pretty far away from the main
concentrated land and water-based indigenous tribes of the Trinity - Klamath watershed! Also, a
number of coastal areas of the state tend to be populated with those who have more environmental
stewardship tendencies, and [ will point out that the North Coast area with its concentration of both
native peoples and environmentalists was not granted a hearing despite the serious impacts of what
raiding more Trinity River water for the Central Valley means for the largest watercourse /
watershed in the region which is the Klamath - Trinity River watershed system with species
implications extending into the Pacific Ocean as well.

551

J. Mark Myles
County of San Joaquin

DWR must conduct a transparent and thorough environmental review of the project’s numerous
potentially significant impacts.

552

Nicole Suard
Snug Harbor Resorts

Please define the role of DWR and DWR consultants. Based upon DWR website, that agency is
supposed to protect drinking water quality for all Californians, not just counties and corporations
that comprise the membership of State Water Contractors. During the California Waterfix hearings,
DWR provided ample legal resources to promote the desire of the State Water Contractors, and no
legal resources to protect the needs and rights of Californians not included int he State Water
Contractors sphere of service. Funding for legal representation, computer modelers, scientists and
witnesses should be provided by the state to protect the interests of the rest of DWR’s responsibility
area.
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552 Nicole Suard Please make sure that all reports, computer modeling, maps and data are presented in human-
Snug Harbor Resorts readable format for persons who do not have special software programs or expensive computers.
Please provide the baseline data for all computer modeling in a format accessible to the general
public. As much as possible please provide the reports and data in the various languages most
commonly utilized in the Delta region, so that all potentially affected local persons can be able to
read and understand the DWR/SWC proposal and impacts.
552 Nicole Suard Please provide easily comprehendible graphics which are correctly labeled for important data. For
Snug Harbor Resorts example, for each waterway in the Delta, baseline data and graphics should be provided which
indicates the minimum amount of flow that will continue in each of those waterways for every day of
the year, or at a minimum monthly. Provide actual daily minimum flows, not averages. There should
be comparative data showing minimum flows year-round prior to 1998 for an average flow year,
compared to the diversions that have been allowed the last 10to 15 years, compared to the proposed
remainder flows under a new conveyance project.
555 Jeffrey P. Sutton We are hopeful that the Project proponents will look to improve on the past unsuccessful efforts on
Tehama Colusa Canal Authority  this Project, and instead attempt to address the shortcomings and concerns of stakeholders and
potentially affected parties upfront to shape this effort in way that could garner broader support.
Such an effort will require early and often opportunities to review detailed plans and operations
during the development phase of this effort to achieve that goal.
559 Rev. Dr. Richard Stinson Please extend the scoping period until after the novel coronavirus pandemic has impacted the Delta
Livingston United Methodist Community.
Church
569 Karen Mann It appears that SEC group was set up just as a PR stunt to show that you are listening. However, ARE
Save the CA Delta Alliance YOU listening??? The Delta Business Community is VERY MUCH against the construction of the
proposed tunnel through the natural resource which is precious to the State of California historically
as well as a good support of the natural ecology of the area. Birds, fish, wildlife, farmers, ranchers,
marinas, campgrounds, fishermen, hunters, families enjoy and thrive due to the presence of the
California Delta.
598 Bill Emlen In a letter dated February 14, 2020, the County, as a Responsible Agency, provided comments to
Solano County DWR within 30 days of the NOP pursuant to CEQA Guidelines sections 15082, subdivision (b) and
15103. The comments provided in this letter are to supplement those other comments
600 Lucas Brown [ write to encourage a stay on the Delta tunnel decision processes during the Covid crisis, recognizing

the immense difficulties it is creating for all peoples, but particular those of Indigenous communities.
In order to respect their voices it is critical that they have consultation and presence in any decision
regarding the Delta Tunnel. Recognizing the challenges of the stay at home orders, any fast tracking
of this project would be detrimental to their needs and inevitably be harmful to all of us. Within your
powers I strongly encourage you to postpone any movement on this project until equitable
representation can be present.
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Patrick Porgans [ Associates (PIA) was an active participant and respondent on all of the
aforementioned proposed projects. PIA attended countless meetings and submitted endless reams of
written comments providing documentation as to why each of those “alternative” proposals/plans
were doomed to fail. In the process, like so many other participants, PIA had to expend and
inordinate amount of time, years of our lives, and an immeasurable sum of our own funds to
participate in the process. While DWR and SWP contractors paid a portion of the cost for these
endless studies and ineffective plans and programs, the bulk of the billions-of-dollars expended have
and will continued to be paid for by Californians from the state’s General Fund.

619

Bob Panzer

Conduct thorough, factual, and honest outreach to all communities, especially environmental justice
and disadvantaged communities in their service areas regarding the cost of the proposed project and
water outcomes.

620

Mark Pruner

On Behalf of Residents and
Members of the Clarksburg
Community

Conduct substantive consultation, including disclosure and discussion of all alternatives and
mitigation measures for the Project, with the Clarksburg Community, land use agencies, special
districts (such as the reclamation and fire districts) and advisory bodies which represent the
Residents, each of the Residents, and the Clarksburg Community, and each significant part of the
Clarksburg Community.

621

Susan Simpson

[ heard that you are trying to hold meetings during this coronavirus epidemic! Sure seems like you
are trying to sneak something past, while everyone is distracted with this crisis!

627

Nichelle Garcia

Suspend project activity because the public’s ability to participate and have a voice in this project has
been drastically stilted by the COVID-19 pandemic. To proceed via teleconferencing or online
meetings would be inherently inequitable and discriminatory, especially toward communities who
are coincidentally the largest stakeholders.

627

Nichelle Garcia

As required by the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous People, the Department of Water
Resources must seek out the free, prior and informed consent of the tribes before greenlighting this
project.

629

Mary Elizabeth
Sierra Club of California — Delta
Sierra Group

We appreciate that the Department of Water Resources (DWR) engaged extra outreach for the
scoping meetings; however more is needed for a project of this scope. Environmental Justice, Human
Right to Water, and Affordability are areas which require more focused outreach and analysis. The
DWR should be preparing white papers that provide information to stakeholders to evaluate initial
findings, including the analysis behind those findings, so that when the DEIR is complete,
stakeholders have had an opportunity to become educated and provide relevant comments. Special
consideration and analysis should be prepared for the disadvantaged communities within the area of
construction.

629

Mary Elizabeth
Sierra Club of California - Delta
Sierra Group

Will California’s key water agencies, including DWR conduct thorough, factual, and honest outreach
to all communities, especially environmental justice and disadvantaged communities in their service
areas regarding the costs of proposed projects and water outcomes during the development of the
DEIR?
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637 Osha Meserve As an initial matter, LAND objects to DWR’s failure to extend the comment period on the NOP, given
Local Agencies of the North that the state is essentially shut down right now with the COVID-19 pandemic. Notably, planning for
Delta the Delta Conveyance Project is not part of essential work as defined in the Governor’s COVID-19
orders, and the public processes around it should be paused until it is possible for the public to
meaningfully engage. In any case, DWR must fully analyze the environmental impacts of the project
in its Draft Environmental Impact Report(“EIR”)for the project.
638 Carol Moon Goldberg It is significant that no public hearings have been scheduled north of the Delta in the Trinity and
League of Women Voters of CA Klamath watersheds on which the Central Valley Project (CVP), which is identified in the Notice of
Preparation (NOP) as a potential beneficiary, relies. For the Sacramento River watershed, a scoping
meeting was added in Redding only in response to public pressure. Even in areas where the
Stakeholder Engagement Committee is actually being asked to engage, actions like predetermination
of Delta tunnel intake locations— and assumption of the inevitability of a tunnel conveyance—
inappropriately deprive the committee of meaningful input.
664 Roberto Valdez Please add me to your contact list of DCP Stakeholders.
668 Jacklyn Shaw Where is AVAILABILITY of Conveyance map/ options to public news? Residents, rural and urban, are
not aware of the DELTA MAP PLANS? Why not?
674 David Guy Sacramento River Basin water resources managers encourage the Administration and project
Northern California Water proponents to collaborate with them on a solution for modern Delta conveyance that does not
Association redirect impacts (water supply, environmental and financial) to the Sacramento River Basin, thus
avoiding impacts to the region’s special mosaic of farms, cities and rural communities, fish, birds, and
recreation. To achieve these objectives, it will be essential to demonstrate how the Central Valley
Project and State Water Project can be operated to support modern Delta conveyance, the co-equal
goals, and protecting the Delta as a place--while continuing to serve multiple beneficial uses in the
Sacramento River Basin and promote regional water sustainability for all of these beneficial
purposes.
675 Terrie Mitchell In addition, DWR must not repeat the error made with WaterFix in assuming, without evidence or
Sacramento Regional County analysis, that an undefined operational protocol for the Delta Conveyance Project intakes will be
Sanitation District capable of mitigating Delta Conveyance Project impacts. As it prepares the draft EIR, DWR should
consult with Regional Sa non both the appropriate methodology for impact assessment and to
determine whether there are feasible means of avoiding impacts to SRWTP operations.
679 Chris Lish Please do NOT add my name to your mailing list.
686 Mark Goble It is therefore unreasonable for you to expect Public Commentary to be made on the Tunnel Project.

In fact, it is beyond unreasonable, and makes one believe another “fast one” is being pulled off by the
“water people” again.
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This letter is submitted on behalf of the Delta Counties Coalition (“DCC”), a coalition of elected
members from Contra Costa, Sacramento, San Joaquin, Solano, and Yolo counties. As the majority of
the Project footprint is within the lands and waters within the Delta, DCC members request to be
duly informed of project developments and remind the Department of Water Resources (“DWR”) of
the counties’ roles as responsible agencies. DCC has spent the past decade advocating for genuine
Statewide water solutions that support all communities, and is correspondingly disheartened by
DWR'’s decision to proceed with a Delta tunnel, instead of more cost-effective and environmentally-
friendly alternatives.

697 Delta Independent Science
Board

On behalf of the Delta ISB, we write with two goals: (1) to invite a DWR representative to attend a
future meeting of the Delta ISB to discuss the process and timeline for our review of the EIR
documents for the Delta Conveyance Project. The Delta ISB leadership sees tremendous opportunity
in having the Delta Conveyance Project leadership attend one of our meetings early in the
development of the EIR documents, so we can discuss the best approaches for providing scientific
review of the EIR documents for the Delta Conveyance Project, as required by the 2009 Delta
legislation. Because several members of the Delta ISB will be rotating off the Delta ISB at the end of
August2020, it would be advantageous for representatives from DWR to attend a Delta ISB meeting
either in August when both existing and new members of the Delta ISB will be meeting or during fall
2020 after new Delta ISB members have begun their terms.

698 Steve Lambert
Butte County Board of
Supervisors

Butte County hopes that the DCP will not follow the failed attempts of the BDCP and California
WaterFix. Butte County actively engaged in the BDCP and WaterFix processes and offered
construction recommendations over the course of its development. The Butte County Board of
Supervisors submitted comments on the BDCP Scoping Document (May 14, 2009), requested the
formation of a Local Issues Group (March 30, 2010), and commented on the BDCP Public Release
Draft (December 14, 2010). On July 25, 2012, the state and federal agencies released documents
describing their preferred plan for BDCP. The preferred plan did not address the concerns previously
submitted by Butte County. On August 14, 2012, the Butte County Board of Supervisors adopted a
Resolution of Opposition to the BDCP. Butte County’s list of concerns with the BDCP/WaterFix is
more than legal technicalities; the failures would have led to actions that would have ultimately
damaged the regions’ economy, environment and community. Unfortunately, the previous
administration ignored every suggestion offered by Butte County and intended to move forward with
little regard to legal requirements or mitigating impact. We applaud Governor Newsom for putting
an end to the WaterFix project. As DWR begins the new Delta Conveyance Process, we implore DWR
to avoid the flawed path of the BDCP/WaterFix.
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698 Steve Lambert The EIR for the DCP must comply with State water law and fully assess the environmental and
Butte County Board of socioeconomic impacts, including those in the northern Sacramento Valley. If the actions of the DCP
Supervisors would result in damage to the region’s economy, environment and communities, the Butte County
Board of Supervisors would vehemently oppose the DCP and will consider taking appropriate means
to protect the County’s economy, environment and communities. However, we remain hopeful that
the DCP represents a new approach to address water supply reliability and ecosystem restoration in
the Delta.
701 North Coast Rivers Alliance, DWR’s refusal to relax the April 17, 2020 comment deadline despite statewide shelter-in-place
Institute for Fisheries restrictions on the public is irresponsible. DWR should have delayed work on this Project indefinitely
Resources, Pacific Coast in recognition of the emergency conditions unleashed by the Covid-19 pandemic.
Federation of Fisherman'’s
Associations, San Francisco Crab
Boat Owners Association, Save
California Salmon, Winnemem
Wintu Tribe
701 North Coast Rivers Alliance, DWR's analysis of the proposed Project, its alternatives, and measures to mitigate its significant
Institute for Fisheries impacts must also include the information necessary for responsible agencies to conduct their own
Resources, Pacific Coast review of the Project. Habitat and Watershed Caretakers v. City of Santa Cruz (2013) 213 Cal.App.4th
Federation of Fisherman’s 1277,1305.
Associations, San Francisco Crab
Boat Owners Association, Save
California Salmon, Winnemem
Wintu Tribe
701 North Coast Rivers Alliance, CEQA requires DWR to consult with any California Native American tribe that requests consultation

Institute for Fisheries
Resources, Pacific Coast
Federation of Fisherman'’s
Associations, San Francisco Crab
Boat Owners Association, Save
California Salmon, Winnemem
Wintu Tribe

and that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project.
PRC§§ 21084.2, 21080.3.1. The Winnemem Wintu Tribe is such a tribe, as it is traditionally and
culturally affiliated with land and resources within the Project area (NOP 6-7) and thus its cultural
resources may suffer such impacts. This consultation is necessary to determine whether the Project
"may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource.”" PRC§§
21084.2 (quote) 21074 (defining tribal cultural resource). The Winnemem Wintu Tribe's traditional
cultural practices along the McCloud River, and its historical, spiritual, and subsistence relationship
to the McCloud River Chinook salmon, should be considered and addressed as part of this required
tribal consultation. Therefore DWR must consult with the Winnemem Wintu Tribe regarding
concerns pertinent to its cultural places and traditional practices, and alternatives or measures to
mitigate impacts to cultural resources before circulating a draft Environmental Impact Report. PRC§§
21080.3.1, 21084.3.
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Any public hearings related to this project must also be held in the far northern part of the state (e.g.,
Redding and Yreka).

703

Gabrielle Broche

As you know, the Redding site was added only because many Northern Tribal members complained
at the Sacramento scoping event that all the water project meetings were held in Central and
Southern California. It is a disgraceful oversight of the scopes committee not to include communities
where the water comes from.

703

Gabrielle Broche

The scope of the EIR is insufficient. The Trinity River complex is not included, nor the Feather River
complex.

703

Gabrielle Broche

If the EIR is honest with it’s intentions, then reopen the scopes timeline, broaden input to include all
that are directly effected. Consequently, creating an advisory board representing these areas can be
formed. Inviting community leaders to join.

707

Elaine Barut
Little Manila Rising

Need for Education About Project Impacts 1. Core Issue: We are allowed to submit comments, but we
aren’t really that knowledgeable about the impacts and don’t have a lot of time to read a huge report.
Solutions: © Please help the public understand the impacts. People need to be actively equipped with
knowledge about project impacts. DWR needs to provide enough information, but also needs to make
it short enough and clear enough to be accessible. © DWR needs to make the EIR accessible to a lay
person in South Stockton. The language needs to be understandable for as many people as possible,
including those who are not very educated about the issue and don’t have prior knowledge. 2. More
people need to know about the project and its potential impacts. Please increase publicity about the
project and its potential impacts. Disseminate information widely, so it is in everyone’s hands. 3.
Make sure the public has adequate time to digest the impacts in the EIR.

707

Elaine Barut
Little Manila Rising

Participation & Decision-Making 4. | am concerned about how communities will continue to
participate in the decision process after the EIR is released. How could we make the engagement
process more community-led during the environmental review and beyond the environmental
review? How can we make it more participatory and more democratic? 5. The process is
undemocratic. People can comment on the EIR, but they can’t vote on the final outcome. How will the
public, especially people who are living within this community (Stockton), become involved with the
decision making?
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710 American River Water Agencies = The ARWA are encouraged by DWR’s recent attention to measures to protect Folsom Reservoir
(Carmichael Water District, City ~ storage and the lower American River. The ARWA strongly encourage DWR to continue to
of Folsom, City of Roseville, City  incorporate these measures in its environmental analysis of the revised Delta-conveyance Project
of Sacramento, El Dorado and are available to consult with DWR as it prepared the EIR modeling and analyses.
Irrigation District, Placer County
Water Agency, Regional Water
Authority, Sacramento County
Water Agency, Sacramento
Suburban Water District, San
Juan Water District)
711 Farm Bureau Delta Caucus: First, we request that planning for this ill-advised project take a backseat during this COVID-19 crisis.
Contra Costa County Farm Please extend the deadline for public comment on the Delta Conveyance Project to a later time when
Bureau, Sacramento County the community can connect to discuss and prepare adequately. Broadband communication in the
Farm Bureau, San Joaquin Delta is very limited which has prevented community members to meet and to access information
County Farm Bureau, Solano from the state agencies regarding this project. It would be irresponsible for the state to move
County Farm Bureau, Yolo forward knowing that the affected region cannot participate or even receive updates on the project
County Farm Bureau that will greatly harm them. Our families need to focus on their health and their farming operations.
712 Gwen Cauthren Request for Stay of Public Processes for Delta Conveyance planning during Novel COVID-19
pandemic
714 Sheridan Noelani Enomoto Request for Notification of any and all opportunities for public comment on this proposed project.
Greenaction for Health and
Environmental Justice
718 David Strecker First, we request that planning for this ill-advised project take a backseat during this COVID-19 crisis.
San Joaquin Farm Bureau Please extend the deadline for public comment on the Delta Conveyance Project to a later time when
Federation the community can connect to discuss and prepare adequately. Broadband communication in the
Delta is very limited which has prevented community members to meet and to access information
from the state agencies regarding this project. It would be irresponsible for the state to move
forward knowing that the affected region cannot participate or even receive updates on the project
that will greatly harm them. Our families need to focus on their health and their farming operations.
719 North Delta C.A.R.E.S. We, therefore, respectfully request that you extend the due date for the Delta Conveyance Scoping
Comments to 45 days after the COVID19 pandemic is over.
720 Eric Gillies Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the NOP for the Project. As a responsible agency,
State Lands Commission Commission staff requests that you keep us advised of changes to the Project Description and all
other important developments. Please send additional information on the Project to the Commission
staff listed below as the Draft EIR is being prepared.
722 Barbara Steinberg [ ask for a stay of all Delta Conveyance Project public processes until 45 days after the COVID 19

pandemic subsides to safe levels.
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Through the Northern California Water Association and the North State Water Alliance, the SRS
Contractors have been active participants in previous planning and projects regarding conveyance in
the Bay-Delta and we look forward to continuing a productive dialogue on DWR’s proposal for a new
Delta Conveyance Project. The SRS Contractors encourage the Administration and project
proponents to collaborate with them on a solution for modern Delta conveyance that does not
redirect impacts (water supply, environmental and financial) to the Sacramento River Basin, thus
avoiding impacts to the region’s special mosaic of farms, cities and rural communities, fish, birds, and
recreation. To achieve these objectives, it will be essential to demonstrate how the Central Valley
Project and State Water Project can be operated to support modern Delta conveyance, the co-equal
goals, and protecting the Delta as a place--while continuing to serve multiple beneficial uses in the
Sacramento River Basin and promote regional water sustainability for all of these beneficial
purposes.

726 Roger Cornwell
Sacramento River Settlement
Contractors

The SRS Contractors are prepared to fully engage with DWR and proponents of the Delta Conveyance
Project as they develop operational criteria to ensure that operation of the proposed Delta
Conveyance Project does not re-direct impacts to the Sacramento Valley. The SRS Contractors look
forward to the opportunity to review the draft EIR and its proposed operations criteria.

729 Erik Vink
Delta Protection Commission

In response to the NOP, this letter sets forth the broad principles that serve as the foundation for the
attached document detailing issue-by-issue comments. As with the predecessor conveyance
proposals, a tunnel through the Delta will irreversibly damage Delta agriculture, recreation, cultural
and natural resources. This letter presents our assessment of the potential impacts, offers promising
alternatives and effective and feasible mitigation measures for consideration, and reaffirms our
position that previously ill defined impacts - or those not defined at all in previous environmental
review - must now receive the attention they require.

729 Erik Vink
Delta Protection Commission

Listen to Delta People. The Delta is a complex place. No one knows it better than those who live,
work, and recreate there and the local governments who represent them. Involving these Delta
people will be essential to understanding the project's effects and how to avoid or reduce them. The
Bay-Delta Conservation Plan (BDCP) began by excluding many local stakeholders from discussions
about it. Many Delta people felt excluded from substantive involvement in the BDCP EIR as well. The
sense of skepticism that resulted will be difficult to overcome. But DWR has gained valuable
experience developing constructive working relationships with wildlife and fish agencies that can be
applied to working with people in the Delta. The Delta Conveyance Design and Construction
Authority (DCA) outreach effort with its Stakeholder Engagement Committee (SEC) is a start, but
should supplement, not substitute for consultation. DWR's outreach and listening effort should
extend beyond pro forma California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) notifications. The alternative
is further decades of gridlock and impasse.
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Be Readable. As noted by the Delta Independent Science Board, the circumstances surrounding
impact assessment of a conveyance project demand that the environmental review "go beyond legal
compliance,” that it have "extraordinary completeness and clarity," that it be "exceptionally clear
about the scientific and comparative aspects of both environmental impacts and project
performance.” The EIR should include summaries of impacts, by chapter, written plainly and with
explanatory graphics, so that it is easily understood by Delta residents and agencies. The EIR's
purpose should be to inform public discussion and agency decisions about alternative ways to
achieve the project's objective, rather than just to compile an exhaustive and encyclopedic narrative
about the project and its effects. Innovative communications, such as video clips, should supplement
the written report.

729

Erik Vink
Delta Protection Commission

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input. We are available to engage in multilateral discussion
of how to protect and enhance the unique values of the Sacramento San Joaquin Delta.

733

Tom Williams

Provide Scoping Summary Report within 60 days of closing Scoping period and provide monthly
online updating of the draft SSR.

735

Regina Cuellar
Shingle Springs Band of Miwok
Indians

[ write, on behalf of the Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians (“Shingle Springs” or “Tribe”), to
follow up on the Tribe’s numerous requests for a pause in all planning, design, and environmental
review processes relating to the Delta Conveyance Project (“Project”). As you know, in light of the
COVID-19 pandemic Governor Newsom has issued a State of Emergency and ordered Californians to
shelter at home until further notice. Consistent with that order, the California Judicial Council has
ordered a suspension of all civil law statutes of limitation, including deadlines applicable to the
California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”). You may also be aware that Shingle Springs has
ordered all employees, including those responsible for working on the Project, to refrain from in-
person work and to limit their personal contacts until further notice. The Tribe’s government offices
— and, in fact, the Shingle Springs Rancheria as a whole — are essentially closed down in order to
curb the spread of COVID-19. Under these circumstances, we think it would be highly inappropriate
to insist on maintaining existing deadlines relating to the Project’s Notice of Preparation (“NOP”) and
scoping process. The Tribe is currently focusing its limited resources on immediate health and safety
issues facing its citizens, and we expect to continue that focus until the emergency has passed.

735

Regina Cuellar
Shingle Springs Band of Miwok
Indians

DWR has previously expressed interest in developing a meaningful government-to-government
relationship with tribal stakeholders, and we cannot imagine that you would ask us to choose
between addressing the immediate health and safety needs of our citizens (on one hand) and
providing input on a future project that threatens the environmental and cultural resources on which
those citizens depend (on the other). While the Tribe will aim to respond to the NOP at the earliest
reasonable opportunity, we do not expect to be in a position to do so until the end of this month
(April 2020). We trust this will not materially impact the years-long schedule for environmental
review of the Project, and we appreciate your understanding.
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739 Ray Brant As a home owner on Long Island, [ am writing to ask that you delay the Delta Conveyance Project
public process for at least 45 days. This process must be delayed until Delta communities can fully
participate in these processes.

740 Ryan Hernandez Contra Costa County agrees with the request by the Delta Counites Coalition ("DCC"), and others, to

Contra Costa County Water temporarily pause the processing of the Project as many of our County employees are now serving as
Agency Disaster Response Staff during the 2019 Novel Coronavirus incident.

741 Michelle Botor I strongly suggest delaying these meetings until after the lockdown...This is not the time to be moving
forward with agendas or meetings where the residents and their representatives cannot even have a
say in it.

747 Jan McCleery I have requested via your Online Form that the comment period be extended. It is inappropriate to

Save the California Delta be asking for input from Delta folks impacted by the pandemic.
Alliance
753 S. Dean Ruiz Itis requested that DWR post the lead and responsible agency responses on the project website as
Central Delta Water Agency and  part of the public record and include them in the Scoping Report when it is made available to the
South Delta Water Agency public so that the public can be informed and comment upon identified agency needs and
requirements from the Delta Conveyance Project.

754 William L. Martin This entire scoping process should be suspended until the pandemic is under control and the
Governor has removed his state of emergency. I am both shocked and saddened at your
unconscionable decision to move forward at this time.

755 Jim Blickenstaff California has already failed in one key category: Not extending the time frame for public

Former San Ramon City Council  participation in the process, for a plan that IS NOT TIME CRITICAL, while the Country is in the midst

Member, Chair, Mt. Diablo Sierra  of obvious pandemic crisis constraints on public participation. Sadly, this is also an early indicator

Club of California that this process will, once again, be degraded by a ubiquitous, decades old, bias toward largely
southern based water exporters.

757 Becky Donnelly We are in a lock down and not changing the time period to comment is unbelievable this is a disaster
for this state environmentally and economically

774 Don Hankins The California Indian Water Commission had sought to engage in this process via government to

California Indian Water
Commission

government engagement with the Department of Water Resources, but out communications with the
Native American Liaison did not receive a reply. Apparently, DWR has opted to consult with AB 52
tribes and tribal organizations despite other policies which are more inclusive of consultation
pursuant to HR 93-638, B-10-11, and other federal or state policies recognizing tribal self-
determination and sovereignty. The limited approach to AB 52 consultation is problematic given the
limitations of knowledge and input such narrow consultation may provide. Our organization and
members are traditional cultural practitioners who have worked with or provided comments on
prior environmental reviews related to the Delta and elsewhere, and should be utilized to develop a
project and analysis that avoids and minimizes impacts to cultural and ecological systems directly,
indirectly, and cumulatively with any proposed project.
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774 Don Hankins A purpose of the California Environmental Quality Act is to provide a mechanism for public input on
California Indian Water projects funded, authorized, or carried out by state and local agencies. Thus, to provide for
Commission meaningful input from the public, it is recommended the environmental document length be
manageable for the general public to engage with. This was specifically and issue with the Water Fix
project documents. One cannot be expected to read 30,000-100,000 pages of material to comprehend
a project.
774 Don Hankins Furthermore, we strongly encourage further engagement as discussed to clarify points of uncertainty
California Indian Water and to provide a more inclusive process for analysis.
Commission
789 Jeff Henderson The Council notes that, on behalf of DWR, the Delta Conveyance Design and Construction Authority
Delta Stewardship Council (DCDCA) is currently exploring alternative configurations of Project features described in the NOP as
part of a public process with a Stakeholder Engagement Committee (SEC). The DCDCA also recently
received and published input from an Independent Technical Panel (ITP) regarding, among other
things, alternative tunnel alignments that do not correspond to those described in the NOP. Thus,
additional details regarding potential Project components and alternatives not described in the NOP
are publicly available and being publicly discussed. The Council looks forward to receiving and
reviewing the scoping and alternatives report DWR intends to prepare following the NOP review
period and reserves the right to offer additional public comments regarding applicable Delta Plan
policies considering more detailed alternative alignments and configurations of Project features at
that time.
789 Jeff Henderson In a future certification of consistency, DWR should describe if and how it proposes to modify SWP
Delta Stewardship Council water supply contracts and how such contracting was conducted in a transparent, public manner
aligned with applicable DWR and Reclamation policies.
789 Jeff Henderson As DWR proceeds with design, development, and environmental impact analysis of the Project, we
Delta Stewardship Council invite you to continue to engage the Council in early consultation (prior to submittal of a Certification
of Consistency) to discuss Project features and mitigation measures that would promote consistency
with the Delta Plan. We also encourage DWR to continue to present Project updates at Council
meetings.
789 Jeff Henderson More information on covered actions, early consultation, and the certification process can be found
Delta Stewardship Council on the Council website at https://coveredactions.deltacouncil.ca.gov/. Council staff are available to
discuss issues outlined in this letter as you proceed in the next stages the Project.
792 Sarah Salisbury [ attended the ONLY scoping meeting regarding the Delta Conveyance Project held in northern

California. This in itself is objectionable. How can it be possible for you decisionmakers to get the full
scope of responses from those who live where the water comes from when you schedule just one
meeting there? [ understand that there were several such meetings south of the delta, where the
recipients of the water, of course, think it's a lovely plan. Up here, not so much.
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Joshua Grover
California Department of Fish
and Wildlife

Appendix D

Based on the potential for the Project to have significant impact on biological resources, CDFW
concludes that an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is appropriate for the Project. CDFW looks
forward to ongoing discussions with DWR staff during the development of DWR’s EIR and
anticipated ITP application for take of State listed, candidate, rare, sensitive, and special-status
species associated with construction and operations of the Project, and lake or streambed alteration
notification.

810

Colin Brodie

It is very difficult to believe that you would continue to request comments, let along going ahead with
the tunnel project, during this pandemic. Yes, I live on Delta and greatly impacted, as our many of my
friends and neighbors, by this horrible project are battling a plethora of problems like worrying
about our finances and how to safely buy groceries (being older and in the high-risk category).
Apparently your focus is very self-serving and has little or no feeling about those trying to get
through this crisis. This project will simply further impact my community’s economy and way of life.

813

Chris Donnelly

Millions of Americans, especially Californians are scared for their lives as well as their jobs and you
are holding hearings and meetings that will affect Californians economically for generations to come.
You may have no problem spending our money and destroying California’s ecosystem for almonds
and other water intensive crops, but I do not and I know I'm not alone. Please grow a conscience and
do the right thing and stop this now. Help California recover if we ever can from the COVID 19 and
stop worrying about the almond farmers.

815

Gavin McCreary
California Department of Toxic
Substances Control

DTSC appreciates the opportunity to review the NOP. Should you need any assistance with an
environmental investigation, please submit a request for Lead Agency Oversight Application, which
can be found at: https://dtsc.ca.gov/wp- content/uploads/sites/31/2018/09NCP App-1460 .doc.
Additional information regarding voluntary agreements with DTSC can be found at:
https://dtsc.ca.gov/brownfields/.

826

Melinda Terry
North Delta Water Agency

The Proposed Project is extremely large, with a long-term construction timeline, and hundreds of
potential adverse impacts during construction and operation of the new conveyance facilities . We
encourage DWR to organize the EIR in a way to allow the true nature, extent, and scope of these
environmental impacts to be discernible to the general public and permit decision-makers.
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Repeatedly, over multiple decades, Tribes and communities have stated that we do not want this
project. Those sentiments in opposition have been voiced from those who live adjacent to the source
rivers and tributaries that feed the Sacramento River, those in the footprint areas of the numerous
associated project sites, and from those in the receiving waters areas of the Sacramento River,
through into the San Francisco Bay. We stand with those in opposition to the project and feel that our
voices have been ignored. It is our understanding that during the scoping period for the Water
Resiliency Plan and for the Delta Conveyance Project that the state and DWR did not receive support
for this project from communities or Tribes. Also, we understand that the public and Tribal

meetings have been informational, providing only options for the Project to proceed without
including an option of to discuss a ‘no Action Alternative’ or solutions that are more innovative than
are diversions, conveyance and storage. We can see language embedded in staff statements,
preparatory documents and meeting minutes that indicate that the decision to move forward on the
Delta Conveyance Project or some version of it was already been made before comments had been
received from the pubic and from Tribes who will be impacted by the construction and then by the
operation of the conveyance system. It is alarming that the state has decided that this Project must
move forward regardless of the public will and regardless of what Tribes in the Source, receiving and
footprint area preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Delta Conveyance
Project in the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta, California. If the goal of this project is to benefit the
citizens of the state of California, why is the state ignoring the voices of those communities and the
California Tribes who will be impacted? This is contrary to public trust doctrine and is indifferent to
the Will of the People. We understand that the state is operating with the goal of securing the
delivery of water to Santa Clarita, San Bernardino, San Gorgonio and other counties outside of our
region, however there are likely other ways to arrive at the same outcome and the public deserves to
have those options researched and considered

thoroughly.
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Sherri Norris

California Indian Environmental
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The scope and scale of the Project to the Central Valley and to Northern California have not been
fully disclosed for evaluation by the public and by Tribes

Upon review of the proposed Project it is clear that the scope of this project is much larger than how
it was portrayed as merely one tunnel. Per the Notice of Preparation and in the Delta Conveyance
Design and Construction Authority Board of Directors materials from the April 13, 2020 meeting
there will be in fact two main intakes, that join into one tunnels and hundreds of supporting sites
and features. The massive scale of this project and the hundreds of acres of lands that will be
impacted seems excessive and we have not heard that the public is aware of the size and scale of
this project. There are no protections that the infrastructure will be operated in a way that does not
remove more water than the system can handle. Experiences resulting in fish kills during the Bush
Administration, and threats from our current administration exemplify that this concern is real.
Future administrations can require water diversions, choosing between stakeholders. While there
are not protections it is irresponsible to create an infrastructure that could destroy the Bay Delta
and Sacramento River aquatic system. The public and California Tribes should be made aware of
what this project truly entails and what risks this system may create. We assert that this has not
been sufficiently disclosed to stakeholders in the region.

The amount of land required to complete this project is much larger than previously understood
publically. For example, the maintenance shafts are some of the smaller features of the Project
infrastructure, and the Plan states that each will require 10 acres of construction area, and these will
be placed every five miles along the path of the Project infrastructure. It does not seem that the risk
is worth the outcome when we balance the amount of land and aquatic resources that will be
sacrificed to bring water unsustainably to an area already de-watered. This is especially true when
we consider again that all alternatives will not be reviewed under the EIS that DWR plans to
prepare.
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829 Sherri Norris Development of EIR Project & Environmental Mitigation reports
California Indian Environmental = During the Water Fix, state agencies and their contractors did not share environmental mitigation
Alliance plans with the public or with tribes as part of the EIR process. Instead they chose to bifurcate these

processes on separate tracks with non-aligned timelines. This resulted in an inability to properly
review whether or not the plan was feasible or desired by the public. As a general recommendation
to the Delta Conveyance Project or any other project that the state embarks upon, we strongly
recommend that these two documents be created and deliberated on in tandem. We cannot evaluate
that the goals of a project will meet multiple needs if we are unable to review to potential effects and
solutions simultaneously. In the DCA April 2020 Report the program schedule stated that the
engineering team will speeding up their work. It is our understanding the engineering studies are
moving forward and that per the Executive Summary that the DCA April 2020 Monthly Board Report,
“team has ramped up staff and anticipates continuing to gain time back in the coming two months.”
The list of upcoming task schedule in this report is extensive, and by reviewing this list we cannot see
how environmental mitigation plans will align with this schedule.
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Sherri Norris

California Indian Environmental
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Appendix D

Project development, implementation, Timing and Convid-19

As stated above it is unclear if this project is the best solution for California since all alternatives have
not been fully explored and because we are in the beginning of a the Covid-19 pandemic. Families,
including experts that should have the time to review the Delta Conveyance Project plan are
struggling to protect the health of their loved ones. We have not hit the peak of this pandemic and we
do not know how long it will be with us. This is not the time to expend tax payer’s money on a Delta
Conveyance Project. While we are being impacted by the COVID - 19 pandemics the public

review process and Tribal consultation cannot continue meaningfully.

We are in a resulting fiscal crises that will require a re-evaluation of our annual budget for the state
and this should also include an evaluation of the budget for the Delta Conveyance Project. We do

not yet know the scope of how this pandemic will affect the economy of the state and because of this
it is premature to assume that our state will have the funding available to continue to embark

on such a costly and ambitious infrastructure project. The cost of this project is enormous. For
example, in the recent DCA Board of Directors materials it was the financial report provided that the
Delta Conveyance Design and Construction Joint Powers Authority has expended $23,018,268 since
July 19, 2020 and from that “certain expenses through September 2019 were reclassified to
construction in progress,” so the amount of funds expended and to be expended is even higher than
that amount. Why we are expending such large amounts of funds before public scoping has been
completed, and before we know our financial situation.

We respectfully recommend that DWR does not embark on the development of the EIS report at this
time. We ask that you take these above items into consideration, that this project and related
spending cease until the need for the project is evaluated, until Tribes and the public can weigh in on
the alternatives, and until we re-evaluate the current budget in light of the coved-19 crises, and that
the state work more closely with Tribes throughout the watershed to create a sustainable plan for
California that has less of a detrimental impact on both the environment and on the California Tribes
and Native American people.
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830 Michelle Berditschevsky THE EIR SHOULD INCLUDE CULTURAL AND COMMUNITY VALUES AND NEEDS FOR
Mount Shasta Bioregional NORTHERN CALIFORNIANS. ENGAGEMENT OF TRIBES AND DISADVANTAGED
Ecology Center COMMUNITIES IN NORTHERN CALIFORNIA HAS BEEN INSUFFICIENT
and The State of California, through law, legislation and funding sources has prioritized tribal
Janie Painter and disadvantaged communities throughout the state. According to the Upper Sacramento IRWM
Medicine Lake Citizens for Plan, the entire region qualifies as a disadvantaged community (DAC) under DWR guidelines.
Quality Environment However, the communities and cultural resources in the MLH have continued to struggle for

protection of sacred waters. The State has a responsibility to partner with tribal communities.
California tribes and tribal communities, whether federally recognized or not, have distinct cultural,
spiritual, environmental, economic, and public health interests and valuable traditional cultural
knowledge about California resources. According to your own policy, “DWR is committed to open,
inclusive, and regular communication with tribal governments and communities to recognize and
understand their needs and interests.” The Medicine Lake Highlands have also been identified as
being sacred to the Pit River, Klamath, Modoc, Shasta, Karuk and Wintu tribes. By not taking action to
support the need to fill critical groundwater data gaps and to protect the sacred waters in the
Medicine Lake Highlands, the state is doing the tribal communities and state-designated DACs a
disservice. DWR recognizes that California tribes and tribal communities, whether federally
recognized or not, have distinct cultural, spiritual, environmental, economic, and public health
interests and valuable traditional cultural knowledge about California resources. Through their tribal
policy, DWR aims to support collaboration and informed decisionmaking with tribal communities,
with a specific focus on: Working to restore, protect, and manage the State’s natural resources for
current and future generations; Using creative approaches and solutions based on science and tribal
ecological knowledge; Developing strategies for preserving California Native American tribes’ water
rights and providing for the sustainable management of California’s sacred waters; Demonstrating a
respect for all communities, resources, and interests and an open and free exchange of information.
Lastly, DWR should include northern California tribal and DAC representation on the Delta
Conveyance Design and Construction Authority.

830 Michelle Berditschevsky Thank you for your consideration of our input. We speak for many in our region who have made
Mount Shasta Bioregional their views known to us, for the communities downstream who benefit from our immense pristine
Ecology Center water sources, for the wildlife and aquatic species to whom we lend
and our voice, and for future generations that will benefit from the drought resilience our region
Janie Painter provides.

Medicine Lake Citizens for
Quality Environment
854 Isaac Kinney Extend the comment period because of the Covid-19 pandemic or suspend planning/permitting for

the project.

Scoping Summary Report

July 2020

D-40 ICF 00002.20



California Department of Water Resources

855

Josephine Sambado
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Hi my name is Josephine Sambado and I'm calling because I think all the meetings and all the
decisions about the Delta need to be delayed. I think the virus has put us all in a position that a
decision as enormous as the Delta tunnels should be postponed and meetings for the Delta tunnel
should be postponed, committee meetings, all of that should be postponed. This is something we
should put in the future when the public can express itself properly and be able to attend different
functions in regards to the tunnels. [ would appreciate please that we put everything on hold and
discuss it sometime in the future when the public is truly able to participate. My phone number is
209-609-6149. My email is jllsam@comcast.net. Thank you.

861

Clark Freitas

Good morning my name is Clark Freitas and my email address is imcaf@cs.com. With this Corona
virus going on and everything up in the air, jobs and everybody staying in the house, you know I
really feel as though Governor Newsome really should give that 45 days that the Restore the Delta is
asking for. Otherwise people aren't gonna show and it's gonna seem like no one cares and that's
really not the truth, and [ own several properties literally along the water, maybe look up my name
and you can find me in Contra Costa County and this whole Delta tunnel thing, I've tried to stay out of
it, but it's really it's really gonna take a toll on the Delta, the wildlife the boating and fishing,  mean I
can go on and on. Anyways I only have five minutes so I wish they'd reconsider you folks would
reconsider and give that 45 days for comment but I appreciate it. Thank you.

865

Phyllis Bala

The lack of consultation with Native tribes and communities from the Klamath-Trinity to the
Sacramento watersheds - whose livelihoods and lifeways will be negatively impacted by the
increased removal of water from those sources.

865

Phyllis Bala

— The lack of consultation with Delta area tribes, whose traditional villages and burials will be
violated by tunnel construction.

873

Barbara Chapman

Will California’s key water agencies, yours among them, conduct thorough, factual, and honest
outreach to all communities, especially environmental justice and disadvantaged communities in
their service areas regarding the costs of proposed projects and water outcomes?

878

Richard Solomon

In the midst of the coronavirus situation here in Calif please postpone any hearings about the Delta
tunnel project. People are far too engrossed in trying to protect their health and that of their loved
ones to engage in any other issues like this one right now. It will be an injustice if you proceed with
this project at this time.

879

Inder Preet Singh
Caltrans District 4

The Delta Conveyance Project involves encroachments within multiple Caltrans Districts. Have other
Caltrans districts such as District 10 been notified of this project?

880

Muriel Strand

Have all stakeholders been able to realistically access all relevant information and have all had
adequate opportunity to comment?
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Stephen Rosenblum
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Water has been and will continue to be an important resource for our state. Next to breathable air it
is the next most important resource for maintaining life. Whenever we make decisions regarding the
allocation of water, we must take the time and effort necessary to come to the best decisions
regarding its best uses to provide the most benefit to all. There is no need to rush to judgment as the
results of these decisions will remain with us for many decades if not centuries. In this dangerous
time of the COVID19 pandemic, many Californians will not have a proper way to have input into this
important decision. Among them are those impacted by the digital divide; essential workers;
environmental justice communities; Northern California tribes; people caring for the sick; those
struggling financially. I urge you to postpone the deadline for public input until such time as the
pandemic crisis has passed.

885

Claudia Mackey
Restore the Delta

Will California’s key water agencies, yours among them, conduct thorough, factual, and honest
outreach to all communities, especially environmental justice and disadvantaged communities in
their service areas regarding the costs of proposed projects and water outcomes?

886

Barbara Steinberg

This process should be stopped - now and into the future. But for the now, until communities and
those impacted have time to respond. During this Covid-19 crisis it is incomprehensible that this
process has continued. I have attended more than one meeting/hearing. Despite community
response, you/the State persist. Now is not the time. You cannot have a full impact report if those
impacted are unable to provide input.

887

Scott Mondloch

Will California’s key water agencies, yours among them, conduct thorough, factual, and honest
outreach to all communities, especially environmental justice and disadvantaged communities in
their service areas regarding the costs of proposed projects and water outcomes?

901

Michael Davis

Also this is crazy and should be illegal that you can try to move forward with this when we all have
shelter in place.

903

Edward Stetson

The fact that you continue to pursue this boondoggle through the COVID-19 shutdown is proof that
you intend to ram the scoping process through as little public comment as possible. SHAME ON YOU
LACKEYS OF BIG AG!

907

Linda Hall

Finally it is irresponsible to hold public meetings at this time of a national emergency.
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Save the California Delta
Alliance, Discovery Bay

Appendix D

Various organizations representing Delta citizens, including STCDA President Karen Mann, have sent
formal requests to DCA and DWR to postpone all tunnel-related activity until after the pandemic
crisis is over. In particular, anything requiring Delta Stakeholder feedback is inappropriate to require
during this pandemic. I would like to also request the NOP Scoping comment period be extended to
atleast 45 days after Governor Newsom's emergency order is fully lifted and we can once again hold
large meetings to gather feedback. Many of us attended the February NOP Scoping meeting in
Brentwood and the room was over-flowing. DWR provided little detail; but they received a great
many comments. On March 11, a significant amount of detailed information was presented to the SEC
by the DCA. Save the California Delta Alliance has worked over the years to be ensure the Delta
community is informed about the current status of projects that will affect the Delta and strive to
collect their feedback and concerns. When new information is released, it is typical for us to hold a
Town Hall in the Discovery Bay Elementary Gymnasium where we present the latest information and
hear from our legislators. Typically we have our County Supervisor and CA Assemblyperson speak
and others such as our CA Senator and representatives of US legislators. But we have been unable to
hold a Town Hall or group meeting to enable discussions and question/answer sessions during this
pandemic. Typically we can do that before major comment periods, or at least get the information
out to Delta folks. It is even difficult to even ask for people's attention on emails or material
distributed during this crisis because folks are too focused on more important topics: home
schooling, keeping their businesses afloat, financial worries, safety concerns for essential workers in
their family, and concerns for elderly or ailing relatives. This leaves the Delta folks that will be the
most negatively impacted by this project without adequate information to respond, even if they had
the bandwidth at this time. There was huge response (negative) about the WaterFix project over
many past years, and that project was finally remanded to DWR in 2018 and then withdrawn by
DWR in 2019. Disappointingly, this "new" project has the same significant impacts. The tunnel is
years in the future, if it is ever even built. There is no need to forge ahead during a crisis. We, in the
Delta, say the "No Tunnel" alternative is the right answer - coupled with Newsom's Portfolio of better
technologies and approaches: Groundwater recharge, desalination, recycling, and good old
conservation (e.g., replacing L.A. lawns with desert landscaping). Once again, please delay this
comment period until 45 days after restrictions about meetings have been lifted and the world is
back to somewhat normal for everyday citizens.

924 (Anonymous) Please postpone tunnel meetings and comment periods in order to get proper public comment.
Trying to push this through while citizens are prevented from protesting is shameful governance.
925 Riadh Khairalla Please postpone the public meeting and comment period. I am very much opposed to the tunnel

project as in its current form it will severely impact my Delta property. The shelter in place directive
makes it impossible for me to attend the public meeting and to state my opposition to the current
plan. Again, given the current circumstances under COVID-19 shelter in place please postpone the
meeting and extend the comment period.
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Barbara Worden
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Please delay this decision until after the Coronavirus Pandemic to allow for public comment on this
new tunnel that will be our new neighbor. It is unfair to push it thru at this time. Extend the deadline
to allow us a more fair response. I have lived in Discovery Bay for 30 years, built our home on the
water, a deeply oppose a move to build a tunnel.

932

Don Person

No decision should be made on the tunnel water project at this time. The EIR is incomplete and more
public input is necessary.

933

Charles Robinson

[ ask that you consider the following issues when creating the EIR for the Delta Conveyance Project: *
Include a clear plan for community consultation, including the responsible parties. A project such as
this, stretches over a the large geographic area and wide range of affected communities, both human
and natural. It traverses borders where the rules are different, and there are competing interests in
the project at a high level. The effected groups differ in their way of life, their cultural norms,
communication preferences, and vulnerability to change. A “one size fits all” approach to
communication and outreach will fail, as it does not acknowledge the differences in the community
characters and needs and their decision-making processes.

936

Sally Sturney

PLEASE delay any Tunnel meetings requiring Delta stakeholder feedback until at least 45 days after
pandemic emergency ends so we have time to hold a Town Meeting to inform residents about a new
Single Tunnel plan and get their feedback.

937

Tracey Ziomek

[ live and breath the Delta, enjoying the natural beauty, wildlife, fishing, swimming and boating. I
bring life to the Delta, while the Delta is, unbeknownst to most, being sucked dry of life. Now that
there is a proposal for one tunnel, [ am hopeful, even during this COVID-19 pandemic, that the Board
will take the needed time to issue a letter that instructs the state and federal project operators to
prepare a Comprehensive Operations Plan and Monitoring Special Studies (COP/MSS) report that
addresses the spirit, not just the letter, of the 2018 Bay-Delta Plan’s Program of Implementation. I
work in clinical trials, and as we work toward a vaccine for COVID-19, we in clinical research are all
taking a step back to make major changes in the way research is done, so we can improve the safety
and well being of the patients.  would ask that the Board do the same, and consider what can be
done now to put the brakes on this project to ensure the environmental safety and well-being of all of
CA, not just those who own the water rights.

939

Marion McKnigjt

Extend date

941

Galen Dobbins
California State Assembly

Please postpone any decision on the tunnel project until after CA has finished dealing with the Covid-
19 situation and people once again have the full opportunity to voice their disagreements with it.

942

Rene McCarter

Please extend the Delta Conveyance Project feedback time until the Virus Pandemic safe period has
been declared. This project will be extremely detrimental to the residents of Discovery Bay. We
deserve an extension at this critical time. The impact of the single tunnel plan has been put on hold
for most Discovery Bay residents due to health and economic concerns with the pandemic. More
time is obviously needed to study the issues that the single tunnel! creates for us all.
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Susan Ludwig
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The meetings should be put on hold like the rest of our lives at this time, due to social distancing and
health and safety issues involved. Don't try to push it through while people are trying to stay alive
and keep their families safe. No meetings of this type should be scheduled until the entire country is
open again.

951

David Moen

No town meetings to discuss this have been allowed for over 30 days. It's unconscionable & probably
challengeable in court that you would go ahead with closing the comment period during the
pandemic. It should be delayed until the pandemic has passed & time has been given to hold said
meetings.

977

Karen Wilson

The DCP EIR Project should be put on hold until pandemic levels are safe.

996

Shari McCracken
Butte County

There are no scheduled scoping meetings north of Sacramento. Draft environmental assessments of
previous projects (BDCP, WaterFix) demonstrated the project would have significant impacts to
Butte County and northern Sacramento Valley. Given the significant impact, interest and controversy
of the DCP, the Butte County Board of Supervisors directed me to request that DWR schedule
additional scoping meetings in Butte County and other locations in the northern Sacramento Valley.

1005

Stacy Sebring

The DWR must extend the scoping period, since their “scope” has been so narrow (not even one
meeting in San Francisco). DWR must have more meetings up north where the source water is.
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Table D-3. Comments Regarding the Project Objectives, Purpose, and Need

Letter Commenter Name,
Affiliation

Comment Text

1 Dee Joyce

We do not need any more “conveyance” of precious fresh water from the Delta to those who do not
appreciate the Delta environment. We need for those without to be more conservative, find
alternatives to their lifestyles, stop wasting a precious commodity on useless vast lawns in their
southern deserts. When the Delta is gone, it will be gone for good.

12 Diane Kirkham

Overtly state within the NOP a policy preference to utilize public properties for tunnel alignments
where possible. If the state chooses to ignore the many reasons not to select the Eastern Corridor,
DWR should make every effort too utilize a pathway within the preferred Corridor that lessens the
impact on productive agricultural lands and utilizes public properties where possible. For example,
just north of the Mokelumne River there are both public properties and private properties within the
designated Eastern Corridor. It seems particularly sensible to route any proposed tunnel through the
public properties owned by DWR (specifically Sacramento County APN# 146-0120-016, APN# 146-
0120-015 and APN# 146-0120-020) and avoid the private property in productive agriculture which
has been owned by my family for generations.

29 Hope Salzer

[ am opposed to wastefully spending taxpayer money to supply water at high public cost to prop-up
property values and real estate developments and investments in Southern California and further
subsidize Central Valley agribusinesses while damaging unique natural habitats, stealing water from
local communities with their own economic development and water needs and further endangering
endemic species and ecosystems.

57 Paul Cook
Irvine Ranch Water District

...modernizing Delta conveyance to improve imported water supply reliability is important to the
District. IRWD supports the project objectives stated in the January 15,2020 Notice of Preparation of
Environmental Impact Report for the Delta Conveyance Project. The District agrees that new Delta
conveyance is "necessary to restore and protect the reliability State Water Project (SWP) deliveries"
on which two-thirds of California’s population of nearly 40 million relies. Climate change and
predicted sea level rise necessitate action on improving Delta conveyance, and there is a real risk
that the existing Delta conveyance infrastructure could not adequately maintain operation in the
event of a major earthquake that compromised Delta levies. The proposed project would protect the
reliability of SWP deliveries by allowing adequate water capture during high-flow events without
threatening the Delta's aquatic life. A reliable and high quality imported water supply is a vital
component of the District's and Southern California's water resources portfolio. Modernizing Delta
conveyance is essential to ensuring a sustainable water supply for millions of Californians and the
protection of the Delta as a unique natural asset.
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Nina Jazmadarin
Foothill Municipal Water
District

Appendix D

The need for this project remains greater than ever. Even as Southern California continues to
diversify its overall water portfolio by developing local supplies and lowering demand, high-quality
supplies from Northern California will remain a vital foundation of our water management strategy.
This supply makes viable new initiatives such as recycling. Imported supplies will be our vital
reserves to withstand dry cycles which may be longer and more severe than recent history.

83

James Marsh
Friends of the Calaveras River

I believe the potential negative environmental impacts of all the various "conveyance" proposals
made in this regard in recent times--starting with the Peripheral Canal scheme and ending here-
have been exhaustively discussed. I believe those negative impacts (and a whole lot more we haven't
the means to anticipate currently) will, in fact, come to pass should any further diversions of Delta
waters be engineered.

83

James Marsh
Friends of the Calaveras River

What I've heard far too little about is that uniquely 21stcentury understanding much of sane
humankind has come to acknowledge and embrace: that all our resources are indeed finite. And,
further, that the real and sustainable 21st century solutions to our resource dilemmas will not
appear as 18th century, dawn of the Industrial Age thinking dressed up as a modern mega-
engineering schemes. [Attachment includes addition comments regarding finite resources and
resource distribution. Those comments are already captured.]

85

Luis Portillo
Inland Empire Economic
Partnership

This project is not the only step we must take to ensure water resiliency. Ensuring Southern
California has a reliable water supply in the future requires a diverse portfolio of both imported and
local supplies and conservation. Much progress and significant investments are being made on a
wide range of local projects and water efficiency, but the Delta conveyance project remains vitally
important.

87

Jaclyn Shaw

(6) OWENS VALLEY, AGAIN, now Mono Lake promotes rivers, tributaries. See the calendar photos
for Mono Lake with losses to Los Angeles.

97

Thomas Love
Upper San Gabriel Valley
Municipal Water District

The need for this project remains greater than ever. Even as Southern California continues to
diversity its overall water portfolio by developing local supplies and lowering demand, high quality
supplies from Northern California will remain a vital foundation of our water management strategy.
This supply makes viable new initiatives such as recycling. Imported supplies will be our vital
reserves to withstand dry cycles which may be longer and more severe than recent history. For the
San Gabriel Valley, this is especially critical as our groundwater basin is dependent on 20% of
imported water from the Delta for groundwater replenishment. During the 2014 Drought, our
groundwater basin dropped to a historic low and with below average local rainfall, the Basin is
slowly recovering. Imported water has been critical to maintain the sustainability of the Basin and
meet the local water needs of the region.

103

Harry Mash

I AM A 70 YEAR RESIDENT OF SOUTHERN CAL. AND ASK THAT YOU PLEASE, PLEASE, PLEASE
MOVE THIS PROJECT ALONG. THIS WORK SHOULD HAVE BEEN COMPLETED MANY YEARS AGO. DO
YOUR BEST TO EXPEDITE THE PROCESS.
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Appendix D

Comment letter states that attached material provides information on an alternative solution usually
referred to as the Western Delta Intakes Concept (WDIC). The comment letter notes that the WDIC
was briefly considered as an alternative in the BDCP EIR/EIS but that it was incorrectly
characterized and thus not given serious consideration. The comment letter also includes comments
previously provided on the 2013 Draft BDCP EIR/EIS related to the purposes and need.
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Appendix D

[Attachment 1: Comments on the BDPC Public Draft EIR/EIS] The content of the Plan and the EIR/EIS
is inconsistent with the stated objectives, purpose and need. While these are comments on the
EIR/EIS, not on the Plan itself, the “project” that is described in both the Plan and the EIR/EIS, has
not been demonstrated in the EIR/EIS to achieve the stated objectives, purpose and need. In Section
2.3, Projective Objectives, (under CEQA) it is stated: DWR’s fundamental purpose in proposing the
BDCP is to make physical and operational improvements to the SWP system in the Delta necessary to
restore and protect ecosystem health, water supplies of the SWP and CVP south-of-Delta, and water
quality within a stable regulatory framework, consistent with statutory and contractual obligations.
This statement of purpose is followed by three project objectives: - Respond to the applications for
incidental take permits take related to: 1. The operation of existing SWP Delta facilities and
construction and operation of facilities for the movement of water entering the Delta from the
Sacramento Valley watershed to the existing State Water Project (SWP) and Central Valley Project
(CVP) pumping plants located in the southern Delta; 2. The implementation of any conservation
actions that have the potential to result in take of species that are or may become listed under the
ESA, pursuant to the ESA at §10(a)(1)(B) 10 and its implementing regulations and policies; ( 3. is no
longer applicable.) To improve the ecosystem of the Delta by: 1. Providing for the conservation and
management of covered species through actions within the BDCP Planning Area that will contribute
to the recovery of the species; and 2. Protecting, restoring, and enhancing certain aquatic, riparian,
and associated terrestrial natural communities and ecosystems. 3. Reducing the adverse effects to
certain listed species of diverting water by relocating the intakes of the SWP and CVP; - Restore and
protect the ability of the SWP and CVP to deliver up to full contract amounts, when hydrologic
conditions result in the availability of sufficient water, consistent with the requirements of State and
federal law and the terms and conditions of water delivery contracts and other existing applicable
agreements. And by five “additional project objectives” which include: To make physical
improvements to the conveyance system that will minimize the potential for public health and safety
impacts resulting from a major earthquake that causes breaching of Delta levees and the inundation
of brackish water into the areas in which the SWP and CVP pumping plants operate in the southern
Delta. The three project objectives that are cited above are not met on the basis of the voluminous
material presented in the Plan and the EIR. In particular, it seems unlikely that the first objective,
which has to do with the granting of incidental take permits, will be met in view of the failure to date
to produce an effects analysis that convincingly shows that all listed species will be lifted far above
jeopardy with the potential for them to be delisted. The most recent peer review panel assembled by
the Delta Science Program at the request of the BDCP1 concluded that the current effects analysis is
incomplete and inconsistent and an independent review conducted for The Nature Conservancy and
American Rivers reached similar conclusions2. The additional project objective that is cited above is
in fact a red herring, as will be discussed in more detail subsequently, but the notion that an
undefined major earthquake could cause widespread breaches of Delta levees appears to rely largely
on the Delta Risk Management Strategy, whose conclusions were also discredited by another peer
review panel assembled by the Delta Science Program. To the extent that there is any risk to the
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Delta Levee System posed by earthquakes, this can be addressed more effectively and more cheaply
by implementing the recommendations of the Economic Sustainability Plan of the Delta Protection
Commission3. As noted below, this is just one of the actions that are likely to occur in the Delta
within the next 50 years independent of the BDCP that should have been described and discussed in
the No Action Alternative.
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[Attachment 1: Comments on the BDPC Public Draft EIR/EIS] Section 2.5.3, Delta Hydrology and
Water Quality, is remarkable for defining a need that the Plan does not address which includes both
salinity intrusion and : Additionally, other water constituents of concern in the Delta have been
identified through ongoing regulatory, monitoring, and environmental planning processes such as
CALFED, planning functions of the State Water Board, and the Clean Water Act Section 303(d) list of
state water bodies that do not meet applicable water quality standards. In June 2007 (with updates
in February and May 2009), the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency gave final approval of a list of
18 chemical constituents identified in the Section 303(d) list for impaired Delta waters (State Water
Resources Control Board 2007). Included in this list are dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane (DDT) and
other pesticides, mercury, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), and selenium. Although there is a clear
need for addressing in-Delta water quality issues, none of the alternatives considered except
Alternative 9 are geared to address these issues and the CEQA preferred alternative, Alternative 4 in
conjunction with Operational Scenario H, actually improves export water quality at the expense of
Delta water quality! BDCP staff and consultants have admitted that it is not possible to address the
projected decline in Delta water quality while sticking with this preferred alternative! That the
preferred alternative does not address a stated need, but in fact aggravates the situation, is not only
indefensible but laughable. In summary, the principal objectives, purpose and need that are detailed
for purposes of compliance with CEQA and NEPA are not met by the preferred alternative, or any
other alternative that is described in the Plan or the EIR. There is no convincing evidence of any
overall improvement in the Delta ecosystem - there may be marginal improvement in expectations
for Delta smelt but expectations for salmon are made more problematic - and there is no expectation
that the SWP and the CVP will deliver up to full contract amounts under any hydrological condition -
the interpretation of the results buried in the EIR/EIS by the BDCP staff is that exports will be
maintained at present levels, plus or minus 10 percent, except that exports may have to be reduced if
species recovery goals are not met, a circumstance that appears to have a high probability of
occurrence. In fact, even the projection of maintaining exports at something like present levels is a
fiction. Figures 1 and 2, kindly provided by Richard Denton, show that in order to achieve this overall
level of exports, it is necessary to resort to more pumping in drier months than is the case at present.
[t is not easy to trace the effects of this through the present effects analysis, but this might be one of
the reasons that the effects analysis does not show sufficiently positive results to justify the granting
of incidental take permits. If the operational rules were to be changed so that the effects analysis
suggests more positive results for salmonids, the volume of exports would immediately be reduced.
These figures also show that it is ludicrous for BDCP proponents to talk about taking a “little sip, big
gulp approach”, that is to take more water at periods of high flows and little of no water at periods of
low flows. The BDCP does not in fact include the necessary physical components to do that. It should
also be noted that it is unclear whether the aqueducts can presently carry the combined maximum
exports of 14,400 cfs shown in Figures 1 and 2 because of subsidence caused by excessive pumping
of groundwater, so that it is doubly questionable whether the planned level of exports can actually be
achieved. There are two reasons why the present Plan and EIR/EIS cannot be consistent with the
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stated objectives, purpose and need. One is that a “project” defined by its sponsors as being
contained wholly within the Sacramento San Joaquin Delta (the Delta), cannot possibly solve the
present conveyance and storage problems that limit water supply quantity and reliability to areas
south of the Delta, nor can a “project” or “plan” that consists solely of actions within the Delta restore
the ecosystem of what is inescapably a linked Rivers-Delta- Bay ecosystem of which the Bay-Delta
estuary is an important component. Another is that a project that is basically a grab for the better
quality water in the North Delta, that further reduces the flows through the Delta, cannot possibly
reverse the conversion of the Delta from an estuary to a weedy lake nor make any significant
progress on restoring the ability of the SWP and the CVP to deliver full contract amounts, even when
there are favorable hydrological conditions.

117 Robert Pyke [Attachment 1: Comments on the BDPC Public Draft EIR/EIS] What then is required to address the
stated objectives, purpose and need? Consideration of the water supply reliability question has to
start with recognition that not only does two-thirds of the precipitation in California fall in the
northern half of the State while two-thirds of the population live in the southern half of the State, but
also with recognition that in California precipitation is not evenly distributed over time but tends to
come in bunches of wetter than normal years and then bunches of drier than normal years
(droughts), as may be seen in Figure 3. This is just as important as the geographical distribution of
precipitation. It may be noted in Figure 3 that earlier last century a decent amount of water passed
out of the Delta to the Bay and the Ocean even in dry years (the green bars). But now in periods of
drought very little water passes through the Bay to the Ocean. While there are other stressors on the
Bay Delta ecosystem, it is inescapable that the lack of Delta outflow in dry years coupled with the
cross flow within the Delta that leads to millions of fish being captured and subsequently dying in the
fish salvage facilities associated with the South Delta pumps, has had a major adverse impact on both
the Bay Delta ecosystem and the viability of salmon runs that have existed for 7,000 years or so
through mediaeval warm periods and the Little Ice Age but are now threatened with extinction.
These basic facts lead to two fundamental principles: That natural flows through the Delta should be
restored to the maximum practical extent, both in terms of quantity and the pattern of flow; 2. That
much less, or zero, water should be extracted at periods of low flows, and that greater amounts of the
water available during periods of higher flow that is surplus to the needs of Northern California users
and the Delta ecosystem can be extracted for export.
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[Attachment 1: Comments on the BDPC Public Draft EIR/EIS] Preliminary calculations of the annual
and average yields, of the kind that have not been made as part of the development of the Plan or the
EIR/EIS, suggest that with the necessary plumbing in place to allow export of much greater amounts
of water in periods of high flow, with the surplus over current needs South of the Delta being stored,
primarily as groundwater, that average deliveries could not only be maintained at present levels but
that they could be readily maintained through a three year drought and possibly through a six-year
drought. That would constitute real water supply reliability, not false hope of water supply
reliability. A project complying with these two principles might require some re-operation of the
existing reservoirs and definitely would require that additional South of Delta storage facilities be
constructed by the recipients of the exported water, but the principal facilities would all be in the
Delta as is the case with the BDCP. The current “project” complies with neither of these principles
and therefore cannot possibly meet the stated objectives, purpose and need. No amount of phony
effects analyses or archaic water balance and water quality analyses can show that it does! If the
“project” were to redefined as a project whose principal purpose is to provide better water quality
for SWP and CVP Contractors at the expense of in-Delta water quality, then the current findings of
the EIR/EIS would be consistent with the objectives, purpose and need, but the current findings are
not consistent with the currently stated objectives, purpose and need and, moreover, the public draft
EIR/EIS is just as incomplete and inconsistent as the existing effects analysis. In summary, the
current public draft of the EIR/EIS does not describe a preferred alternative, or indeed, any
alternative, that meets the stated objectives, purpose and need. Either a preferred alternative that
will actually meet the stated objectives, purpose and need must be described and analyzed or the
stated objectives, purpose and need must be changed and in either case a new draft EIR/EIS must be
released for public review and comment.

117 Robert Pyke

[Attachment 3: Appendix B Comments on BDCP Public Draft EIR/EIS Regarding Ignoring the
Economic Sustainability Plan, Misstating the Facts on Earthquakes and levees and the Irrational
Content of Chapters 9 and 10.] The attachment provides detailed criticisms of the purpose and need
for not including mention of earthquakes as well as critique that multiple chapters in the document
should include more information regarding seismic risk.

119 Mary Leslie
Los Angeles Business Council

Water is a vital resource for Los Angeles and its businesses. With approximately thirty percent of
Southern California’s tap water sourced from Northern California’s Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta,
our membership is dependent on the aging 1,100-mile levee system, which is vulnerable to
disruption. The current system not only threatens the water supply, but it also endangers the
environment and increases the risk of high-cost emergency spending.
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Mary Leslie
Los Angeles Business Council

Appendix D

The LABC supports the Delta Conveyance’s goal of providing a safe and reliable water supply for
Southern California, while also maintaining environmental quality and fiscal responsibility. By
modernizing water delivery from the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta to Southern California through a
single delta tunnel, the Delta Conveyance project would provide reliable and environmentally-
sustainable access to clean water for 19 million Californians. For these reasons, the LABC supports
the Delta Conveyance project as a key way to ensure the growth and vitality of the Southern
California region. Thank you for your leadership in creating a California for all.

129

Californians for Water Security

Failure to act on this project will result in a less secure water future for residents and businesses, the
cost of water deliveries could increase, and the health of the Delta will continue to deteriorate.

129

Californians for Water Security

More than 27 million Californians rely on outdated infrastructure to deliver water from the Sierra
Nevada Mountains through the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta to homes, farms, and businesses
throughout the state. This aging water distribution system is vulnerable to the threats posed by
climate change and natural disasters. For far too long, we have failed to address these pressing
issues, the status quo is no longer acceptable. Without action, water supplies through our main
distribution system are at risk of collapse in the event of a major earthquake or flood. Breaches to
our current dirt levee system could disrupt water supplies for up to one year for millions of
Californians. This system is unprepared to deal with our state’s changing hydrology. Scientists agree
snowpack is becoming less abundant and less predictable due to climate change. With an improved
conveyance system, California will be better prepared to handle the challenges associated with
prolonged droughts and more intense storm systems driven by climate change.

129

Californians for Water Security

The proposed Delta Conveyance Project, a key component of the administration’s statewide water
reliability portfolio, will address many of California’s complex water challenges. This project would:
Protect water security for two-thirds of the state; Improve the reliability and security of our water
system; Protect water supplies from earthquakes, floods, and natural disasters; Prepare for the
impacts of climate change; Promote more natural water flows; Serve as a critical component of a
comprehensive water portfolio

129

Californians for Water Security

Moving forward to modernize our water infrastructure is vital to protect our quality of life and our
economy. Without this project, California’s economic growth could slow, water rates could rise as
we're forced to purchase water from less affordable sources, and the health of the Delta will continue
to decline.

135

Bayla Greenspoon

The health and well-being of the rivers and the many who depend on the them should not, MUST
NOT, be sacrificed for the profit of the few down south. The ultimate costs are too great and too
short-sighted to be viable.

137

Ellen Koivisto

Only a fool makes the same mistake over and over again, but apparently California is being run by
anti-science fools. This proposal is yet another attempt to “solve” a problem created by these exact
same strategies decades ago. It didn’t solve anything then and it won’t solve anything now. It will
only make everything worse.
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139 Elke Rank Delta Conveyance, and the State Water Project, are critical components to support regional and local

Zone 7 Water Agency water supplies - including the Bay Area. Zone 7 receives nearly 90% of its water supply from the
Delta, making these two components of utmost importance to reliably provide water to over 260,000
residents and to about 3,500 acres of irrigated agriculture in the East Bay.

139 Elke Rank We are actively pursuing ways to diversify our supplies and enhancing resilience locally through the
Zone 7 Water Agency collaborative Bay Area Regional Reliability Partnership. Still, Delta Conveyance is an indispensable

project. It serves to protect us against Delta outages due to earthquakes, climate change, etc., and it is
critical to the Tri-Valley’s health and economic prosperity.

150 Colin Diaz More than 30 percent of Southern California’s water supply comes from the Sierra Nevada and it
Westside Council of Chambers provides the backbone water supply for millions of people, our $1.6 trillion economy, farms and our
of Commerce environment. Modernizing and upgrading our state’s aging infrastructure with a single tunnel

properly sized to convey 6,000 cubic-feet-per second of water supply for the State Water Project will
allow us to more efficiently move water, restore the Delta ecosystem and manage our water supply
through climate extremes.

150 Colin Diaz We are not alone in our support. There is widespread backing for the project in Southern California
Westside Council of Chambers and throughout the state from diverse and prominent interests, ranging from labor and business to
of Commerce public agencies, nonprofits and agriculture. We all recognize that a severe water shortage would

come with an enormous economic cost and the time to move forward is now.

150 Colin Diaz This project is not the only step we must take to ensure water resiliency. Ensuring Southern

Westside Council of Chambers
of Commerce

California has a reliable water supply in the future requires a diverse portfolio of both imported and
local supplies and conservation. Much progress and significant investments are being made on a
wide range of local projects and water efficiency, but the Delta conveyance project remains vitally
important.
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Southern California Water
Coalition

Appendix D

For decades, Southern California has invested in smart integrated water supply solutions such as
groundwater recharge and storage, recycled water, captured runoff, and desalination of seawater
and brackish groundwater. However, a common misperception persists that initiatives like
wastewater reuse, stormwater capture and reuse, household rain barrels and water use efficiency
can replace imported water supplies for Southern California. This thinking ignores critical facts
about the region’s hydrology, the water conservation measures already in place, and the importance
of this region and its residents, businesses and farmers to the state’s economy. Indeed, Southern
California has invested—and will continue to invest—heavily in these types of programs that
improve regional resilience and stretch scarce water supplies. However, these types of projects
cannot entirely replace imported supplies. What they can do is ensure that we make the best possible
use of our imported supplies by doubling or even tripling their use through water recycling and
groundwater recharge and storage projects that allow us to use each drop more than once. Of course
Southern California will continue to leverage technology and behavior change to reduce water use—
however many agree that increasing water efficiency becomes more difficult over time as demand
hardens.

162 Gene Beley

The entire nation is once again headed for a recession, Big Time. Start using some common sense!
Stop this tunnel construction water grab nonsense now.

168 Rachel Rolnicki
Orange County Business Council

More than two-thirds of all Californians either reside in the SCAG region or in other areas dependent
on an aging, deteriorating system of dirt levees, aqueducts, pipes and canals. Improvements to the
statewide water delivery system are long overdue. OCBC vocally supported the California WaterFix
project during Governor Jerry Brown'’s administration, during which Governor Brown proposed a
two-tunnel project. OCBC strongly supports Governor Gavin Newsom'’s revised plan to construct a
single pipeline water conveyance system. Crucially, Governor Newsom'’s vision would both safeguard
the Deltas ecosystem and ensure the delivery system is more resilient to climate change impacts.

168 Rachel Rolnicki
Orange County Business Council

Nearly 35 percent of Orange County’s total water supply, serving more than 2.3 million of its
residents, is received through the current conveyance system. Additionally, 100 percent of Southern
California’s six-month emergency water supply is stored in Diamond Valley Lake, which also receives
its water from the current conveyance system. In the event of a destructive earthquake, Southern
California would likely be deprived of this crucial water source and the region’s emergency reserves
would be either unreliable or inaccessible.
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Rachel Rolnicki
Orange County Business Council
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Importantly, there are lessons to be learned from California WaterFix and the legal, environmental
and financial struggles that prevented its success. It is imperative that the issues that plagued
California WaterFix are avoided by all means possible, as this project is urgently needed. In the event
of a major earthquake or drought, Southern California’s water supply will be massively disrupted in
the absence of a modernized water delivery system. The current timeline for the Project aims to
begin construction in 2023. The Project will take 13 years to construct and commission; therefore,
the earliest completion date would be 2036. OCBC strongly recommends that construction begins by
2023 and is not delayed. Every year the project is delayed, the water supply depended on by the
majority of Californians is jeopardized.

168

Rachel Rolnicki
Orange County Business Council

Governor Newsom altered Governor Brown’s proposal by downsizing from a two tunnel project to a
one tunnel project. The single tunnel reduces the cost of the Project and serves as a compromise
between the proponents and opponents of California WaterFix. Despite this balance, some opponents
argue that the status quo must be preserved and that no substantive improvements to the water
conveyance system should be made. Opponents of the tunnel propose that individual water districts
should instead invest in local resources, storm water recovery, and other infrastructure projects.
These strategies are certainly vital for solving problems involving water supply. Many water districts
across the state are already committed to implementing these strategies. However, these alternatives
focus on problems related to supply, and do not address problems involving conveyance. The only
true alternative to the Project is to not complete it, which would endanger the safety and economic
future of the majority of Californians. A comprehensive approach to addressing California’s water
challenges is the best path forward.

171

William Roltsch

There needs to be fair usage of water in the state, not usage based on the degree of bluster by some
parties. Losing fish and wildlife species is forever. Commercial fisheries, sports fisheries, Native
American heritage, and the tourism industry all must be accounted for in statewide water decisions.

181

Liz Elias

A perfect example of the latter is the “Delta Conveyance Project,” which is nothing more than political
doublespeak for the old, tired, tunnel project, designed to steal water from Northern California's
most sensitive environmental area for shipment to Los Angels and environs so they can have
swimming pools and lush lawns. Supporting agriculture in the central valley is one thing, and there
are options there. But the wholesale theft of water from the San Francisco Bay Delta region is
unacceptable. Even with just one tunnel, the projected 3 - 7.5 thousand cubic feet of water per
second is a staggering amount, incomprehensible for most people to envision, but it would have
devastating, irreversible effects on the health of the Delta ecosystem.

182

John Armstrong

Comment opposes the project on the basis that the agribusiness is exporting natural resources
(water and soil mineral resources) by exporting crop. Commenter also states that MWD has stated
that they already have more water than they need.

186

Phyllis Johnston

Comment states that project beneficiaries are farmers that shouldn’t be farming in dry southern
California land.
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191 Dr. Jeffrey Michael
University of the Pacific,
Eberhardt School of Business

Appendix D

The tunnel will not save lives form the levee collapse scenario, whereas levee strengthening projects
will. This flood could kill poor farmworkers and low-income communities around the Delta much like
Katrina destroyed the lower 9th Ward in New Orleans.

235 Tim Stroshane
Restore the Delta

DWR continues to avoid in this NOP situating its new DCP (previously its California WaterFix)
objectives and purpose in the overall framework of state water and civil rights policies. Questions
that need answers include: eHow does this project claim to further the state constitutional
requirement that all water use as well as methods of diversion are to be reasonable and beneficial?
sHow does it claim to further the statewide mandate from state case law that reasonable and
beneficial use of water must protect the public trust resources of the state, which include fish, water
itself, and recreational beneficial uses, among others? eIn 2009, the Legislature declared that it is the
policy of the state to reduce reliance on the Delta for California’s future water needs. How does the
new DCP address this mandate to reduce reliance on the Delta for importation of water? eHow might
the new DCP claim to promote environmental justice for Delta communities when it clearly proposes
to remove water from the Delta and degrade water quality here in the midst of one of California’s
most economically distressed communities in the City of Stockton? RTD insists that the Draft EIR
incorporate answers to these specific questions about purpose and need.
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Restore the Delta
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We further urge that the Draft EIR fully evaluate the claim in the objectives of the NOP that the new
DCP will actually solve problems raised by both climate and seismic risks. Though seismic risk to
Delta levees may be conceptually reduced relative to what was thought a decade ago when California
WaterFix and the Bay Delta Conservation Plan were in early planning stages, this does not mean
there is no risk. The reduction in risk, however, merits “attenuation” in the state’s rhetoric about
seismic risk to Delta levees, and in the rhetoric of the state’s allies concerning some new type of Delta
conveyance. Delta levees are still needed. Each iteration of California WaterFix’s operations since
2012 relied for some portion of the year on conveyance of state and federal stored water in and
through Delta channels to reach the state’s Banks Pumping Plant near Byron and the federal Jones
Pumping Plant near Tracy. Through-Delta conveyance means passage of water intended for export
between Delta levees for the entire distance. Environmental reviews of the tunnels project revealed
that about half the time (48 percent) on average the south Delta pumps would continue to be the
point from which state and federal exports would originate. DWR and the Bureau sought to modify
their water rights permits from the State Water Resources Control Board between 2015 and 2019 to
add points of diversion in the north to augment their south Delta pumping plants—not to replace the
south Delta diversions with the north. There would be times when listed fish species would be
present or fresh water flows entering the north Delta would be too low (seasonally or from drought)
to permit such diversions through the tunnels. Sending water through leveed Delta channels is still
vital to the State Water Project and the Central Valley Project in addition to the health of the Delta
itself. Over the last decade of water debates we at Restore the Delta have continually found it
irresponsible of tunnels advocates to push for tunnels as some sort of seismic insurance policy while
excluding Delta levees from that same treatment. We have no reason to believe at this time thata
new DCP would have less need for Delta levee stability in the face of any level of seismic risk than did
California WaterFix. Delta levee stability investment is an essential component of any investment in
long-term conveyance for the Delta—with or without a single-tunnel concept—whether the levee
failure hazard results from earthquakes or sea level rise due to climate change. If DWR and the
Bureau, and their urban and agricultural customers, are to continue exporting water from the Delta
for the long haul, they must recognize that Delta levees are essential to their future as well as to the
Delta’s—and help persuade the public to support Delta levee investments, and soon. And this is true
regardless of whether concerns for Delta levee stability are seismic or climate-based in origin. Delta
levees need to be ad