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Ben1c1a Sahn1ty Control Gates 
JUL 2 8 2015 

-No adverse environmental problems, because the water way is never blocked only 
constricted. More fresh water in Delta, means colder water due to greater depth because the waters are kept closer to 
high tide levels in the Delta. Better crops in Delta with less salt water to deal with. Increased reserves in reservoirs, 
because less water needed to be released to hold back salty bay water for fish and pumps. More reservoir water means 
more colder water for release when needed for fish up stream. Support the Co-Equal goals of people and Delta: ~ 

'='""'''""'cc=.-"-"'"~""c"-"'-'""'"-'-'"~=- Added sales of water would be allowed without harming the Delta environment, which would 
allow for more taming in the Central and Southern California areas. More farming is more jobs and more food for people 
and wildlife. Freshwater marshes are one of the most productive ecosystems on earth. 

Tracy Aqueduct Pumps intake: The intakes need to be moved or added to in order to not reverse the flows of the Delta. 
Why? Per the DWR Delta Exports chart on the other side, the San Joaquin river has 1. 7 to 8.4 MAF of flow which is what 
the Tracy pumps pull from, so to max out the aqueducts at 10 MAF a better source for the intake is needed, which the 
closest (keeping in mind the co-equal goals) is Sherman Island, just outside the sensitive Delta ecosystem area. 
Per a study done by Dr. Pyke's (WDIC) Western Delta Intake Concept ( ) the intake pumps should 
be moved to Sherman Island to naturally control over pumping of the fresh water. This allows the extra water, that 
would normally just mix with the bay, to be exported south with no adverse environmental impacts. 

Running the pipeline(s) near the Rail line and Freeway would allow for a nearly straight route from Tracy pumps to 
Sherman Island which is significantly less expensive because it is only 20 miles instead of 37 miles. 

100Ft = 7.8 MAF 



enicia Salinity Control Gates 

Benicia Salinity Control Gates are pictured above in between 11 of the 12 supports on the newer Benicia 
bridge and will, per DWR, allow for 10 to 46 Million Acre Feet (MAF} of environmentally beneficial fresh water to be 
exported south which would END our Water shortage TODAY!!! It will cost millions instead of 15 billion add more water 
than the twin tunnels and can be completed in months instead of 14 years. The gates would keep the water 
separated from the water and stop salt water incursion by limiting the flow of fresh water out of the area. The 
one always open support pictured above in does not have a Salinity gate, so that fish and boat traffic can freely 
travel in and out of each zone; it is like naturally narrowing the water way. 

a dam, barrier or locks stopping all flow of water, which DWR studied in 1931 and failed on the environmental 
study due to fish migration issues and not clearing out sediment and effluence from the Delta. 

Per DWR study in 19311.3 MAF is needed to naturally keep the salt water out of the Delta and in the Bay, which I have 
rounded up to 2 MAF in my calculations above. Per DWR reports in Dry years like 2014 12 MAF are avaiiable for Export 
south and to mix into the Bay's salty water. In Wet years there is up to 48 MAF available for export and to go out the 
bay. Some salt water entering the Suisun Bay and Marsh is fine, but the goal is to keep the salty water west of Sherman 
Island where the aqueduct intakes should be relocated. The gates are a much better option than simply releasing more 
water from the reservoirs in the north to keep the salinity back and help the aquatic life. This would keep the Delta at 
closer to the high tide water level constantly with slower moving flows which will help the levies last longer. Most 
important benefits would be that more water can flow from the north Sacramento River naturally through the Delta to 
the pumps in Tracy for more usable water availability once the gates are in place. 
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JUL 2 B 2015 
July 28, 2015 

The rivers and streams of Northern California have Public Trust value. 

The PUBLIC TRUST is an affirmation of duty of the State of California 

To protect the heritage of the streams, lakes and tidelands of California .. 

The Twin Tunnel Project does not fairly balance the water rights of 

Northern California~ stretching from the Bay Delta to the Oregon 

border, against those of the Central Valley and Los Angeles. 

Sally Oliver 

16634 Co. Rd. 98 Woodland Ca. 95696 

530 662 2364 
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21,2015 JUl 2 8 2015 
A RESOUNDING "NO" TO 

"TWiN TUNNELS", "DELTA TUNNELS", "CAUFORNlA WATER FlX" 

OR WHATEVER NAME !TWill BE GIVEN TO MISLEAD THE PUBUC 

BECAUSE THE "FiX" DOES NOT "FIX" BUT W!ll HAVE THE FOLLOWiNG 

DEVASTATING iMPACT ON OUR 5-COUNTY SACRAMENTO-SAN JOAQUIN DELTA REGION: 

1.. LASTING ENViRONMENTAL DAMAGE TO THE DELTA ECOSYSTEM LITERALLY DESTROYING THE DELTA 

2. LASTING SEVERE ECONOMIC DOWNTURN TO A MULT!-BiLUON DOLLAR FARMING AND 

TOURISM INDUSTRY 

3. TAKING A'>NAY "A TREASUf<ED WAY OF UFE" FOR FAMILIES AND BUSINESSES. 

4. SPENDING BilLIONS OF DOLLARS WITHOUT CREATiNG ANY NEW NEEDED WATER 

5. SIMPLY USING THE "FIX" TO MOVE \/VATER FROM THE NORTH TO THE SOUTH 

iS f\iOT THE Af\iS"VVER TO CAL!FORNiA"S VVATER PROBLEfv1S! 

HERE !S WHAT CALIFORNIA. NEEDS: 

CALIFORNIANS PRiDE THEfv1SELVES FOR BEiNG ON THE "EDGE OF TECHNOLOGY"- LET'S USE IT WITH A 

COrv1PRL}i[i\jSIVE \lVA~TER PLAN V\/tTH 

COfvlfliEHC:AL & RES~DEf~T~AL 

lf'Jf~OVATi\lE SOLUT~Of~S USft-~G NE\/VTECHf~OlOGi[S 

CREATit'~G r\JE\lV ~'"/VATER EFriCiENCIES IN INDUSTRY, 
~--,. 
L ~ "\...~ 

VVE f\lEED TO SAVE OUR c~ELTA I~N[} LET OUR DELTA ARE.A FA~RfV1ERS CQf\jTiN;JE TO COf\JTRiBLjTE TO 

Gertie Kandris 
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My name is Lynn Miller and my famrly has been farming on Roberts 
Island for 144 years. 

I say "LETS DUMP THESE TUNNELS AND GET REALISTIC." 

1. First of all, the Twin Tunnels are projected to be completed in 
2030. So this "Water Fix" won't be accomplished for another 15 
years. And what major public works project was ever completed 
on time and on budget? 

2. To date, a complete Cost-Benefit Analysis of the project has not 
been published by the State. Stakeholders don't know if it is a 
workable, sustainable project that they will be able to afford in 
15 years when it is completed. But yet .... they must sign onto it 
now, so that it can move forward. Is that a sensible business 
decision? 

3. If the twin tunnels project does go forward and stakeholders 
find they cannot afford it, will the California tax payers be 
required to bankroll the billions of $$$ in construction costs and 
subsidize the price of the water that the stakeholder receive 
from the Delta? 

4. In 2014 a U.C. Davis study concluded that the Sacramento and 
San Joaquin River system is over allocated by 5 times the amount 
of water that flows through it in an AVERAGE year. There is not 
sufficient water to meet the contracted needs that the State 
Water Resources Control Board has approved!!! And the new 
Tunnel Plan will be capable of taking even more. 

5. The Governor has admitted that the tunnels do not produce any 
new water, therefore; a year like 2015 would require that the 
tunnels to remain empty. This is not what I call a cost effective 
project. 



Now if I am going to complain about something I should offer some 
type of solution or . . . . else I'm just whining. 

There are less expensive alternatives that can be completed much 
sooner than 2030. And some of these alternatives will actually create 
NEW water and even save lives. 

1. First of all, stop farming 300,000 acres of distressed, selenium­
laced land served by San Luis Unit (which is in the Westlands 
Water Dist.). That would save 455,000 AF of water annually. 
(and the SJ River will be less polluted from runoff). 

2. The Twin Tunnels do nothing to save lives and property in the 
Delta in case of an earthquake. Levee upgrades can be completed 
in half the time it will take to build tunnels and for about 80/'o 
less then what the tunnels will cost. Loss of life will be abated 
and when export water "is available" it will have strong, reliable 
existing Delta waterways to reach the Tracy pumps for export. 

3. The Western Delta Intakes Concept should be seriously 
evaluated by D WR & SWCB. This is a Twin Tunnel alternative. 

4. Increase the reliance on local water by improving storage and 
capture. Repair leaky municipal pipes. In Sacramento alone at 
least 1 in every 10 gallons of water "goes missing" as it flows 
through damaged & broken city pipes. And this is a common 
occurrence through CA. cities. 

These tunnels don't make economic sense! Dump the tunnels and get 
realistic. I thank you for the opportunity to comment. 
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JUL 2 8 2015 

My name is Wendy Heaton 
I'm a wine grape grower from Clarksburg in the North Delta. 

Now, according to environmental impact report, 
The tunnels will create saltwater intrusion that will DOUBLE salinity in the 
Delta. 
This is our IRRIGATION water. If you farm with salt water, it RUINS the 
LAND. 

There are half a million acres of PRIME farmland in the delta. This saltwater 
intrusion will wreck PRIME farmland in order to send Sacramento River 
water south. Much of this water will go to W estlands Water District, where 
the soils and drainage are already impaired and will eventually have to be 
RETIRED ANYWAY. This makes NO SENSE. 

The environmental impact report ALSO says that to MITIGATE for the 
salty water, Delta farmers will need to switch to SALT-TOLERANT crops. 
These are LOWER VALUE crops than we farm now. This will hit the 
ECONOMY of the Delta hard. 

By creating saltwater intrusion and ruining prime farmland, the tunnels will 
effectively create a wealth transfer FROM the Delta TO farmers and 
developers in the south. 

This is not only BAD public policy, it's also WRONG. 

So please restore our faith in our government. 
Do the right thing and shut down this tunnel plan. There are better solutions 
to California's water woes. 
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I am Stephen F. Heringer, sth of 6 generations of the Heringer Family to farm Upper 

Delta soils. The third generation of our family was farming Clarksburg soils at the 

turn of the previous century, while the vast majority of the California Central valley 

was a desert and the Greater los Angeles Basin boasted less than 500,000 

population. Our forefathers not only built communities, schools, roads, churches in 

the towns of the beautiful California Delta but also farmed the land in a 

sustainable and productive manner and have always left the Delta a better place 

for future generations than they found it. 

Delta farmers are very understanding and compassionate regarding our fellow 

California farmers need for irrigation water. What we are adamantly opposed to is 

the diversion and destruction of the Sacramento River Delta, the largest fresh 

water Delta in the Western Hemisphere. The four year drought California is 

experiencing has exposed many short comings in the States water policy and 

operations. The State Department of Water Resources has proved itself incapable 

of managing water policy by contracting multiple times the average available 

water supply to State entities and water agencies. Now they want to build 15,000 

CFS tunnels around the Delta, a plan that creates not one ounce of new available 

water, does nothing to bolster our on or off stream storage of available water 

during the annual wet season, and only promulgates the continued destruction of 

the diverse environment of aquatic, terrestrial, and water fowl species that have 

relied on the Delta estuary system for food and shelter for millenniums. 

ring the decade the vetting process r the B ma other options 

and ideas have been brought forth to ass m m ng precio water to areas of 

critical need which wou ease the horrendous impacts on the Delta that the 

tunnels exacerbate. All such plans have been summarily dismissed without 

consideration as the political machine moved to create science to enforce their 

preconceived conveyance and used fear of imminent levee collapse to bolster 

their arguments and build public support for their preferred outcome. Given past 

performance, we can in no way trust them to do what is right for the Delta in the 

face of political and economic pressure. 



Delta residents and farmers whole heartedly support the conveyance of water 

excess to local and environmental needs through the existing network of Delta 

channels and levees which must be maintained to assure a viable Delta. We also 

support the building of additional on and off stream water storage facilities to 

increase the amount of water available to other state and municipal water 

agencies. We support conservation efforts and utilization of recycled water for 

crops and landscape. We support desalinization efforts along the California coast 

to supply some of the needs of cities and urban requirements. We support 

options that supply new water at a cost that will be affordable and economically 

sustainable for our fellow farmers in the Central Valley that don't concurrently 

destroy the Delta Estuary. 

As we have done over the past decade/ we again today call on Governor Brown 

and the Department of Water Resources to put politics aside and consider better 

ideas and plans for the future of this great State. Other options will provide water 

fairly for the state's citizens without destroying the largest fresh water estuary in 

the Western Hemisphere. Thank you for hearing our concerns today. 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Sirs: 

joynell@softcom.net 
Thursday, July 30, 2015 12:10 AM 
BDCPcomments 
Delta Tunnels 

RECIRC220. 

In light of all of the controversy over the Delta Tunnels, I am voicing my opposition to it's undertaking. Estimates have 
shown that the stated $25 billion is a considerable shortfall of the actual cost of building these tunnels. Most of the 
reports I have read state that these tunnels would cost in excess of $50 billion, with no stated cap on the spending. As a 
consumer and taxpayer, I shutter to think how high my property taxes and water rates could go up to pay for this 
adventure. I ask you to consider killing this project and exploring other ways to get water down south. 

Thank you, 

Joy Smart 
Lodi, California 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Anthony Hernandez <anthony@joinanthony.org > 

Friday, July 17, 2015 9:28AM 
BDCPcomments 
Support Alternative 4A - the California Water Fix 

Anthony Hernandez 95814 07/17/2015 

c: Governor Jerry Brown 

Subject: Support for the Bay Delta Conservation Program 

California Department of Water Resources: 

RECIRC221. 

Our water delivery system for CA is broken. The state has dutifully moved forward with addressing our 
antiquated system that is not as environmentally friendly and is subject to failure in a catastrophe. We need to 
move forward and advance our efforts to redo that system. New conveyance facilities are needed that can be 
managed in a way that both deliver water and also protect the environment. Additionally we need to look at our 
other systems that allow us better flood control and water storage for our growing population. 

For these reasons, I support the proposal to fix our water system. 

A 
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Bernard 

Treasurer 
Alan Ludwig 

Affiliate Chair 
Lou Rendon 

Anthony · DIG 

Mike DiDonna - Labor 

Andrew Waterb'Jry- Govern. Affairs 

Anna Came- Legal Committee 

Frank Morones- Membership 

Scott Salandi- PAC 

Elizabeth Torrez Public Agencies 

Jeremy Saum- Safety 

Editor -John 

5 

cc: Brovm 

ifomia 

to move 



Subject: of California Water 

• Protect water supplies by delivering them through a modern vvater pipeline rather than relying 
solely on deteriorating dirt levee system. 

• that is able to our water from floods 

to move water to storage state so we can capture it for 
use m 

0 Restore more natural water above ground in 
on endangered fish and other wildlife. 

0 and restore wildlife and the Joaquin Delta. 

thorough IS to act 

these reasons, we support the Water (Alternative 

Executive Director 

(714) 937-5000 Fax (714) 937-5030 Email: l!:JK!l.flli~~·'lLQffl 
2190 S. Towne Centre Pl.. Suite 310. Anaheim. CA 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Shelia Voss <shelia.voss@ecasocal.org> 

Thursday, July 30, 2015 11:37 AM 
BDCPcomments 
governor@governor.ca.gov 
BDCP/Water Fix Comments 
BDCP Water Fix Comments.pdf 

Attached please see our letter of support. 

Sincerely, 

Shelia Voss, 
Office Manager 
Engineering Contractors' Association 
2190 S. Towne Centre Place, Ste 310 
Anaheim, CA 92806 
shelia. voss@ecasocal.org 
Bus: 714-937-5000 
Mob: 714-476-7838 

BUilDING YOUR BUSINESS FUTURE 
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Delta Counties Coalition 
Contra Costa County· Sacramento Coumy ·San Joaquin County· Solano County· Yolo County 

wr>t'mer on water and Delta issues .. 

July 29, 2015 

The Honorable Governor Jerry Brown 
State Capitol, Suite 1173 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

The Honorable Sarah "Sally" Jewell, Secretary 
United States Department of the Interior 
1849 C Street, NW, Room 6156 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

The Honorable Regina A. McCarthy, Administrator 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Room 3000 
Washington, D.C. 20460 

John Laird, Secretary 
California Natural Resources Agency 
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1311 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

The Honorable Penny S. Pritzker, Secretary 
United States Department of Commerce 
1401 Constitution A venue, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20230 

Dear Governor Brown, Secretaries Laird, Jewell and Pritzker, and Administrator McCarthy: 

The recently released and rebranded Bay-Delta Conservation Plan (BDCP)/California 
"WaterFix" and the partially Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report and Supplemental 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (RDEIR/SDEIS) contain substantial changes from the 

initial public draft. We hope that this latest iteration of the BDCP will provide a complete and 
detailed description of the revised project, an accurate assessment and characterization of the 
potential impacts, and the specific elements of a comprehensive mitigation strategy to 
compensate for the impacts of this massive project as an extensive and detailed analysis is 

required in order to make that determination. 

The spirit of both the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEP A) is grounded in fully disclosing the impacts of project actions 

so that we, as a society, can make decisions with respect to our communities, livelihood, and 
environment. The RDEIR/SDEIS amount to nearly 8,000 pages of additional documentation. 
Given the size and complexity of the document and the need to refer back to the initial 40,000 
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pages, the current public comment period is distressingly inadequate. The recent extension of 

the comment period, while helpful, remains inadequate for meaningful review and comment of 
the revised documents, which must be reviewed in the context of the original BDCP and without 
the benefit of response to our earlier comments. Both CEQA and NEP A require, at a minimum, a 
summarized and clearly defined project and impact report. Given the lengthy environmental 

documents, more time is necessary. 

The Delta counties, cities and towns are among the communities most affected by the proposed 
actions of the BDCP/California ''WaterFix," and more time is needed to thoroughly review and 

comment on the recently released documents. On behalf of the Delta Counties Coalition and the 
Delta community, we respectfully request that the public comment period for the RDEIR/SDEIS 
be extended by, at least, another 60-days (deadline of December 29) in addition to the recently 

granted 60-day extension (deadline of October 30). 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Mary Nejedly Piepho 
Supervisor, Contra Costa County 

Don Nottoli 
Supervisor, Sacramento County 

Katherine M. Miller 
Supervisor, San Joaquin County 

Supervisor John M. Vasquez, 
Supervisor, Solano County 

Jim Provenza 
Supervisor, Yolo County 

c: Delta Counties State Legislative Delegation 

Delta Counties Federal Legislative Delegation 
The Honorable Estevan Lopez, Commissioner of United States Bureau of 

Reclamation 
Mr. Mike Fris, Assistant Director of Endangered Species, Region 8 

United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
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Mr. Will Stelle, Regional Administrator ofNational Marine Fisheries Service 

Mr. Michael Tucker, National Marine Fisheries Service 
Delta Stewardship Council 

Delta Protection Commission 
Delta Conservancy 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

Cathy Marcinkevage- NOAA Federal <cathy.marcinkevage@noaa.gov> 
Thursday, July 30, 2015 12:00 PM 
BDCPcomments; Olson, Theresa; Cassandra Enos-Nobriga 
Michael Tucker- NOAA Federal; Shelby Mendez - NOAA Federal; Deanna Harwood; Jeff 

Mclain 
Fwd: DCC 60-day Extension Letter 
07-29-15 DCC Comment Period Extension Letter.pdf 

Passing on an SEIS/R review period extension request that NMFS received from Delta counties. 

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Joan R Langhans- NOAA Federal <joan.r.langhans@noaa.gov> 
Date: Tlm, Ju130, 2015 at 11:28 AM 
Subject: Fwd: DCC 60-day Extension Letter 
To: Maria Rea- NOAA Federal <maria.rea@noaa.gov>, Michael Tucker- NOAA Federal 
<Michael.Tucker@noaa.gov>, Cathy Marcinkevage- NOAA Federal <cathy.marcinkevage@noaa.gov>, 
Deanna Harwood- NOAA Federal <deanna.harwood@noaa.gov> 
Cc: Will Stelle- NOAA Federal <will.stelle@noaa.gov> 

Good Morning all, 

Forwarded FYI per Will's request. We have also requested hard copy be sent by U.S. mail. 

Thanks, 
Joan 

---------- Forwarded message----------
From: DeBord. Elisia <DeBordE(ii:)saccounty.net> 
Date: Thu, Jul30, 2015 at 10:26 AM 
Subject: DCC 60-day Extension Letter 
To: "Wi1l.Ste11e@noaa.gov" <Will.Stelle@noaa.gov> 

Good Morning Mr. Stelle, 

The Delta Counties Coalition copied you on a letter it mailed yesterday. I attached it for your convenience. Let 
me know if you prefer that I mail it. 

Thanks, 



(916) 87 4-4227 

deborde@saccounty. net 

County of Sacramento Email Disclaimer: This email and any attachments thereto may contain private, confidential, and 
privileged material for the sole use of the intended recipient. Any review, copying, or distribution of this email (or any 
attachments thereto) by other than the County of Sacramento or the intended recipient is strictly prohibited. If you are 
not the intended recipient, please contact the sender immediately and permanently delete the original and any copies 
of this email and any attachments thereto. 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Steve Schramm <reelsafari@yahoo.com> 
Thursday, July 30, 2015 11:42 AM 
BDCPcomments 
Opposed to revised BDCP/California WaterFix 

RECIRC224. 
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COMMENT CARD JUL 2 9 2015 



1-~·x CV-\ Wct\~ra CDm 
Western Delta Intake Concept {WDIC) 

By Dr. Robert Pyke 

Dr. Pyke7 s WDIC wm have the following penefits as it pertains to the 

Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta and water transfers. 

1. The WDIC would be located on Sherman Island on the south end of Sacramento County· 
Sherman Island is now mostly owned by the State of California. 

2. AU waters (rivers, streams, island pump outs, run-off, etc.) must pass through the delta 

to the WDIC site. 
·r. • .:_ ----..... 

3. Due to all of the water passing through the Delta, monies for Delta infrastructure wm 
remain in the Delta. 

4. WDIC is half the distance to the State and Federal pumping stations. Thus a huge 
reduction in construction costs and mitigation costs. 

5. WDIC permeable embankments are far more efficient and effective than other fish 
screen proposals1which are ineffective or unproven. 

6. Due to all waters passing through the Delta and the inclusion of additional storage which 
allows true Big Gulp- Little Gulp operation! Southern water users would receive more 
water over the long haul versus BDCP's proposaL 

7. WDIC is self-regulating; meaning over pumping m< water at any time wm result in too 
much brackish (salt) water. The pumps must be turned down or shut off as a result of 
too much brackish water. 

These advantages over the BDCP's proposal are significant. It is in our best interests to 
investigate this WDIC proposal. 
Dr. Robert Pyke is an individual consultant on geotechnical, earthquake and water resource 
engineering. He was one of the principal authors of the EconomicSustainabiHty Plan ofthe 
Delta Protection Commission. He has served as a consultant on numerous high profile 
projects including dam safety evaluations for both East Bay Municipal Utility District and the 
Santa Clara Valley Water District. Dr. Pyke can be reached at: 

Dr. Robert Pyke 

1310 Alma Avenue ... No. W2.01, Walnut Creek; CA. 94596 

{925}323-7338 E-mail: bobnvke@attg!oba!.net 



Robert Pyke, Consulting Engineer 

Weste:rn Delta Intakes Concept 

Two keys: 

1. Recognition that manmade alteration of the Delta in combination iNith.larger 
export flows has turned the Delta from an estuarine environment into a more 
lacustrine environment which favors :invasive species over native species; and 

2. Recognition that precipitation in California is extremely va..riable and that past 
and future variability, which many climate scientists predict might be greater, 
must be addressed in any sustainable water management plan. 

Four principles: 

1. That natural flows through the Delta should be restored to the maximum 
practical extent; 

2. That much more water should be extracted at periods of high :flow and much less, 
or zero, \.-vater should be extracted at periods of low :flows; 

3. Scheme should be self-regulating and not rely on complicated agreements; 

4- Scheme should be si..:mple to design, permit and operate. 

Six physical elements: 

1. Restoration of floodplains on the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers and their 
tributaries in order to provide flood storage and stretch out the flood hydrograph 
in addition to providing significant flood management benefr-1.8; 

2. New intake facilities somewhere in the West Delta to allow flows to pass through 
the Delta a natural way before surplus flows are extracted; 

3· One or more tunnels that can move the extracted water to additional storage 
facilities that would likely be located adjacent to the existing Clifton Court 
Forebay; 

4· Additional south-of-Delta storage, much of it likely as groundwater but also 
perhaps including new Westside surface storage; 

13:to.AlmaAvenue. No. W201, Wainut Creek, CA 94596 
Telephone 925.323.7338 E-mail bobpyke@attglobal.net 



s~ During periods of very high flow, the new intakes and the existing South Bay 
intalces, with fish screens along the Old River, could be used simultaneously; 

6.. To maintain South Delta water quality, construct lined canal to recirculate water 
from the aqueducts to the San Joaquin River as necessary. 

WESTERN DELTA INTAKES CONCEPT 
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intermediate Forebay: A new 
forebay would be constructed to 
temporarily store water before it 
enters the tunnel system. 

Byron Tract Forebay: A new forebay 
would be constructed next to the existing 
Clifton Court ForebaJI, near the CVP and SWP 
facilities, to temporaJily store water from 
the tunnels and create a hydrologic break 
between the tunnels and the ev:isting system. 

Dual-Bore 
Tunnels 

Sacramento 

~lk 
Grove 

::::150 

.~~ -1~" 
~~ 40" -J.-ojy -----;,(~ 40' _j• 
_.,S~/ l.iinlmum \_'='jJ 

0€-44"4 

Dual-Bore Tunnels: Two 40-foot inside­
diameter tunnels will be constructeti side 
by side, more than 7 50 feet below ground 
to deliver water supplies to the existing SWP 
and CVP pumps. 

Ta 
Delta· 

Mendota 

.--.;-£~;::Canal rr or 

California Aqueduct (SWP) 
Delta-Mendota Canal (CVP} 

Califomia 
Aqueduct 



RECIRC226. 

COMMENT CARD JUL 2 9 2015 

THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD IS JULY 10, 2015 THROUGH OCTOBER 30, 2015. 

PlEASEPl, ~ 
NAME .~( h: ~0W 
ORGANIZATION: :;;;{4 bU 

ADDRESS: /oo) C<?)>pcP-C~~T 
' 

CITY: VA cAvt t( e_ 

DATE: \-J ev~~1 Z~ ?o fL 
E-MAIL: Ald?~@ S:,~(xJ<Q,'Giq 'Cu.:Vl 

' 

STATE: C4-



RECIRC227. 

COMMENT CARD 
THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD IS JULY 10,2015 THROUGH OCTOBER 30,2015. 

CITY: __ -=l:;~)b=---<..'U'---"dc."'""""~--""=-----STATE:--{,..<CH-CL.-' .L__ ___ .ZIP:___:_'_')k-=-=-~_L_f __ _ 



COMMENT CARD 
THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD ISJULY10, 2015 THROUGH OOOBER 30,2015. 

PLEASE PRINT 

RECIRC228. 
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COMMENT CARD lUL 2 9 2015 

THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD IS JULY 10, 2015 THROUGH OCTOBER 30, 2015. 

PLEASE PRINT 

NAME: t. 1/vPft Jw1iJif5c~l t_LJ1J 1>!~ ifotuJc.? DATE._-+----''-f-1-----

0RGANIZATION: ' r 
1 

E-MAIL:_:_! __ -_-_· _' __________ _ 



RECIRC230. 

COMMENT CARD JUL 2 9 2015 

THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD ISJULV10, 2015 THROUGH OCTOBER 30,2015. 

NAME:---"''---'------'--------"":.......=;._:--+-__,_------+-"'"---+--DATE ·---'--'--f-----

ORGANIZATION: ___________ E-MAIL: ______________ _ 

ADDRESS: ___________________________ _ 

CITY: ____________ _ ------t'-----ZIP: ______ _ 



RECIRC231. 

COMMENT CARD JUL 2 g 2015 
THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD IS JULY 10,2015 THROUGH OCTOBER 30,2015. 

A 7/ C; t:,£.__21 c: 
7 

ORGANIZATION: __________ -MAIL: _____________ _ 



RECIRC232. 

COMMENT CARD JUL 2 9 2015 
THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD IS JULY 10,2015 THROUGH OCTOBER 30,2015. 

PLEASE PRINT 

NAME: ~-ae ·e ~If 



RECIRC233. 

COMMENT CARD 
THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD ISJULV10, 2015THROUGH OCTOBER 30,2015. 



COMMENT CARD 
THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD IS JULY 10,2015 THROUGH OCTOBER 30,2015. 

PLEASE PRINT 

NAME: K~N 0 

RECIRC234. 
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COMMENT CARD 
THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD IS JULY 10,2015 THROUGH OCTOBER 30,2015. 

PLEASE PRINT 

NAME: \l CL\ K:€.'0 \<.a'\\-h DATE·---'--''----'-'---"-"----

ORGANIZATION: Re "0~6X: e \~e Oe\ ·~ . E-MAIL: __ l,_·\-,_,\s.'""""c ....... K_,_\-_,_h~@:£"-C\,._,.ro.........,r"ii ...... :,__,_\ -'-''C"'-'' c ...... ')'c(\__,___,_ ___ _ 
T \(c, ~ ~ S '? ; rc..kG \..C'V, \ f\ax1 f\0~ ._) 

ADDRESS: 1 (9 q cc'::, . B·<.?Q.$' C\<J¥0 r 'Q.\c;,.;c,c\ Re\, 

c1rv: I<S\e \o--<\ sTATE: __ c=·_,_,c ----"'"""'ziP: q SG:, 4 1 



RECIRC236. 

COMMENT CARD 
THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD ISJULY10, 2015THROUGH OCTOBER 30,2015. 

PLEASE PRINT 

NAME: L (.)I.U ren. "\-{I"\ DATE: _ ___:_ _ __::__ ___ _ 

ORGANIZATION: Bes,~'1: \~'f Oe\\<:>,_ E-MAIL:" __ J_\_!_\b<~''\h,._-\-'--\r:.....:'=@._·< 'A:::!:\~~ "('f\1'---"Q="" :...::..\\.:..:<~C..::::::~:.!...:-----
,.J 

ADDRESS: \<cq {,_) 16\C't'f\{'J::l<Jt"\ T .. "c;;bud Rd, 
CITY: T.'-s \e\c;"" sTATE: 



RECIRC237. 

COMMENT CARD JUL 2 9 2015 

THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD ISJULY10, 2015 THROUGH OCTOBER 30,2015. 

PlEASE PRINT 

NAME: ?'() ~ ~ \1 ±\g_ 

STATE: CA 



RECIRC238. 

COMMENT CARD JUL 2 9 2015 
THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD IS JULY 10, 2015 THROUGH OCTOBER 30, 2015. 

PLEASE PRINT 

NAME D2 v; 1 _ti_ It e;A n ci DATE o-r Lz(/- zcrr 
ORGANIZATION: . -- E-MAIL: ___________ _ 

ADDRESS: 721 tf Ft>l r- h rnkf A-11 a 

c1rv: tt; f) ·Vr 511? STATE:_~__:_/J ___ ZIP: /(tf7-7J 

#~*~ lv'-1- Wxlf7f/L~ ~ ~ ~~;4 
~~~ ./r-L 'Zf;P~2 -~u-~Pf-1~ 



RECIRC239. 

COMMENT CARD JUl 2 9 ·2015 

THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD IS JULY 10,2015 THROUGH OCTOBER 30,2015. 

PLEASE PRINT . , , 

NAME: {l/;ff5/tl1& !lv4ae/ 
ORGANIZATION: .JJt//a_ /10j1(1 ~t?L 
ADDRESS: p 0, iiO{. /2/fj-

DATE: -1/tct&oa­
E-MAIL: colieh;;t?j'io:IJtlt~l' I eo:v0 



RECIRC240. 

COMMENT CARD JUl 2 9 2015 

THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD ISJULY10,2015 THROUGH OCTOBER 30,2015. 

PLEASE P,~~T 

NAME:urf?iL::::Lt A- Ctxcf~ DATE-----~.-~---~'------

ORGANIZATION: __________ E-MAIL: U l ('Co u"W e L cf!d?)}l c C:eiVVl 



RECIRC241. 

COMMENT CARD 
THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD IS JULY 10,2015 THROUGH OCTOBER 30,2015. 

PLEASE PRINT 

NAME: fv( /)A v' £ d. % \-- I ;· r'f DATE ·~-+-==H~'------
ORGANIZATION: \r e c;;'( Jlc'YI! E-MAIL: .'Yf I ~~ J 1 n '9 lA lj' ~:fro,., +1 S:'\"11 ~. t-" n e f= 

ADDREss: 'Po Zc)x 1 o c..:; c:_) 



COMMENT CARD 
THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD IS JULY 10,2015 THROUGH OCTOBER 30,2015. 

PLEASE PRINT 

NAME: pv{. ':a_ v 'r J S+:~ ~~ /; ~o 
J 

ORGANIZATION:. ___________ E-MAIL: _________ ~-----

ADDRESS: ____________________________ _ 

CITY: STATE: ZIP: -------------- ------------- --------



RECIRC242. 

COMMENT CARD JUL 2 9 2015 

THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD IS JULY 10, 2015 THROUGH OCTOBER 30, 2015. 

PLEASE PRINT 

NAME: \( e,J: /l cl~~ t( 

! 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--~~~~ 



RECIRC243. 

COMMENT CARD JUL 2 9 2015 



RECIRC244. 

COMMENT CARD JUL 2 9 2015 

THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD IS JULY 10, 2015 THROUGH OCTOBER 30, 2015. 

PLEASE PRINT 

NAME: ____ ---:--'--------,-------.. ----DATE: ~ ~~:.S~-
ORGANIZATION:_;:___:_..c-------:;~--'--'--N_.s_J c_k_~:__:/-__ E-MAIL: __ c7_J_"' ""-~--'='c:r-:.........<--V""--;2-'-/_e_" '-P--~-'-'-~_:._.C::::::_-~_:..;/?7'-'-----­
ADDRESS: S6 /7 H:::r-)J, J)f\, 



COMMENT CARD 
THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD IS JULY 10,2015 THROUGH OCTOBER 30,2015. 

PLEASE PRINT 

NAME: £o ,KuJTGV 

JUL 2 9 2015 

ORGANIZATION: ___________ E-MAIL:___,_€.uu;_O'-L:!J<'-"-'/I=V1..p.e=AI~(R~J..c:.I!Vt=AJ.L!..._L -=--· _...,C6""'--'--=---="""=-----

ADDRESS: _ _____,.6<-i._~--'--,P_;:&=·· ---"--tf'J-"--JJ ____________________ _ 

CITY: ttJ/It-ll/1)7 c~(J If e STATE:CA ~ 
' 

ZIP: <ff/.. 9fJ 



RECIRC246. 

COMMENT CARD JUL 2 9 2015 

THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD IS JULY 10,2015 THROUGH OCTOBER 30,2015. 

PLEASE PRINT • 

NAME: _JDROA-N 
ORGANIZATION: 



RECIRC247. 

COMMENT CARD JUl 2 9 2015 
THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD IS JULY 10,2015 THROUGH OCTOBER 30,2015. 

ADDRESS:=:-----.-----------------.--:::-------------

CITY: I sic t tt srATE: __ C_' ...:_ft_,_-___ .ziP: ______ _ 



RECIRC248. 

COMMENT CARD JUl 2 9 2015 
THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD IS JULY 10, 2015 THROUGH OCTOBER 30, 2015. 

PLEASE PRINT 

NAME: L.~ L_ , :J;>:n .e~t e,-z..,, DATE: Cjz.J!l:J :Jq.]D/5 

ORGANIZATI~~:/!, w:r;v;2(/e.~;(ll:())tJ£!3f/J~~: /;Sa~M hC~ cr-t!JlJ .U)5/"L . 

ADDRESS: ? Q,J:5cY- :_Q I 1. i /J11hL b{YY: 225} 6():_6mri'C C1~ 
CITY: STATE: fe ZIP: q:5Z:.?3 Cj 



RECiRC249. 

COMMENT CARD JUl 2 9 2015 

THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD IS JULY 10,2015 THROUGH OCTOBER 30,2015. 

PlEASE PRINT 

NAME:"ll~~~ hlrfttt DATE: 07.2.-<7 ·2-61'5> 
ORGANIZATION: ~- E-MAil: ·:f'c; Yl; <£oQ_@ o...±t ~ hGf: 

ADDRESS: Y 0 po)( ~&~ 

CITY: f<;) o \J ~~ ~ 
i 

----~~~--~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--~~~~~~~~ 



RECIRC250. 

COMMENT CARD JUL 2 !1 2015 

THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD IS JULY 10, 2015 THROUGH OCTOBER 30, 2015. 

PLEASE PRINT 

NAME: fD_d....vr:e..., s W1r; fiA DATE: r- z r ... ~~ 
ORGANIZATION: E-MAIL: 

ADDRESS: I() 2,£' 2~.cl -or 
CITY: R/o t/ ~ (i ·17A.__ STATE: ea._ ZIP: \f/'1~ '2 I 


