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Dear Mr. Jones,

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the Delta Stewardship Council’s Delta Flood
Management Investment Strategy Principals. Reclamation District 999 (District) was formed in 1913 and
since that time has faithfully monitored and maintained the levees that surround and protect the
people, property, homes, and businesses within its boundaries.

As a flood management agency, the District holds the lives of people as the highest value
protected by the levees, and the State should as well. It is disconcerting to see that under #3 of the
“Further guidance for developing a State strategy for flood management investments in the Delta” that
the Delta Stewardship Council (DSC) takes the position that: “Eco-system improvements...should be a
principal reason for the state to fund a project.” The principal reason for any project of flood control
must be for the benefit of human life. Habitat is important as it essential for a healthy environment, but
a project that is necessary for the protection of people should never be ranked lower due to lack of
benefit to the environment. Public safety must be paramount to any ecological goal.

At the District, we understand the difficulty of operating a large system on limited funds. And,
we agree with principle #3 that, “expenditures should reduce risk.” However, the DSC’s assertion that
routine maintenance does not reduce risk is not only false but jeopardizes the integrity of the entire
flood control system. By conducting routine maintenance, Local Maintaining Agencies (LMA) retain
familiarity with the system and can better identify those places that require rehabilitation.

Also, the DSC’s attitude is financially backward and irresponsible. By reducing funds for
maintenance, the DSC would consequently be limiting the level of maintenance conducted and thereby
create an environment that would require increased rehabilitation projects. It is far more cost effective
to continue to fund maintenance programs to prevent the levee system from falling into further
disrepair. Moreover, increasing funding at the LMA level is by far the most efficient way for the State to
improve its levees. LMAs have the knowledge of the land, agreements with landowners and government
agencies, and experience to most effectively get the job done.

The limitation of continued growth in the Delta, especially at an urban level, makes sense. This
practice would minimize the number of “first priority” areas that this strategy would have to address
and reduce the monetary cost and threat to life in the event of a flood. However, the DSC’s claim that
reclamation districts are able to control growth is untrue. Reclamation districts provide drainage and
flood protection; they have no authority to prevent, stop or slow down urbanization of the land within
their boundaries. It would be unreasonable and wrong to punish reclamation districts by rejecting
subvention requests over an issue that they cannot control.
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The District appreciates the hard work that the DSC has put into developing an improved
strategy for Flood Management in the Delta. Please take our comments into consideration and together
we can improve the system that protects millions of lives, billions of dollars in property, and conveys a
precious resource necessary for millions of people to live.

Thank you,

Jonathan Frame, District Manager
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