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From: Janet McCleery
To: Delta Council Science
Subject: Comments on the Delta Science Plan
Date: Monday, July 15, 2013 5:19:17 PM


Hello -
Reviewing the draft plan, this represents is a good attempt to integrate science into the Delta 
process more than before. But I was hoping for science to play a stronger role than what I see 
outlined in the plan. Here's why.


Page 6: 
"11 Implementation of the Delta Science Plan will provide independent, peer-reviewed, 
objective science 
 12 products to inform Delta decisions aimed at achieving the coequal goals, but expressly 
will not pass 
 13 value judgment on the trade-offs between different decisions. It also recognizes the needs 
for agencies 
 14 to meet their regulatory responsibilities."


First, I believe this is a flawed approach that is doomed to fail from the start. 


The Science Plan needs to focus solely on the "Delta" side of the Delta Plan co-equal goals. 
The other half of the "co-equal goals", reliable water exports, is not a scientific-based goal 
but rather a volume-based goal to meet corporate expansion of almond acreage and upcoming 
fracking needs. The science can/should help insure the quality of the water exported is clean - 
just as it should insure the quality of the water in the Delta remains clean. But the science 
needs to protect the Delta from over exports. The "Science" cannot at the same time protect 
the Delta and ensure the water contracts receive the amount of water they want. There are 
currently more contracts let for water than exists in the Delta, even in a good water year. The 
Delta Plan and BDCP were supposed to start with the science-based Delta Flows but the 
August 2010 Bay Institute/SWCRB Delta Flow report produced for this purpose said the 
Delta needed more water than the contractors want to leave in the Delta and the report has 
been rejected. Any science thus proposed that will protect and even start to restore the Delta 
will be similarly dismissed. Only once reasonable export limits are set and the species begin 
to recover, can science be used for future hopeful projects (e.g., habitat restoration (but NOT 
taking farms by eminent domain!), farm runoff clean-up, better sewage treatment for 
Sacramento and other cities dumping into the Delta) to evaluate if these projects could 
support more fresh water can be exported without detrimental harm to the in-Delta fish, fowl 
and water quality.


To-date the trade-off has been in the water contractors' favor in detriment to the Delta fish, 
farmers, and communities. Hence how can a science plan NOT pass value judgement on the 
trade-offs. It MUST pass value judgement on the trade-offs and at that point, when it is clear 
that the Delta has been maxed out, other projects and plans can be proposed that can truly 
"create" more water and water storage for the state: recycling, conservation, desalination, and 
ground water recharge projects. Projects that will meet the legislative goal of reduced reliance 
on the Delta and increased regional self-sufficiency. As long as the state pretends there is 
enough water in the Delta system to meet the water contractor's side of the co-equal goal 
equation, the Delta will continue to suffer and decline.
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The last sentence is also problematic.  "It also recognizes the needs for agencies to meet their 
regulatory responsibilities." Over the past 10-20 years, the agencies responsible for water 
exports have continued to increase export amounts regardless of the known crisis the salmon 
populations were experiencing and the wide body of scientists who said increasing the fresh 
water was the surest way to save the salmon. The Department of Fish & Game have sat by 
unable to affect corrective action. The salmon would be extinct by now except for the court 
orders stopping the pumps.


PAGE 10: 
"2 Coordination and Integration of Delta Science- Current fragmentation of science 
institutions hinders
 3 efficient development and use of a common and trusted body of science for Delta decision 
making."


I am concerned of the large body of scientists that has been amassed and paid for by the state 
to develop the BDCP. It is difficult in California to find many truly "independent" scientists. I 
have been impressed by the BDCP-paid scientists are those that are telling us the salmon can 
survive WITHOUT fresh water! That there are all these other causes of the salmon's decline 
EXCEPT fresh water is not one of them. Anyone still independent knows clearly that the #1 
issue is lack of fresh water. The Delta Flows Report confirms that. If all of the scientists are 
being amassed into one "coordinated" group, it will not be a "trusted body of science" - I fear 
the truly independent, caring scientists will be overrun, ignored, and overwhelmed with 
thousands of pages of writing about why the exporters "theory" is correct and proposing 
project after project to "correct" the situation without simply starting with higher flows. More 
than needing coordination and integration of Delta Science, It isn't the fragmentation of 
science institutions that are causing the Delta crisis, it is the water exporters influence over 
the agencies making export decisions who claim their needs far outweigh the needs of the 
Delta. Which is again why I believe the scientist need to focus on the Delta-side of the co-
equal goals only - the state can then propose projects that do not cause more and more harm 
to the Delta.


PAGE 15 - Section 3 Adaptive Management.
The "adaptive management" approach being proposed by the BDCP won't work as proposed 
because it will be virtually impossible to curtail water exports once the tunnels start 
operation. Because the main backers of the tunnels, the water contractors who will receive 
water deliveries from the tunnel and sell the water to their urban and agricultural customers, 
have seats on key committees and can veto decisions they don’t like escalating the decision 
all the way to either the Governor of California (for the State pump decisions) or the U.S. 
Secretary of the Interior who reports directly to the President (for Federal pump decisions). 
See http://nodeltagates.com/2013/04/07/the-fox-are-guarding-the-henhouse/ for our legal 
council's evaluation of the BDCP adaptive management strategy. The scientists will also be 
overridden. That approach could take years before an issue was resolved - meanwhile the fish 
and Delta suffers.


I would like to see in this plan a mechanism proposed where science can override the 
exporters quickly - similarly to how a court order can now stop the pumps if needed. 
Hopefully that wouldn't be needed if adaptive management can "truly" be done. But the 
current adaptive management plan, if someone objects, just gets escalated to the next agency 
and on and on - taking too long. It is a concern when the water contractors and responsible 
operational agencies are now running amuck and want next to bypass fresh water around the 
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Delta so are proposing a horrible construction project right through the center of the scenic 
waterways.


Figure 3-1: Models are nice - but what about reality? When the pumps were installed, 
scientists told the then Gov. Jerry Brown that was too many pumps - too much water could be 
exported - but they were ignored. Over the past 10-15 years, the almond acreage expands 
(one of the most water-thirsty crops). The need for water exported to westside Central Valley 
farmers increases. Too much water is exported. The salmon population collapses. A court 
order stops the exporting. Salmon are saved from extinction but the Delta is still in crisis. 
There are some scientific truths that are obvious. The plan needs to be to start with the Delta 
Flows and work from there.  Start with what is known. Act quickly before the Delta is totally 
dead. THEN use models, etc. to see if it can be improved/maintained while exporting more 
and if not, quickly retreat to prior flow levels. But this plan will do nothing to stop it from 
being dead soon. The legislature wrote the Delta Reform Act in 2009. It is now 2013 and 
there are no steps being taken to reverse the Delta's decline EXCEPT from groups pushing 
for law suit shut-downs.


It's hard to imagine how this plan will really make a difference written the way it is now. It's 
like the Delta Plan - very nicely written with good concepts but too wishy washy. There's 
nothing in it that I see which can halt the continued increase in export levels and continued 
reliance on the Delta. Which is not what the legislature wanted in 2009 nor what the citizens 
are expecting from valid scientists.
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