DELTA PLAN COMMENTS Submitted to the Delta Stewardship Council on 1/11/2013
by email submission and by US mail, and in person if time allows

Submitted by Nicole S. Suard, Esq., Managing Member, Snug Harbor Resorts, LLC
3356 Snug Harbor Drive, Walnut Grove, CA 95690

Snug Harbor is a peninsula off Ryer Island, in Solano County, on Steamboat Slough.
Steamboat Slough is a natural waterway and was one of the original and preferred travel
routes between San Francisco and Sacramento in 1850.

916-775-1455
Website: http://www.SnugHarbor.net

Dear DSC Council,

The next few pages provide references or graphics that help explain the potential negative effects on the Delta if the Delta Plan
as written is implemented. In addition, the documents used to review the issues will be found at
http://www.Snugharbor.net/delta_water.html and alternatively linked at the http://www.snugharbor.net “Delta News” page, by 5:00 PM

today and | request that all the documents found at the referenced “delta_water” page be incorporated by reference Most of the
documents are oversized so are not easily printable.

In summary, it appears to me that many of the impacts that should be recognized are entirely ignored or minimized, to the clear
detriment of Delta landowners. After reviewing the history of water planning in California, it is clear to me that the decisions leading
up to todays’ plan were made behind closed doors years ago by persons who had no regard for the water rights of Delta and SF Bay
property owners. DWR and its consultants have used false, misleading and confusing data to create a false impression of the Delta.
In addition, the tool of silence has been used to divert attention away from important matters like impacts to humans.

The Delta Plan also ignores suggestions by others that might better address the water export and Delta needs. The Delta Plan
does not even discuss long term water security issues such as eliminating the above ground canals of the CVP and SWP, which
should be put underground to eliminate evaporation and protect from contamination.

| am opposed to the Delta Plan, as written, and the following pages give a few reasons to reconsider what you are planning to
subject the citizens of California to if you continue on with the plan.

Respectfully submitted,

Vicole S. Suard, Lsq.

(By internet submission)




Please note that the comments made regarding the Delta Plan are based on an extensive review of documents found online, along
with a personal library of old maps and books. | created a timeline for those who want to review Delta & California water history,
noting that many documents produced by state and federal agencies since 1998 seem to attempt to erase documented facts of
California history. Some of the wrong maps and data can be found at the “101 Wrong Maps” page at http://DeltaREvision.com.
The timeline with interactive links can be found at the “Delta News” page at http://SnugHarbor.net along with the other documents
upon which | base my comments on the Delta Plan.




Obviously, the two biggest issues regarding impact to the Delta if
the Delta Plan is implemented, (from a marina/landowner
perspective) is that saltwater will encroach into the Delta which
will result in drinking water wells becoming unuseable in some
areas, and lower fresh water flow will eventually result in the
silting in of some historic Delta waterways. Higher salinity will
also affect the marinas in the area as the cost to maintain docks
in brackish water is higher than in fresh water. And the cost to
maintain boats in brackish water is also higher. This fact will
have a negative financial impact on at least some of the 100+
Delta marinas

Http://www.deltarevision.com/Delta_maps/Water_salinity_toxins_wq.htm



The Delta Plan focuses on water quality for aquatic species,
and somewhat on minimum requirements needed to meet
agricultural needs, and ignores the drinking water rights of
residential land owners all over the central and west Delta area,
it appears. Instead of providing salinity data using the
measurements reported over the last 100 years, or 1 ppt, the
“X2” standard is used and the higher 1 ppt standard is ignored.
Since the Delta Plan effects analysis does not clearly report the
salinity impact, based on the 1 ppt standard, it is safe to
assume the impact to drinking water for at least the West Delta
is very negative.



If one looks at the FUNCTION of the different
construction projects north of the Delta and
around the Delta, it is clear that the modifications
to Folsom Dam, the extension of the Folsom
South Canal, and the changes to the the
Mokelumne Aquaduct combine to create an “East
Side” tunnel system that can easily be connected
to the CVP/SWP plumbing it crosses in the South
Delta. The Delta Plan does not recognize the
impact of these alread under construction project
s when assessing the impact of a 9000 cfs
additional conveyance facility



Http://www.deltarevision.com/sacramento_delta_water i
ntakes.html

The Delta Plan does not appear to take into account
all of the “regional” projects being constructed north of
the Delta which result in ADDITIONAL diversion of
Sacramento Basin and Sacramento River water
before it ever reaches the Delta.

Add up the effects of the new “fish screens”, flood
control projects and new intake facilities already built
but not operating to capacity, and you will find that
there isn’t even 9000 cfs of flow left for the Delta in a
normal rain year, so why build the tunnels? The water
will already have been diverted north of the Delta via
the extension of the Folsom South Canal, the Yolo
Bypass and the Red Bluff Diversion facility, to name a
few.



Http://www.deltarevision.com/sacramento-river-
waterflow.html

The maps to the right are from a review | did to
understand how much flow is, or is not, on the
Sacramento River. What | found is that DWR
changed its methods of flow calculations, changed
monitoring station levels, shifted between using cfs,
maf, taf, and other forms of water measurements,
and changed the definition of a “normal water year”
and when and how that is counted.

Computer modeling was used to revise flows or to
eliminate waterways in studies for planning
purposes. Base input into some computer models
used may have used incorrect conversion numbers if
DWR 2000 to 2003 conversion tables were used. In
summary, the varying methods used by the different
consultants for DWR, and by DWR itself, served to
provide no concrete data unless one reviewed
documents printed prior to 1998.



Look at who is funding SFEI and the end goal can be surmised: “Restore” the area to 5,000 years
ago so that the waters of the Sacramento and San Joaquin River can be diverted to the Central
Valley and more southern areas! Like the Meanderer River and valley in Turkey, the natural waterways

will eventually silt in if not dredged, and bay marshes will also get silted in. Which will give open land
for the next generation of creative land developers!

Watch the weather news tonight and see which of the above maps
look most like the latest news maps of California...



limpacts to Ryer Island and Steamboat Slough are shown below, per BDCP studies which are supposed to be incorporated as part of
the Delta Plan...eventually. Less fresh water flow downstreams will result in more saltwater encroachment potentially, depending on
timing and water year.



The Delta Plan if implemented will result in a substantial
reduction of water flow into the Delta. This will reduce not just
the surface water quality but also the water tables. This could
negatively impact shallow drinking water wells in the area and
this issue is not addressed adequately.

Depending on the location of the chunnel, for some lands, the
water table could raise which would negatively impact the septic
systems. All farms, ranches, residents and businesses outside
of the little Delta towns rely on septic systems and wells for their
basic facilities.



Groundwater overdraft is an issue that
will affect not just Delta area lands but all
of the lower Sacramento River Basin and
SF Bay counties over time. The Delta
Plan ignores the common sense concept
that if the water is diverted to other uses,
it will not be available to replenish the
aquifer and farmers and cities will begin
to pull to much water out.

A current impact example might be
the situation in the East side of Napa
County, where many wells have gone dry
or now have bad drinking water. The
wells started to go dry at the same time
as DWR started allowing additional
exports to SoCal and Central Valley
corporate farms from the Delta. Solano
County and Napa County have had to
incurr increased costs to deal with the
reduced aquifer tables, and those costs
should be borne by the water exporters,
not the land owners who'’s water rights
are being piped way.




The map above shows locations of “restoration”
work that is already ongoing on Steamboat Slough,
lower Sacramento River and on Cache Slough.
Bank shelves were added and tules were planted.
The tules capture sediment in the winter flows,
which raise the bed of the river in the area of the
tules, causing that part of the river to silt in further.
The two restoration projects south of Snug Harbor,
combined with occasional very high flows on
Cache Slough, have resulted in a substantial
increase in high water incidents for the properties
located waterfront on Steamboat Slough. This
increases maintenance costs, damages septic
systems, threatens the levees of Steamboat
Slough. For example, the peninsula known as
“Snug Harbor” since the 1960’s has residents who
have kept records of the high water events over the
years. High water means river water came onto
the road called Snug Harbor Drive which runs
down the center of the peninsula. It is not rushing
water, but rising water, like filling a bathtub, as the
water backs up into Steamboat Slough from Cache
Slough.

Local records show that the peninsula experienced
high water about once every 10 years and only at
peak rain & flow years. Since 1998 and the
experiments on the Yolo Bypass started, we have
had high water every 2.8 years, and in several of
those years, two times. DWR and other agencies
conducting the Yolo Bypass studies simply ignore
this impact and do not compensate for the extra
costs to property owners

January 1 2006 was another
example of high water at the
peninsula which was caused
by the backup of flows from
the Yolo Bypass.

It is unknown if the planned
annual flooding of the Yolo
Bypass will result in annual
backup onto the peninsula.

There is no doubt that the
flooding of the Yolo Bypass
will result in sediment
deposits at the growing tule
beds at the confluence of
Steamboat Slough, Cache
Slough and the Sacramento
River. The Delta Plan and
BDCP do not address or
acknowledge the impacts to
these natural and historic
waterways.
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