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ATTACHMENT A   1 

Submitted March 17, 2015 to be included in the Comments regarding Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated 2 

Negative Declaration for the Emergency Drought Barriers Project as proposed by Department of 3 

Water Resources with publication in January 2015 4 

Submitted by Nicole S. Suard, Esq. Managing Member, Snug Harbor Resorts, LLC located on Steamboat 5 

Slough off Ryer Island    6 

 The following additional details and supporting documentation are submitted regarding  my COMMENTS 7 

1 through 12 , with the exception of a detailed review of DSM2 and other DWR computer modeling past 8 

incorrect data, which is found in ATTACHM ENT B.  In all cases I consider the function  of the proposed 9 

barriers  instead of the words  used by the DWR drafters .  Please refer  specifically to the purported 10 

purpose of the barriers,  (page 3 of the IS/MND) taking a look at the common meaning of each section 11 

of the purpose statement:  For ref erence, here is the project purpose statement from page 1 of the 12 

DWR  document: 13 

A  òProject Description: Rock (rip -rap) barrier weir structures would be installed at three sites 14 

(Sutter Slough, Steamboat Slough, and West False River) between 2015 and 2025. Du ring this 10 -15 

year period, the barriers could be installed up to three times, including potentially in consecutive 16 

years. The purpose of the barriers is to reduce  the intrusion of saltwater into the Delta during 17 

drought conditions when stored water in upstr eam reservoirs available for release is insufficient to 18 

meet Delta outflow required to repel San Francisco Bay salinity, which could (1) render Delta water 19 

undrinkable and affect roughly 25 million Californians, (2) render Delta water unusable by 20 

agricultu re, and (3) decrease freshwater habitat in the Delta for sensitive aquatic species.ó.  21 

óThe purpose of the barriers is to reduce  the intrusion of saltwater into the Delta ó .  The function of 22 

the p roposed barriers at Steamboat and Sutter Sloughs is to actually promote  saltwater intrusion into 23 

potentially  30% to  50% of the Delta or at least a large portion  of the North Delta .   Please see map 24 

below, which shows the area of the Delta that may be negatively affected by proposed barriers. Map 25 

was screen printed from  a MWD 2007 presentation by Dennis Majors , then edited by adding the red 26 

highlight to show potential salinity increase area :    27 

 28 

You will note that the actual function of the barriers is to effectively physically split the Delta into two 29 

regions.  The west region may incur saltwater intrusion over 1 ppt.  The east side of the barriers would 30 

contain all fresh water for diversion to the central part of the Delta, enhancing exports to other areas 31 

of the state.  The tr ue potential long term 32 

effect of the barriers is to severely 33 

degrade up to 50% of the North Delta 34 

prime farmlands in order to divert 35 

Sacramento River Watershed flow into 36 

San Joaquin River watershed to irrigate 37 

arid lands of the lower Central Valley, and 38 

make up for the groundwater being 39 

utilized by the hydraulic mining operations 40 



Attachment A Page 2 of 33 
 

for natural gas and oil in the entire Central Valley.    1 

 2 

B  òéduring drought conditions when stored water in upstream reservoirs available for release is 3 

insufficient to meet Delta out flowéó   What is the òtrigger pointó and who determines if the trigger 4 

point has been met?  T he criteria for validating the installation of the barriers is controlled by DWR and 5 

the water contractors who determine the amounts of water stored in upstream re servoirs that would be 6 

available for release.  (That is like putting a fox in charge of determining when the chickens should be 7 

let out of the henhouse. ) The flow data triggering criteria for Delta outflow keeps changing with the 8 

political winds, is flat o ut ignored by water managers at other times, is falsely reported by DWR at 9 

other times, and that criteria has ignored minimum flows on the waterways of the North Delta, including 10 

Steamboat and Sutter Sloughs.  If there is insufficient stored water upstream of the Delta, that is due 11 

to DWR/USBR mismanagement or prioritizing water rights of lower Central Valley corporate agriculture 12 

and energy exploration over the water rights of all Northern California landowners .  Frankly,  it appears 13 

the Barriers proposal is an attempt to redefine the purpose and terms of the NDWA and local riparian 14 

water rights by establishing an exception  to those rights.  This year the exception is  òdroughtó 15 

emergency, even if the insufficien cy of water in upstream reservoirs is due directly to the actions of 16 

DWR, USBR and the water contractor managers.  The lack of criteria to determine the need for 17 

barriers also opens a legal window where persons or businesses with recent new water rights could 18 

receive water at the expense of farmers and landowners with riparian water rights.  This is a clear and 19 

measurable òtakingó of one landownerõs rights to give to another landowner with greater political 20 

manipulation capabilities, unless the òtrigger pointó documentation clearly defines that all more recent  21 

water rights holders shall have their water withheld prior to the withhold  of riparian water rights 22 

holders affected by the proposed barriers . 23 

 24 

 25 

 26 

 27 
 28 
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C. RECOGNIZE WHO THE BARRIERS ARE FOR AND WHO FUNDED THE STUDIES FOR 5 

WHAT REASONS :  If DWR is sincere in its claim that it is working in the best interest of all 6 

California citizens, p lease direct DWR staff and consultants to stop falsifying the purpose of the 7 

barriers  and simply tell the truth .  It appears from a  rev iew of the document production leading 8 

up to this barriers proposal that barriers were planned by MWD and/or SemiTropic as an element 9 

of  the in-delta water storage islands of Bacon Island, Webb Tract, Boudin Island and Holland 10 

Tract, for the specific purpo se of increasing freshwater  exports on a permanent basis, not just 11 

during òemergencyó times, per the 2002 -2004 IDS studies .  Below are 2007  screen prints from 12 

MWD board meeting summaries or other presentation graphics with key words underlined:  13 

 14 
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Note the 2007 MWD map shows 4 

barriers on Steamboat and Sutter 5 

Sloughs at the approximate location 6 

of the proposed barriers in 2015 , 7 

but barriers were likely determined 8 

to be a beneficial use during the 9 

2002 -2004 In -Delta water storage 10 

studies to facilitate more 11 

Sacramento River export .  Note that 12 

other projects related to fish 13 

migration also propose barriers in 14 

the Delta, such as the one in draft 15 

form at https://bdo -16 

portal.water.ca.gov/documents/92073/249680/ESS -03+Management+Draft_02132015.pdf  accessed 2/24/2015 which 17 

calls for more barriers in the Delta.  Another example of barriers or gates proposals is found at the 18 

South Delta Improvement site of DW R, or if those documents are not accessible go to 19 

http://deltarevision.com/Delta_maps/maps/barriers_gates/3_mile_slough_gates.jpg  (below map) and also 20 
http://deltarevision.com/maps/barriers_gates/barrier_gates_maps.htm  and 21 

http://www.deltarevision.com/maps/barriers_gates/barrier_gates_maps2.htm  to view the many different names for 22 

the same cumulative gates and barriers plans, which combined keep freshwater flow in the Delta headed 23 

to the export pumps.   More examples: 24 

http://www.water.ca.gov/frankstract/docs/Franks%20Tract%20Final%20VE%20Report.pdf    All this information is 25 

provided to point out that DWR/USBR and the state water c ontractors have come up with many 26 

different names and excuses for installing obstructions to navigable waterways and none of the 27 

individual proposals address the cumulative impacts from the obstructions to navigation.  28 

 29 

 30 

https://bdo-portal.water.ca.gov/documents/92073/249680/ESS-03+Management+Draft_02132015.pdf
https://bdo-portal.water.ca.gov/documents/92073/249680/ESS-03+Management+Draft_02132015.pdf
http://deltarevision.com/Delta_maps/maps/barriers_gates/3_mile_slough_gates.jpg
http://deltarevision.com/maps/barriers_gates/barrier_gates_maps.htm
http://www.deltarevision.com/maps/barriers_gates/barrier_gates_maps2.htm
http://www.water.ca.gov/frankstract/docs/Franks%20Tract%20Final%20VE%20Report.pdf
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  1 
Maps above and below are from different studies which all included the use of barriers or gates to 2 

direct flows in the Delta.  3 

 4 


