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REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U.S. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT, SACRAMENTO

CORPS OF ENGINEERS

1325 J STREET

SACRAMENTO CA 95814-2922

September 2, 2009

Regulatory Division SPK-2007-02288

Mr. Jason Phillips
San Joaquin River Restoration Program
USBR
2800 Cottage Way, MP-170
Sacramento, California 95825

Dear Mr. Phillips:

We are responding to your July 13, 2009 request for comments on the San Joaquin River
River Restoration Program Mendota Pool Bypass and Reach 2B Channel Improvements Project.
The project is located on or near San Joaquin River, Section 25, Township 13 S, Range 15 E,
Latitude 36.7735109145607°, Longitude -120.283221631768°, Madera County, California.
Your identification number is SPK-2007-02288.

The Corps of Engineers' jurisdiction within the study area is under the authority of Section
10 of the Rivers and Harbor Act and Section 404 of the Clean Water Act for the discharge of
dredged or fill material into waters of the United States. Waters of the United States include, but
are not limited to, rivers, perennial or intermittent streams, lakes, ponds, wetlands, vernal pools,
marshes, wet meadows, and seeps. Project features that result in the discharge of dredged or fill
material into waters of the United States will require Department of the Army authorization prior
to starting work.

To ascertain the extent of waters on the project site, the applicant should prepare a wetland
delineation, in accordance with the "Minimum Standards for Acceptance of Preliminary Wetland
Delineations", under "Jurisdiction" on our website at the address below, and submit it to this
office for verification. A list of consultants that prepare wetland delineations and permit
application documents is also available on our website at the same location.

The range of alternatives considered for this project should include alternatives that avoid
impacts to wetlands or other waters of the United States. Every effort should be made to avoid
project features which require the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the United
States. In the event it can be clearly demonstrated there are no practicable alternatives to filling
waters of the United States, mitigation plans should be developed to compensate for the
unavoidable losses resulting from project implementation.

Phases of the program may be subject to 33 CFR 208.10, for encroac 	 a ede al
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Please refer to identification number SPK-2007-02288 in any correspondence concerning
this project. If you have any questions, please contact Ramon Aberasturi at our California South
Branch, email Ramon.Aberasturi@usace.army.mil , or telephone 916-557-6865. For more
information regarding our program, please visit our website at
www.spk.usace.army.mil/regulatory.html.

Sincerely,

aucteex--1

Paul Maniccia
Chief, California South Branch

Copy Furnished without enclosures

San Joaquin Valley Branch, Endangered Species Division, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 2800
Cottage Way, Suite W2605, Sacramento, California 95825-3901

Regional Administrator, National Marine Fisheries Service, 650 Capitol Mall, Suite 8-300,
Sacramento, California 95814-4706

State Historic Preservation Officer, California State Department of Parks and Recreation, Post
Office Box 942896, Sacramento, California 94296-0001

Storm Water and Water Quality Certification Unit, Central Valley Regional Water Quality
Control Board, 11020 Sun Center Drive #200, Rancho Cordova, California 95670-6114

California State Lands Commission, 100 Howe Avenue, Suite 100 South, Sacramento, California
95825-8282

Water Quality Certification Unit, California State Water Resources Control Board, 1001 I Street,
Sacramento, California 95814-2828

California Department of Fish and Game, 1701 Nimbus Road, Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-4503
Central Valley Flood Protection Board, State of California, 1416 9th Street, Room 1601,

Sacramento, California 95814
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AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT

July 24, 2009

Ms. Margaret Gidding
Bureau of Reclamation
2800 Cottage Way M-P 170
Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject: The Bureau of Reclamation and the California Departm ant of Water are
Proposing to Prepare a Joint Environmental Impact Sta ement (EIS) and
Environmental Impact Report (EIR)

ss and Reach
in River

Project: To Evaluate Effects of the Proposed Mendota Pool Byp
2B Channel Improvements Project Under the San Joaq
Restoration Program (SJRRP)

District Reference No: 20090250

Dear Ms. Gidding:

The San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District (Distri
reviewed the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the above referenc
California Department of Water Resources. However, the District o
updated comments:

District Comments

t) has previously
d project for the
ers the following

1) The District recommends the air quality section of the EIR include the following
discussions:

la) A description of federal, state, and local regulatory environment and
existing air quality conditions impacting the area. The !District is currently
designated as extreme non-attainment of the federal national ambient air
quality standard for ozone and non-attainment for PM2.5. More infg mation on

latn ritiatk:n

. PrO,ert	 "tr
-orm.ree,,er.maer,

Cc,ntr t	 Tirril----
Fcick I ID	 0 

Seyed Sadredin
Executive DirectorlAir Pollution Control Officer

Northern Region
4800 Enterprise Way

Modesto, CA 95356-8718
Tel: (209) 557 . 6400 FAX: (209) 557.6475

Central Region (Main Office)
1990 E. Gettysburg Avenue

Fresno, CA 93726-0244
Tel: (559) 230-6000 FAX: (559) 230.6061

Date InpgbeittiL;Vi*illion
.—.34946 Flyove►:Lout
Bakersfield, CA 9p08-9725

Tel: 661-392-5500 FAN: 661-392-5585

www.valleyair.org	 www.healthyairliving.com Printed on recycled paper. 0
S
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d on the District'sthe District's federal and state attainment status can be fou
web page at http://www.valleyair.org/aqinfo/attainment.htm.

1 b) A description of the project, including a discussion of e
project emissions. The discussion should include a
methodology, model assumptions, inputs and results used in
project's impact on air quality. The discussion should also
from short-term activities such as construction, and emissio
activities, such as operational, and area wide emission sourc

isting and post-
escription of the
characterizing the
include emissions
s from long-term

s.

A discussion of cumulative air impacts. The discussion hould identify any
impacts that would result in a cumulatively considerable n t increase of any
criteria pollutant or precursor for which the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin is in
non-attainment.

A discussion of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. At thi
established significance thresholds for greenhouse gas emi
is suggested that the EIR include a discussion of GHG emis
the project and the effect they will have, if any, on global clim

1 e) A discussion of the potential health impact of Toxic
(TACs), if any, to near-by receptors. Accurate quantifica
and operational emissions requires detailed site specific inf
of emission source, proximity of the source to sensitive
generation information. The required level of detail is typically not available
until project specific approvals are being granted. 	 hus, the District
recommends that as future projects are identified the poten ial health risks be
further reviewed, including those that would 	 be exe pt frdm CEQA
requirements.

Special consideration should be given when approving e rojects that could
expose sensitive receptors to TACs. Prior to conducti g a Health Risk
Assessment (HRA), an applicant may perform a prioritizatio on all sources of
emissions to determine if it is necessary to conduct an HR 	 . A prioritization is
a screening tool used to identify projects that may hav 	 significant health
impacts. If the project has a prioritization score of 10 or mere, the project has
the potential to exceed the District's significance threshold f• r health impacts of
10 in a million. If the prioritization score indicates that TACs are a concern, the
District recommends that an HRA be performed. If an HRA is to be performed,
it is recommended that the project proponent contact the D strict to' review the
proposed modeling approach. 	 For more Information	 on conducting a
prioritization or HRA please contact Mr. Leland Villalva•o, Supervising Air
Quality Specialist, at hramodeler@valleyair.org .	 Additio al information on
TACs can be found on the	 District's Air Quality 	 odeling page at
http://www.valleyair.orgibusindiptorTox Resources/AirQualit Monitoring.htm.

it Contaminants
ion of health risks
rmation, e.g. type

eceptors, and trip

time there are no
sions, however, it
ions generated by
to change.



District Reference No. 20090450

1f) A discussion of nuisance odors. If there is evidence that
result in sensitive receptors being exposed to objectionable
recommends that potential odor impacts be included in the
discussion should include potential impacts as a result projec
consideration should be given when siting new odor sour
receptors or when siting new receptors near existing sour
recommends that as individual projects are identified the
further evaluated, including those that would be exe
requirements.

1g) A discussion of all feasible measures that will reduce al
Given the size of the project, it is reasonable to conclude t
emissions resulting from growth and development would
impacts on air quality. To reduce the project related impact
General Plan should include design standards that red
traveled (VMT). VMT can be reduced through encourage
development, walkable communities, etc. Recommended de
be found on the District's website at http://www.valleyair.
Measures. htm .

District staff is available to meet with you and/or the applicant to f
regulatory requirements that are associated with this project. If you h
or require further information, please call Debbie Johnson at (559) 23

Sincerely,

David Warner
Director of Permit Services

2e_ 6 c- 707h,-v s
Arnaud Marjollet
Permit Services Manager

DW: dj

cc: File
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1986 Mitigation Lands Trust
 
4888 EJensen Ave
 
Fresno, CA 93725
 

559-266-0767
 

August 14, 2009 

Ms. Margret Gidding 

SJRRP Outreach Coordinator 

U.S. Bureau of Reclamation 

2800 Cottage Way, MP-170 

Sacramento, CA 95825-1898 

MendotaPool Bypass@restoresjr.net 

Mr. Kevin Faulkenberry 

DWR SJRRP Program Manager 

Department of Water Resources 

3374 EShields Ave 

Fresno, CA 93726 

Faulkenb@water.ca.gov 

RE: Mendota Pool Bypass and Reach 2B Channel Improvements Project Scoping Meeting. 

Upon reviewing materials presented at the July 28,2009 scoping meeting in Fresno regarding 

the Mendota Pool Bypass and Reach 2B Channel Improvements Project for the San Joaquin River 

Restoration Program, the 1986 Mitigation Lands Trust has the following comments for inclusion in the 

record. 

The Trust owns two parcels affected by the proposed Restoration Program. They are Madera 

County APNs 042-252-006-000 and 042-260-002-000. Our comments relate to the likely impacts of the 

proposed restoration activities in reach 2B on the Trust's property. 

It is not the Trust's intent to stand in the way of these studies or the longer term 

implementation of the Restoration Program. However, we are concerned about the impacts to our 

investments and properties. 



The two parcels owned by the Trust are possibly the two lowest lying properties in the area that 

are currently in production agriculture. Based on past experience these parcels have high likelihood of 

being rendered unfarmable when the river is flowing at 1300 cfs. There is a strong chance that 

inundation of at least a portion of the parcels will occur annually as a result of restoration flows, 

resulting in substantial economic injury to the Trust. Mitigation or compensation should be required. 

It appears inevitable that certain parcels will ultimately require acquisition by the Restoration 

Program as a result of program activities. If that is the case, it would be desirable that those obvious 

acquisitions be initiated as soon as possible to relieve those property owners of the unnecessary burden 

of requiring them to engage in this extended process in order to protect their properties. 

If you require additional information or have questions please contact Steve Haugen at 559-266­

0767. 

Sincerely, 

Steven Haugen 

Trustee, 1986 Mitigation Land Trust 
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33141 E. Lerdo Highway          (661) 399-4456 
Bakersfield, CA  93308-9767       (661) 399-1735  Fax 
 
 

August 14, 2009 
 
 
Written Comments on the Scope of the EIS/EIR for the Mendota Pool Bypass and Reach 2B 
Improvements Project Under the San Joaquin River Restoration Program (SJRRP) 
 
 
Cooperation and input from adjacent landowners and local agencies is critical to the success of 
the San Joaquin River Restoration Program (“Program”).  Paramount Farming Company 
(“Paramount”) as manager for Paramount Orchards Partners VI, an adjacent landowner in Reach 
2B that stands to loose approximately 800 acres of prime farmland by virtue of the Program, 
recognizes it will have an ongoing relationship with the Bureau that will require collaboration and 
open and continuous communication.  Paramount is committed to the success of this relationship. 
 
The following scoping comments provide broad principles which, from Paramount’s standpoint, 
are critical points on which Paramount and the Bureau must reach consensus early in the Program 
development process.  Paramount believes that these principles will provide a useful foundation 
for decisions on the Mendota Pool Bypass and Reach 2B Channel Improvements. 
 
Local interests such as Paramount have important “on the ground” knowledge of areas to be 
impacted by the Program.   Continued collaboration, both informally and as part of the formal 
environmental review process, will be critical to ensuring that the Program does not cause  third 
party impacts and to protecting the existing property and water rights of affected parties.  
Agreements with local interests and agencies, including but not limited to agreements regarding 
the use of bypass systems, operations of Mendota Dam and Sack Dam and reuse and recirculation 
programs, must be reached prior to Program flow releases.   
 
We ask the Bureau to clarify the language in Section 10004(d) of the Legislation by providing a 
definition of “impacts associated with such actions” and by describing the mitigation measures 
and funds available for use by the Bureau to address the impacts. 
  
 
(1) General Principles 

a. Water 
i. Groundwater 

1. Distinction Between Program Flows and Overlying Landowner 
Rights to Groundwater: The Interim and Restoration Flows 
(“Program Flows”) are for the sole purpose of the Program.  
Incidental recharge benefits to local groundwater basins that result 
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from Program Flows become part of the basin water supply available 
for use by overlying landowners.  Consistent with California law, the 
Bureau has no continuing rights to any increment of Program Flows 
that incidentally recharge local groundwater basins and the Bureau 
should acknowledge this fact.    

2. Continued Rights of Overlying Landowners to Use Groundwater:  
Overlying landowners have the right to continue the use of existing 
wells on their property and to construct additional wells needed to 
support overlying land use.  Overlying landowners must be fully 
compensated for replacement or modification of wells that will need 
to be relocated due to the Program route of the San Joaquin River 
(“River”).  The Bureau shall not limit/prevent new well construction 
near the River. 

     
ii. Surface Water 

1. Ensure Priority of Exchange Contractor Deliveries from the Friant 
System Through the River Channel:  The final Program alternative 
pursued by the Bureau must account for the maximum, 2,316 cfs, 
Exchange Contractor deliveries through Reach 2B, which take 
priority in amount and timing over any Program Flows. 

 
2. Preservation of Surface Water Diversion Rights: Certain 

landowners, including Paramount, through various reaches of the 
River have existing rights to divert flows from the River.  These 
rights must also be protected from third party impacts through 
preservation of the right and priority and guarantees that no 
restrictions or additional costs are incurred as a result of the 
Program. 

  
iii. Data Collection on Private Property 

1. Protect Private Information: All information regarding Paramount’s 
property obtained during Program data collection (pre-screening, 
interim flow studies, restoration flow data, etc…) must be provided 
to and discussed with Paramount prior to making such information 
public.   

 
 
(2) 2B Improvements 

a. Mendota Pool  
i. Paramount supports the Mendota Pool Bypass route alternative proposed by 

the Columbia Canal Company (“CCC”).  The CCC Mendota Pool Bypass 
minimizes land acquisition, incorporates the placement of the new Mendota 
Dam, accounts for canal relocations and other delivery system changes 
needed to accommodate the SJRRP, incorporates local knowledge of seepage 
issues and is supported by local interests.  

 
ii.  The protection from adverse impacts of endangered species entering the 

Mendota Pool must be addressed in the implemented 2B improvements.   
 

iii. Paramount asks the Bureau to provide a detailed plan of the treatment of high 
flow and flood flows in the 2B area under the Program; specifically how they 
intend to address the potential for salmon and other fish to enter the 
Chowchilla Bypass and Mendota Pool from the mainstem SJR and the 
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regulation of flows in these distinct channels to prevent impacts on adjacent 
land.   

 
b. Mitigation 

i. Project Funding Assurances: Paramount has concerns over Project funding.  
Detailed information on funding sources, expenditures and budgets needs to 
be provided on a regular basis.  Certain channel improvements, facilities and 
construction activities are specifically outlined in the Legislation, however, 
improvements and construction not specifically addressed in the Legislation 
are critical; most notably those that support operational scenarios that allow 
for flows to enter the Mendota Pool, the Lone Willow Slough, the 
Chowchilla Bifurcation Structure and other diversions as needed based on 
river conditions and Bureau obligations.  These improvements seem to be 
fundamental to the Program and need to be included in the detailed cost 
estimates and funding sources for the final Program alternative selected by 
the Bureau to ensure they do not result in adverse impacts or unmitigated 
costs to third parties. 

 
ii. Related Costs: Consistent with the “no third party impacts” language of the 

Settlement, Paramount expects to be fully compensated for any Program 
impacts.  This is critical to Paramount’s continued cooperation with the 
Bureau.   Paramount requests a written definition of “third party impacts.” 
This definition must specifically identify the date on which these “impacts” 
begin accumulating, the baseline for determining the nature and extent of 
impacts, and how and when these “impacts” will be mitigated, including but 
not limited to monetary settlements.   

   
 
 

Contact Information for Paramount Representatives Providing Comments: 
 
Mike Widhalm       Kimberly Brown 
33141 E. Lerdo Highway     33141 E. Lerdo Highway 
Bakersfield, CA 93308      Bakersfield, CA 93308 
(661) 399-4456       (661) 399-4456 
mikew@paramountfarming.com    kimberlyb@paramountfarming.com 
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President

Via Email (JPillips(a),usbr.gov) & U.S. Mail

Mr. Jason Phillips, Project Manager
San Joaquin River Restoration Program
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

RE: San Joaquin River Restoration Program - Fish Screens at Mendota
Pool

Dear Jason:

As a follow up to our recent discussions on June 25 th , July 17 th and July 29th

relative to Reclamation's position that the San Joaquin River Rest ration
Program (Program) does not have sufficient funds to plan for or build fish
screens to keep the anadromous fishery that the San Joaquin River
Restoration Settlement, Legislation and Program strived to establish from
being taken in the Mendota Pool because of Reclamation's obligation to
provide senior water rights flow to the same location. We want to make it
clear that, upon review of the draft Settlement Agreement in July df 2006, it
is our stated premise that a fish screen or fish diversion facility is necessary
in order to protect our rights to receive water from the San Joaquin River.

In evidence of our position, all of the cost estimates that we proviced to
Reclamation, our congressional representatives and in our testimony to
Congress on this Settlement and the accompanying legislation have always
included fish screens for flows into the Mendota Pool in Reach 2B. We were
very aware that the Settlement Agreement did not specifically call for the
construction of a fish screen in Reach 2B as it did at the head of the Arroyo
Canal; however, the Settlement Agreement does state in Paragraph
11(a)(1) pertaining to the Reach 2B bypass "...This improvement requires

construction of a structure capable of directing flow down the bypass and
allowing the Secretary to make deliveries of San Joaquin River w ter into the
Mendota Pool when necessary.-

0004 (d)
r

hat therMa
Secretar

Randy Houk
General Manager

P.O. Box 2115
541 H Street
Los Banos, CA 93635
(209) 827-8616
Fax (209) 827-9703
e-mail: jtoscano@sjrecwa.net
Website: www.sjrecwa.net

Coupled with the clear legislative language that states in Section

Mitigation of Impacts, " Prior to the implementatlaagLig.cLio
agreements to construct, improve, operate, or maintaitgatizilities
Secretary determines are needed to implement the	 kment, the

C,ocitrol No.

. Folder 10



Mr. Jason Phillips, Project Manager
RE: San Joaquin River Restoration Program — Fish Screens at Mendota Pool
August 6, 2009
Page 2

shall identify- (1) the impacts associated with such actions; and (2) the measure wh ch shall
be implemented to mitigate impacts on adjacent and downstream water users and

landowners."

Additionally, Section 10004 (g) states "...nothing in this part shall modify or amend the
rights and obligations of the parties to any existing water service, repayment, purch se, or

exchange contract," and Section 10004 (j) San Joaquin River Exchange
Contract,"...nothing in this part shall modify or amend the rights and obligations Under the
Purchase Contract between Miller and Lux and the United States and the Second Amended
Exchange Contract between the United States, Department of the Interior, Bureau of
Reclamation and Central California Irrigation District, San Luis Canal Company, Firebaugh
Canal Water District and Columbia Canal Company."

Lastly, Section 10004 (h) (1) (C) (h) STUDY REQUIRED states, "Prior to releasing, any

Interim Flows under the Settlement, the Secretary shall prepare an analysis in compliance
with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), including at a

minimum--Sub Section (C) an evaluation of	 (i) possible impacts associated with the
release of Interim Flows; and (ii) mitigation measures for those impacts that are determined
to he significant; and (E) an analysis of the likely Federal costs, if any, of any fish screens,
fish bypass facilities, fish salvage facilities, and related operations on the San Joaquin River
south of the confluence with the Merced River required under the Endangered Species Act of
1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) as a result of the Interim Flows," and (4) TEMPORARY FISH

BARRIER PROGRAM—The Secretary, in consultation with the California Departm nt of Fish
and Game, shall evaluate the effectiveness of the Hills Ferry barrier in preventing he
unintended upstream migration of anadromous fish in the San Joaquin River and ny false
migratory pathways. If that evaluation determines that any such migration past the barrier is
caused by the introduction of the Interim Flows and that the presence of such fish -will result
in the imposition of additional regulatory actions against third parties, the Secretary is
authorized to assist the Department of Fish and Game in making improvements to the barrier.
From funding made available in accordance with section 109, if third parties along the San
Joaquin River south of its confluence with the Merced River are required to install ifish
screens or fish bypass facilities due to the release of Interim Flows in order to comply with
the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.), the Secretary shall bear the
costs of the installation of such screens or facilities if such costs would be borne by the

Federal Government under section 10009(a)(3), except to the extent that such cost are
already or are further willingly borne by the Stale of California or by the third par ies."

To emphasize "Congress' intent that all of the costs based upon the design of all of the
facilities must be known and a financial plan to bear those costs must be in place before the
first step is taken, Congress, in enacting Section 10004 (h) (1-4) states in essence that Interim



Mr. Jason Phillips, Project Manager
RE: San Joaquin River Restoration Program — Fish Screens at Mendota Pool
August 6, 2009
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Flows were not to be made or started until the design and cost of all fish screens wa
determined and the financial resources were available to provide for those measures

Congress was well aware of and wanted to avoid a repeat of the San Luis Act probl m in
which provision for drainage was part of the plan but the plan was allowed to be im lemented
without the accomplishment of this essential element. It is very important for credi ility of
this Program to have a complete and well thought out Project before taking the first steps
which may be popular from a media event point of view but ignore the fact that the Project
goals are unachievable without proper planning and funding.

It is our strong position that Reclamation will be in violation of the Settlement Agreement and
the San Joaquin River Settlement Act (Legislation) if there is not an appropriate fish screen
provided on the new Mendota Pool bypass. 

This, coupled with our earlier conversations about the lack of funding for fish screens, makes
it very difficult for us to visualize the usefulness for a joint meeting with the San Joaquin
River Restoration Program, National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service (F&WS), California Department of Fish & Game (F&G) and the San Joaquin River
Exchange Contractors Water Authority (Exchange Contractors) unless we will be discussing
what type of fish screen or fish diversion facilities that will be installed by Reclamation at the
new Reach 2B bypass. If the purpose for the meeting is to attempt to convince the xchange!
Contractors that a fish screen or fish diversion facility is not required because of an ESA 4(d)
rule- making process in the legislation, our respective time will be better spent on other issues,
since we fundamentally disagree with that premise.

It should come as no surprise that we have been very concerned about sufficient furding
being available to complete this Project. We have been diligently working to sell this
Program to the landowner-base and the half dozen boards of directors that set policy for the
districts in our area. Reclamation's message on June 25 ` ' in effect cancelled any good feelings
we have garnered with a sense that we have been baited and switched on a major water rights'
issue. We are trying to build the foundation for a good Restoration Program beneficial and
protective for all, the "Master Drain" is the last example of taking an attitude of trusting it will
get done in the future and here we are 45 plus years later still without a completed drainage
project.

We request that you provide us with a written response by August 14 111 of Reclamation's
obligation regarding providing a fish screen or fish diversion facilities in Reach 2B to protect
senior water right flows into the Mendota Pool.



Sincerely,

Steve Chedester

Mr. Jason Phillips, Project Manager
RE: San Joaquin River Restoration Program — Fish Screens at Mendota Pool
August 6, 2009
Page 4

As always, we are willing to work with Reclamation to resolve this important issue. Please
contact me at (209)-827-8616 if you have any questions on this matter.

cc:	 Senator Dianne Feinstein
Senator Barbara Boxer
Congressman Dennis Cardoza
Congressman Jim Costa
Congressman George Radanovich
Mr. Don Glaser, Regional Director, U.S. Bureau of Reclamation,
Mr. John Engbring, U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Mr. Jeff McLain, U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Ms. Ronda Reed, National Marine Fisheries Service
Dr. Jeffrey R. Single, California Dept. of Fish & Game
Ms. Mari Martin, Chairperson, SJR Resource Management Coalition,
San Joaquin River Exchange Contractors Water Authority Board Members
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Gasdick, Alicia E

From: Bart Bohn [bbohn2@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, August 17, 2009 2:28 PM
To: MendotaPoolBypass@restoresjr.net
Subject: Mendota Pool Bypass--Comments

Name:  Bart Bohn 
  
Address:  8302 N. Victor Avenue 
               Fresno, CA 93711 
  
Phone:  (559) 438-1684 
  
E-mail:  bbohn2@gmail.com 
  
Date:  August 17, 2009 
  
  
Comments:  I strongly recommend that as a viable river channel is selected and improved for passage of 
anadromous fish, the general route of the historic main channel of the San Joaquin River be used as much as 
possible.  If the Mendota Pool has to be bypassed in Reach 2B (due to mixing of Delta water, agricultural 
runoff, high cost of replacing the Mendota dam with a modern facility to include state of the art fish passage, 
etc.), keep the Mendota Pool Bypass to the shortest route.  Take advantage of the historic river channel by 
moving levees back to the north and east of the current constrained channel, maintain as much of the existing 
vegetation in the newly configured flood plain as possible, perform the required channel widening and clearing 
to create an appropriate channel, and reestablish an adequate flood plain for flood flows and riparian habitat by 
reversing the massive existing encroachment.   
  
Avoid bifurcation of future flows as much as possible.  Rely upon the Chowchilla Bypass for only the extreme 
flood flows (usually only when the Kings River flows are being diverted north out of the Tulare Lake Basin.  
The Chowchilla Bypass has none of the features of the historic San Joaquin River in the general region of reach 
2B and should not be used as simply a ditch to pass fish.  If the historic river channel and flood plain had been 
properly maintained and protected over the last 100 years, there would be no need for the Chowchilla Bypass. 
  
Keep in mind that the cheapest part of many restoration projects will be the acquisition of land to properly 
restore a more natural river.  Agricultural land generally has been selling in Madera and Fresno Counties in the 
range of $10,000 to $20,000 per acre, even with permanent crops.  Seek out willing buyers to acquire more land 
than the absolute minimum to support recreation, tourism, groundwater recharge, animals, birds, and fish.  The 
restoration of the historic San Joaquin River can potentially be a much more effective way to preserve and grow 
the struggling communities on the west side of the valley than holding on to an unsustainable level of 
agricultural production.  The size of the agricultural labor force in the region has been in a steady decline over 
the last twenty years that was obvious long before water supplies became a factor.  Regardless of the short-term 
benefits of farming marginal land in this area, the long-term outcome will probably be the same------no solution 
to the drainage problem that is poisoning the ground water, continued unsustainable mining of the ground water 
leading to the further collapse of the capacity of the aquifer, growing demands across California for an over-
appropriated water supply, a reduced need for the traditional farm worker population, and resulting hardships 
for those who have done the physical labor.  A healthy river, leading to other types of economic 
development, can be of great value to the growth of the area------a scenario understood by the local city leaders 
in the city of Firebaugh. 
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Bottom line:  Configure a Reach 2B Bypass to support the restoration of a more natural river system that will 
pay great dividends for future generations of the residents of this area while allowing a sustainable, if 
reduced, level of agricultural production. 
  
Thanks for your consideration.    
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