Dear Mr. Svetich, The California Sportfishing Protection Alliance (CSPA) is submitting the following comments and questions on the Sacramento Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Regional Acceptance Process (RAP). As noted by DWR staff in the RAP summary, there are serious deficiencies in the governance structure of the Sacramento Valley IRWMP (SVIRWMP). The Northern California Water Association and its Joint Powers Authority do not represent the public’s interests in this region. 

For example, the cities of Chico and Redding, farmers and homeowners with private wells, and the public at large should be involved in the governance of the SVIRWMP. This serious flaw, which was brought to DWR’s attention in 2007, must be corrected prior to consideration of more funding for the SVIRWMP.

The conflicts with other regions that are seeking acceptance could also be facilitated by improving the governance structure. Expanding the voices at the table could lead to better defined hydrologic boundaries and eliminate some of the competition between and within hydrologic regions.

The Plan states that the IRWM effort and planned implementation are moving the “Phase 8 Bay- Delta proceedings” requirements forward as stipulated in the Sacramento Valley Water Management Agreement (SVWMA). 

Where is the EIS/EIR for the SVWMA let alone the SVIRWMP? The RAP document states that a, “…programmatic EIR is now being prepared to select a preferred alternative for managing water in the Redding Groundwater Basin.” Will DWR make this a requirement for the other groundwater basins in the region? In addition, the ground water that is crucial for the economy and environment in the Sacramento River hydrologic region is not part of the Phase 8 settlement and should not be considered as part of the solution for SWP and CVP contractors.

CSPA would appreciate answers to the questions posed in this communication.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Vlamis
