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From: Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of Robert Lord
<act@fwwatch.org>

Sent: Saturday, June 21, 2014 12:16 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: I Oppose the BDCP

Jun 21,2014

Ryan Wulff

650 Capitol Mall. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Wulff,
i am concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.

This project will cost billions of taxpayer dollars at a time when our state cannot afford it. An entire river should not be
redirected for the sake of large-scale, unmetered agriculture and the oil industry.

The proposed tunnels have already been rejected by voters in 1982, and similar tunnel projects in places like Santa
Barbara County have not been cost effective and have provided little benefit to taxpayers.

The project is only viable with the maximum water flow, which they won't get, and the current cost estimate. If the cost
overruns are even a fraction of what there were on the Brown's (Jerry and Willie) bridge the water flows less than
maximum the project will be a financial disaster on top of the given environmental disaster.

Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aquaduct could be reinforced and other local
water projects like rainwater collection could be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,
Mr. Robert Lord

1508 Casa De Ponselle
San Jose, CA 95118-1924



BDCP952.

s

From: Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of Windy Budd
<act@fwwatch.org>

Sent: Saturday, June 21, 2014 12:16 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: I Oppose the BDCP

Jun 21, 2014

Ryan Wulff

650 Capito! Mall. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Wulff,
I am concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.
We, the People, don't want this project to go forward!

This project will cost billions of taxpayer dollars at a time when our state cannot afford it. An entire river should not be
redirected for the sake of large-scale, unmetered agriculture and the oil industry.

The proposed tunnels have already been rejected by voters in 1982, and similar tunnel projects in places like Santa
Barbara County have not been cost effective and have provided little benefit to taxpayers.

Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aquaduct could be reinforced and other local
water projects like rainwater collection could be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,
Ms. Windy Budd

4744 China Camp Rd
Chico, CA 95928-8843
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From: Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of Bruce Burns
<act@fwwatch.org>

Sent: Saturday, June 21, 2014 12:16 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: I Oppose the BDCP

Jun 21, 2014

Ryan Wulff

650 Capitol Mall. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Wulff,

I am concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.

This project will cost billions of taxpayer dollars at a time when our state cannot afford it. An entire river should not be
redirected for the sake of large-scale, unmetered agriculture and the oil industry.

The proposed tunnels have already been rejected by voters in 1982, and similar tunnel projects in places like Santa
Barbara County have not been cost effective and have provided little benefit to taxpayers.

If agribusiness wants more water they should pay for it by financing their own off drainage impoundments to collect
water in the winter so that they can use it in the summer to irrigate their crops. They should pay for their own water
collection and irrigation projects.

Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aquaduct could be reinforced and other local
water projects like rainwater collection could be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,
Dr. Bruce Burns

PO Box 1380
Valley Center, CA 92082-1380
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From: : Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of Beate Nilsen
<act@fwwatch.org>

Sent: Saturday, June 21, 2014 12:15 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: I Oppose the BDCP

Jun 21, 2014

Ryan Wulff

650 Capitol Mall. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Wulff,
{ am concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.

This project will cost $20-$70 billion??? of taxpayer dollars, at a time when our state cannot afford it. An entire river
should not be redirected for the sake of large-scale, unmetered agriculture and the oil {fracking) industry. Dirty Energy
already gets subsidies and is practically Not Taxed!!! 5 million gallons of water per fracked well is an insidious and
dangerous (irradiated chemical pools of wastewater) gamble on our ecosystem, already in place it seems, altho you said
you were on the side of clean energy.

The proposed tunnels have already been Rejected by voters in 1982, and similar tunnel projects in places like Santa
Barbara County have NOT been cost effective and have provided little benefit to taxpayers.
This is a big PRESENT to corporations at the (serious) expense to OUR pockets. Big N-O.

Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aquaduct could be reinforced and other local
water projects like rainwater collection could be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,
Ms. Beate Nilsen

25136 Malibu Rd
Malibu, CA 90265-4639



BDCP955.

From: Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of Rus Postel <act@fwwatch.org>
Sent: Saturday, June 21, 2014 12:15 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: I Oppose the BDCP

Jun 21, 2014

Ryan Wulff
650 Capitol Mall. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Wulff,
| am concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.

We know that CA agriculture is primarily 'industrial agriculture', operated by CEQO's whose first and most important goal
is to maximize profits. Hence their desire to minimize cost of production, and one way is keep water available at low
cost. However this goal is at odds with the reality of water availability is CA. Rather than cave-in to these very powerful
ag corporations, please advise them to keep improving their efficiency and conservation in water use and urge them to
reduce plantings that use more water. We also know now that feedlots and central valley dairies are huge water users.
These corporate users should not be subsidized with cheap water, but rather if they can't earn a high enough ROI, move
to a more accomadative location, like where grass will grow!

And to subsidize water for fracking! Really? With what we know now about fracking, the technology is not perfected,
and contamination of groundwater supplies is common, and the water used in fracking becomes contaminated and
unusable. At a time when the governor is asking residents to conserve, offering these oil companies water we don't have
is absurd. | suggest that we keep our oil in the ground until the technology is improved and we won't have to worry
about water contamination and air pollution. Besides the price of oil will just go up over time, and | am sure we will
regret having extracted the resource just to burn it up to go a few more miles now (and contribute to further global
climate change)... it'll be worth so much more to us in the future, and so will our clean air and available water.

This project will cost billions of taxpayer dollars at a time when our state cannot afford it.

The proposed tunnels have already been rejected by voters in 1982, and similar tunnel projects in places like Santa
Barbara County have not been cost effective and have provided little benefit to taxpayers.

Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aguaduct could be reinforced and other local
water projects like rainwater collection could be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,
Mr. Rus Postel

Sweetwater Circle
HB, CA 92646-1639
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From: Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of Possum W <act@fwwatch.org>
Sent: Monday, June 23, 2014 5:43 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: I Oppose the BDCP

Jun 23, 2014

Ryan Wulff
650 Capitol Mall. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Wulff,
i am concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.

[ |, like most other Californians, am doing my best to conserve water during what is most likely the beginning of an

“extended drought, El Ninos anf La Ninas aside. |, like most other Californians and as | should, have made some
fundamental personal changes in my relation to water. | did this to help save the ecosystem of the Delta. | did not do
this so megafarms can grow almonds and other inappropriate crops in the desert or so Los Angelans can have green
lawns and swimming pools or, horrors, to be used for hydraulic fracturmg

This project will cost billions of taxpayer dollars at a time when our state cannot afford it. An entire river should not be
redirected for the sake of large-scale, unmetered agriculture and the oil industry.

Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aquaduct could be reinforced and other local
water projects like rainwater collection could be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,
Ms. Possum W

513 Bush St Apt 34
San Francisco, CA 94108-3626
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From: Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of Brian Clark <act@fwwatch.org>
Sent: Monday, June 23, 2014 5:43 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: [ Oppose the BDCP

Jun 23, 2014

Ryan Wulff
650 Capitol Mall. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Wulff,
I am concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.

This project will cost billions of taxpayer dollars at a time when our state cannot afford it. An entire river should not be
redirected for the sake of large-scale, unmetered agriculture and the oil industry. E}hey want it, they can buy it, so we
the people of California can make money off our water. The companies can pay the state billions, not us paying for
them. They don't cut us any slack on food or gastw

The proposed tunnels have already been rejected by voters in 1982, and similar tunnel projects in places like Santa
Barbara County have not been cost effective and have provided little benefit to taxpayers.

i

ngtop giving the people's resources away to corporations who profit from it at our cost.

&
Tyt

i

Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aquaduct could be reinforced and other local
water projects like rainwater collection could be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Clark
PO Box 150327
San Rafael, CA 84915-0327
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From: Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of Richard Gorman
<act@fwwatch.org>

Sent: Monday, June 23, 2014 5:13 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: I Oppose the BDCP

Jun 23, 2014

Ryan Wulff
650 Capitol Mall. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Wulff,
I am concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.

}r‘ am concerned that the water that is redirected will go to water-intensive industries that do not benefit the population
“of the Central Valley. Instead of a long-term conservation plan that will reduce water usage over the long term, this plan
will only encourage the expansion of water-intensive agriculture and water-polluting petrochemical activities. Instead, |
would support a plan that encourages water conservation practices in agriculture and alternative energy development

to supplant the petroleum industry.

Only by favoring better conservation techniques in agriculture, construction, land development and petroleum
exploration can we fix the Valley's long-term water shortage. This expensive tunnel project does not attack the root
causes of our water shortage and will not benefit the wider community in the Valle\}g

Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aquaduct could be reinforced and other local
water projects like rainwater collection could be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,
Mr. Richard Gorman

218 17th St
Bakersfield, CA 93301-4914
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From: Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of Sheila Teisher
<act@fwwatch.org>

Sent: Monday, June 23, 2014 3:43 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: I Oppose the BDCP

Jun 23,2014

Ryan Wulff

650 Capitol Mall. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Wulff,

I am concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.

This project will cost billions of taxpayer dollars at a time when our state cannot afford it. An entire river should not be
redirected for the sake of large-scale, unmetered agriculture and the oil industry.

The proposed tunnels have already been rejected by voters in 1982, and similar tunnel projects in places like Santa
Barbara County have not been cost effective and have provided little benefit to taxpayers.

Moreover, even one drop of water used or wasted in the course of fracking should not be allowed much less subsidized
by our govenments local, state or federal—

Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aquaduct could be reinforced and other local
water projects like rainwater collection could be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,
Ms. Sheila Teisher

977 Via Del Monte
Palos Verdes Estates, CA 90274-1615
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From: Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of Carolyn Wheeler
<act@fwwatch.org>

Sent: Monday, June 23, 2014 3:42 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: I Oppose the BDCP

Jun 23, 2014

Ryan Wulff

650 Capitol Mall. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Wulff,

[ am concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.
ifam an organic gardener scrimping on water to raise our vegetables and when | hear about fracking & huge water
tunnels | have to say | get mad. There is no proovision for the people of this state who simply want to grow their own

food without toxic chemicals! Please, NO HUGE WATER TUNNELS!

Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aquaduct could be reinforced and other local
water projects like rainwater collection could be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,
Mrs. Carolyn Wheeler

40452 Ditmus Ct
Fremont, CA 94538-3558
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From: Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of Linda Morgan
<act@fwwatch.org>

Sent: Monday, June 23, 2014 3:42 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: I Oppose the BDCP

Jun 23, 2014

Ryan Wulff

650 Capitol Mall. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Wulff,

fam concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.
This project will cost billions of taxpayer dollars, and more importantly, huge amounts of water at a time when our state
cannot afford it. An entire river should not be redirected for the sake of large-scale, unmetered agriculture and the oil

industry.

The proposed tunnels have already been rejected by voters in 1982, and similar tunnel projects in places like Santa
Barbara County have not been cost effective and have provided little benefit to taxpayers.

Sﬁuilding tunnels will not create more water. As time goes on, we are going to have even less. We need to spend our
money getting more good out of the water we do have, and that doesn't mean sending it to the people who will get the
richest if they get it.

Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aquaduct couid be reinforced and other local
water projects like rainwater collection could be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,
Ms. Linda Morgan

10 Cherrywood Ct
San Pablo, CA 94806-3767
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From: Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of David Schwab
<act@fwwatch.org>

Sent: Sunday, June 22, 2014 9:41 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: I Oppose the BDCP

Jun 22,2014

Ryan Wulff

650 Capitol Mall. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Wulff,

I am concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.

This project will cost billions of taxpayer dollars at a time when our state cannot afford it. An entire river should not be
redirected for the sake of large-scale, unmetered agriculture and the oil industry. '

The proposed tunnels have already been rejected by voters in 1982, and similar tunnel projects in places like Santa
Barbara County have not been cost effective and have provided little benefit to taxpayers.

é Again, here's an example of a corporate takeover of precious natural resources, which should be very carefully allocated
“to the ALL, not the few. | don't want water being diverted to be used by wasteful fracking and agribusiness operations..

Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aguaduct could be reinforced and other loca
water projects like rainwater collection could be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,
Mr. David Schwab

837 E Calaveras St
Altadena, CA 91001-2408
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From: Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of Karen Mayer
<act@fwwatch.org>

Sent: Sunday, June 22, 2014 9:41 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: I Oppose the BDCP

Jun 22, 2014

Ryan Wulff
650 Capitol Mall. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Wulff,
| am concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.

This project will cost billions of taxpayer dollars at a time when our state cannot afford it. An entire river should not be
redirected for the sake of large-scale, unmetered agriculture and the oil industry.
Any river has its own ecosystems along its banks. Redirecting a river would destroy all these ecosystems and the wildlife
“in them PLUS riverbanks would be unstable and more subject to erosion.

There is no reason whatsoever to destroy so much for large agribusiness and any oil companies that could even use the
water for fracking; a dangerous misuse and seriously robbing people of drinkable watergE

The proposed tunnels have already been rejected by voters in 1982, and similar tunnel projects in places like Santa
Barbara County have not been cost effective and have provided little benefit to taxpayers.

Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aquaduct could be reinforced and other local
water projects like rainwater collection could be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,
Mrs. Karen Mayer

4552 Mitchell Rd
Eureka, CA 95503-9776
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From: Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of Paul Kep <act@fwwatch.org>
Sent: Sunday, June 22, 2014 9:41 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: I Oppose the BDCP

Jun 22,2014

Ryan Wulff
650 Capito! Mall. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Wulff,
I am concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.

This project will cost billions of taxpayer dollars at a time when our state cannot afford it. An entire river should not be
redirected for the sake of large-scale, unmetered agriculture and the oil industry.

The proposed tunnels have already been rejected by voters in 1982, and similar tunnel projects in places like Santa
Barbara County have not been cost effective and have provided little benefit to taxpayers.

Put your efforts in to desalination. We have an entire ocean at out doorstep!

o

Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aquaduct could be reinforced and other local
water projects like rainwater collection could be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,
Mr. Paul Kep

1234 main
Concord, CA 94520
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From: Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of christina Bertea
<act@fwwatch.org>

Sent: Sunday, June 22, 2014 9:40 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: I Oppose the BDCP

Jun 22,2014

Ryan Wulff

650 Capitol Mall. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Wulff,
I am concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.

This project will cost billions of taxpayer dollars at a time when our state cannot afford it. An entire river should not be
redirected for the sake of large-scale, unmetered agriculture and the oil industry.

The proposed tunnels have already been rejected by voters in 1982, and similar tunnel projects in places like Santa
Barbara County have not been cost effective and have provided little benefit to taxpayers.

I am concerned about the impact of water diversion on salmon and sturgeon populations, and the health of the Delta.
{ am even more concerned about the water which will be permanently polluted by use in fracking. Fracking in our state
must be stopped and one way is to deny the companies standing to profit by poisoning our public land and water--to

deny them access to that water (OUR water) in the first place;#},

Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aquaduct could be reinforced and other local
water projects like rainwater collection could be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,
Ms. christina Bertea

477 North St
Oakland, CA 94609-1335
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From: Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of tony alfino <act@fwwatch.org>
Sent: Sunday, June 22, 2014 9:11 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: [ Oppose the BDCP

Jun 22,2014

Ryan Wulff

650 Capitol Mall. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Wulff,

I am concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.

g’;‘VVWhat a horrible legacy this will leave you, less clean water overall and greater costs. Your grandchildren will need to
change their last names. |

This project will cost billions of taxpayer dollars at a time when our state cannot afford it. An entire river should not be
redirected for the sake of large-scale, unmetered agriculture and the oil industry.

The proposed tunnels have already been rejected by voters in 1982, and similar tunnel projects in places like Santa
Barbara County have not been cost effective and have provided little benefit to taxpayers.

Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aquaduct could be reinforced and other local
water projects like rainwater collection could be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,
Mr. tony alfino

6603 Bell Bluff Ave
San Diego, CA92119-1147



BDCP993.

[

From: Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of Perry Pieri <act@fwwatch.org>
Sent: Sunday, June 22, 2014 9:10 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: I Oppose the BDCP

Jun 22,2014

Ryan Wulff

650 Capitol Mall. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Wulff,
I am concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.

This project will cost billions of taxpayer dollars at a time when our state cannot afford it. An entire river should not be
redirected for the sake of large-scale, unmetered agriculture and the oil industry.

The proposed tunnels have already been rejected by voters in 1982, and similar tunnel projects in places like Santa
Barbara County have not been cost effective and have provided little benefit to taxpayers.

It is time to stop this insanity. Not only because it burdens the taxpayer to benefit big agriculture and big oil, they have
“too many hand outs already. But it also robs the ecosystem in Sacramento of the water that we, human and other
species, have grown to rely on for our needs.

b

The LA area should be left to dry out naturally and people can move to the water. |

Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aquaduct could be reinforced and other local
water projects like rainwater collection couid be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,
Mr. Perry Pieri

20011 N Highway 101
Willits, CA 95490-9693



BDCP994.

From: Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of John Newstead
<act@fwwatch.org>

Sent: Sunday, June 22, 2014 8:11 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: I Oppose the BDCP

Jun 22,2014

Ryan Wulff

650 Capitol Mall. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Wulff,
I am concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.

This project will cost billions of taxpayer dollars at a time when our state cannot afford it. An entire river should not be
redirected for the sake of large-scale, unmetered agriculture and the oil industry.

The proposed tunnels have already been rejected by voters in 1982, and similar tunnel projects in places like Santa
Barbara County have not been cost effective and have provided little benefit to taxpayers.

gﬁ“eplace lawns and water wasting flora in desert climates and keep our water in the rivers for nature. Conserve and live
within your natural limits.
Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aquaduct could be reinforced and other local
water projects like rainwater collection could be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,
Mr. John Newstead

PO Box 348
Navarro, CA 95463-0348
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From: Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of elizabeth kuiper
<act@fwwatch.org>

Sent: Sunday, June 22, 2014 8:10 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: I Oppose the BDCP

Jun 22,2014

Ryan Wulff

650 Capitol Mall. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Wulff,
I am concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.

This project will cost billions of taxpayer dollars at a time when our state cannot afford it. An entire river should not be
redirected for the sake of large-scale, unmetered agriculture and the oil industry.

The proposed tunnels have already been rejected by voters in 1982, and similar tunnel projects in places like Santa
Barbara County have not been cost effective and have provided little benefit to taxpayers.

We lost the fish in central California because of pumping and dams supported by the Corps of Engineers. Until those
“fisheries are restored, there should be no action on another potential devastation of resources and wildlife. Put energy
instead into the high speed rail system and de-salinization p!ant"é;;

Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aquaduct could be reinforced and other focal
water projects like rainwater coilection could be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,
Ms. elizabeth kuiper

1126 Bidwell Ave
Chico, CA 95926-4707
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From: Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of Pat Young <act@fwwatch.org>
Sent: Sunday, June 22, 2014 6:40 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: I Oppose the BDCP

Jun 22,2014

Ryan Wuiff

650 Capitol Mali. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Wulff,
I am concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.

This project will cost billions of taxpayer dollars at a time when our state cannot afford it. An entire river should not be
redirected for the sake of large-scale, unmetered agriculture and the oil industry.

The proposed tunnels have already been rejected by voters in 1982, and similar tunnel projects in places like Santa
Barbara County have not been cost effective and have provided little benefit to taxpayers.

~ You are endangering the Delta by this project, no matter what your politicos say. This is against all that the endangered

species act stands for. There is no way that removing more water from the system will improve water quality | STOP |

Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aquaduct could be reinforced and other local
water projects like rainwater collection could be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,
Ms. Pat Young

61 Corey Rd
Aromas, CA 95004-9128
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From: Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of Ellen McRae
<act@fwwatch.org>

Sent: Sunday, June 22, 2014 6:40 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: I Oppose the BDCP

Jun 22,2014

Ryan Wulff

650 Capitol Mall. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Wulff,
I am concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.

This project will cost billions of taxpayer dollars at a time when our state cannot afford it. An entire river should not be
redirected for the sake of large-scale, unmetered agriculture and the oil industry.

The proposed tunnels have already been rejected by voters in 1982, and similar tunnel projects in places like Santa
Barbara County have not been cost effective and have provided little benefit to taxpayers.

5 'NO MORE giveaways to corporations! This is the same stupid rubbish as the peripheral canals in the 1960s--syphoning
““precious water for corporate leeches--fracking and colossal agribusiness.

Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aquaduct could be reinforced and other local
water projects like rainwater collection could be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,
Ms. Ellen McRae

32691 Carreterra Dr
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675-4303
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From: Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of Barbara Epstein
<act@fwwatch.org>

Sent: Sunday, June 22, 2014 6:39 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: [ Oppose the BDCP

Jun 22, 2014

Ryan Wulff

650 Capitol Mall. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Wulff,
I am concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.

This project will cost billions of taxpayer dollars at a time when our state cannot afford it. An entire river should not be
redirected for the sake of large-scale, unmetered agriculture and the oil industry.

The proposed tunnels have already been rejected by voters in 1982, and similar tunnel projects in places like Santa
Barbara County have not been cost effective and have provided little benefit to taxpayers.

jkTurn off the spigot for fracking and wasteful factory growers who, for as long as we remember, use overhead watering in
“the middle of the day to irrigate their crops. They need to re-pay Californians for wasting our water.

Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aguaduct could be reinforced and other local
water projects like rainwater collection could be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,
Mrs. Barbara Epstein

230 The Village Unit 305
Redondo Beach, CA 90277-2514



BDCP999.

From: Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of Neal Mock <act@fwwatch.org>
Sent: Sunday, June 22, 2014 6:10 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: I Oppose the BDCP

Jun 22,2014

Ryan Wulff
650 Capitol Mall. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Wulff,
I am concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.

This project will cost billions of taxpayer dollars at a time when our state cannot afford it. An entire river should not be
redirected for the sake of large-scale, unmetered agriculture and the oil industry.

The proposed tunnels have already been rejected by voters in 1982, and similar tunnel projects in places like Santa
Barbara County have not been cost effective and have provided little benefit to taxpayers.

$67 billion would be better invested in wise water conservation projects and research and development toward a cure
“for our addiction to finite petroleum products.

Free unmetered water for agribusiness discourages simple water conservation techniques and distorts markets.
Corporate moochers should not be allowed to use public taxpayer dollars to line their pocket{é

Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aquaduct could be reinforced and other local
water projects like rainwater coliection couid be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,
Mr. Neal Mock

11580 Brook Ln
Truckee, CA 96161-4925



BDCP1000.

-
From: Food & Water Watch <act@fwwatch.org> on behalf of Beverly Dir <act@fwwatch.org>
Sent: Sunday, June 22, 2014 6:10 PM

To: BDCP.comments@noaa.gov

Subject: I Oppose the BDCP

Jun 22,2014

Ryan Wulff
650 Capitol Mall. Suite 5-100
Sacramento, CA 85814

Dear Wulff,
I am concerned and alarmed by the proposal for the new tunnel project to redirect water from the Sacramento River.

This project will cost billions of taxpayer dollars at a time when our state cannot afford it. An entire river should not be
redirected for the sake of large-scale, unmetered agriculture and the oil industry.

The proposed tunnels have already been rejected by voters in 1982, and similar tunnel projects in places like Santa
Barbara County have not been cost effective and have provided little benefit to taxpayers.

| Farm Bureau's AG ALERT in 2004 quoted the U.S. Geological Survey, using tree ring reconstructions, writing, "Western

iwdrought is officially worse than Dust Bow! Years." "The drought could be the worst in 500 years, with the lowest flow in
the Colorado River on record. The lowest five-year average of water flow was 8.84 million acre-feet in the years 1590-
1594." "From 1999 through 2003, water flow has been 7.11 million acre-feet, comparable to or more severe than the
largest-known drought in 500 years." "The water report did not surprise water managers."

Farmers and water managers have known for more than a decade that we are in a drought, yet vineyards, and almond
and walnut orchardists continue to plant throughout north, south, east, and west San Joaquin Valley as recently as this
past winter 2014. The orchardist put an ongoing drain on water supplies as opposed to planting crops the do no require
such intensive water usagé;;

No tunnels should be built to accomodate agriculture nor oil interests.

Sincerely,

Beverly Dir, MSW
Jeffrey Hart

8025 Ospital Road
Valley Springs, CA
95252

Overall, the tunnels are unnecessary and fiscally irresponsible. The existing aguaduct could be reinforced and other local
water projects like rainwater collection could be implemented instead, providing a much greater benefit at a lower cost.

Sincerely,
Ms. Beverly Dir

8025 Ospital Rd
Valley Springs, CA 95252-9043



