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Michele King

From: Katja Irvin <katja.irvin@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Wednesday, July 03, 2019 2:00 PM
To: Clerk of the Board; Board of Directors
Cc: James Eggers
Subject: July 9, 2019 Agenda Item 4.2 Fiscal Year 2019-2020 Board Work Plan
Attachments: 070919 Item 4.2 Board Work Plan and  Calendars SC letter.pdf; people-v-westlands-complaint-declaratory-

injunctive-relief-shasta-dam.pdf; 062519 SCVWD Public Comment on  Shasta Dam Raise.pdf

Chair LeZotte and Members of the Board, 
 
Please find comments from the Sierra Club on the subject agenda item attached along with referenced documents.  I 
hope this are submitted in time to be included in the updated agenda packet. 
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
 
Katja Irvin 
Conservation Committee Co-chair 
Sierra Club Loma Prieta Chapter 
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SAN MATEO, SANTA CLARA & SAN BENITO COUNTIES 

 

July 3, 2019 
 
Valley Water Board of Directors 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 
 
RE:  July 9, 2019 Agenda Item 4.2 Fiscal Year 2019-2020 Board Work Plan 
 

Dear Chair LeZotte and Members of the Board, 
 
The Sierra Club Loma Prieta Chapter is concerned about Valley Water’s continued focus on 
exploring new surface storage opportunities in your 2019-2020 Board Work Plan, 
especially the inclusion of the Shasta Dam Expansion project.   
 
It is illegal for California agencies to participate in the Shasta Dam project as documented in 
the Attorney General’s complaint against Westlands Water District for doing so (attached).  
My public comments to this Board at your June 25, 2019 meeting (attached) further stated 
how Valley Water is vulnerable as a member of the San Luis and Delta Mendota Water 
Authority. 
 
The decision about participation in the Shasta Dam project is too important to be left to the 
Water Storage Exploratory Committee and needs to be brought to the full Board first to 
give direction to the committee.  The Board shouldn’t simply allow the committee to 
discuss participation in a project that both the Secretary of the California Natural 
Resources Agency and the State Water Resources Control Board have said is illegal.  The 
Board would be wiser to direct the committee to discuss how the District can pull back 
from any whiff of participation in the project 
 
Furthermore, the Draft Water Supply Master Plan now includes the Shasta Reservoir as an 
active project, saying “State law … restricts funding for any studies. Staff will continue to 
monitor opportunities related to Shasta Reservoir Expansion.”  The Plan should be updated 
to say State law prohibits assistance and cooperation with state, federal, or local agencies 
on the project.   
 
The Draft Water Supply Master Plan also says “The projects already approved by the Board 
for planning (California WaterFix (SWP and CVP), 24,000 AFY of reuse, the “No Regrets” 
package of additional water conservation and stormwater capture projects, Transfer-
Bethany Pipeline, and Pacheco Reservoir), along with South County Recharge, exceed the 
recommended level of service goal.”  This doesn’t include the Los Vaqueros Expansion 
and Sites Reservoir projects, both of which Valley Water has already paid in to.   
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Basically, the Master Plan is saying that no additional dam projects are needed unless 
something changes with the approved projects, yet Los Vaqueros, Sites and Shasta remain 
as active projects under the Plan.  As we have explained, Shasta is the most immediately 
problematic of these dam projects.  
 
Valley Water’s Ends Policies says “A net positive impact on the environment is important in 
support of the District mission and is reflected in all that we do” (policy 1.4).  The 
destruction of a river protected in the California Wild and Scenic Act is a major negative 
impact on the environment.  Do the right thing and don’t participate in the destruction of 
this important environmental resource. 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 

 
Katja Irvin 
Conservation Committee Co-Chair 
Sierra Club Loma Prieta Chapter 
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 Public Comment to Santa Clara Valley Water District Board of Directors – June 25, 2019 

Re: Shasta Reservoir Enlargement Project 

 

I’m here today to talk about the Shasta Reservoir Enlargement Project. 

As you may know, Attorney General Javier Becerra has filed a lawsuit against the Westlands Water 

District for violation of the California Wild and Scenic Rivers Act by assisting and cooperating with the 

U.S. Bureau of Reclamation in the planning of the Shasta Dam Enlargement.  The Sierra Club is also party 

to a separate suit challenging Westlands unlawful assistance and cooperation with Reclamation’s plan to 

raise Shasta Dam. 

Santa Clara Valley Water District is a special district, which, along with Westlands, is subject to this same 

prohibition.   

In March 2018 Valley Water Directors serving on the San Luis & Delta Mendota Water Authority Board 

voted to authorize sending a letter to the United States Department of the Interior expressing interest in 

sharing the cost for enlarging Shasta Dam and Reservoir. 

The Sierra Club has scant information about how the Authority has followed up on this.  Therefore, we 

would like to ask you, what is the Authority doing pursuant to this authorization to participate in the 

Shasta Dam Enlargement? 

We do know that on May 30, 2019 the Authority held a Board of Directors Special Meeting for a 

Shasta/McCloud Tour.  So we would also like to know, did Valley Water Directors go on this tour? 

We believe it is unwise for the Authority to pursue this path and Santa Clara Valley Water District should 

put some distance between your views on this and those of the rest of the Authority Board members.  It 

is doubtful that District voters would support violating the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, as that would be 

inconsistent with the general support for California’s landmark environmental laws. 

Ideally the San Luis Delta Mendota Board should withdraw its March 2018 authorization to staff to court 

Reclamation.  At least, given your obligations under state law, Valley Water should bring this concern to 

that Board and urge the Authority to reverse the decision in support of exploring this partnership, to 

notify the Bureau Reclamation, and to advise the Bureau that California law prohibits cooperation and 

assistance on the Shasta Dam Enlargement. 

Furthermore, you should make an effort to discuss these issues in your own public meetings, including 

consideration of a resolution to formally withdraw support for the project and in formal opposition to 

the San Luis Delta Mendota Board’s authorization.   

In addition, we know that Westlands is courting Valley Water to purchase water that Westlands intends 

to derive from its illegal partnership with Reclamation.  In light of the ongoing litigation, Valley Water 

should decline and urge other CVP contractors to decline Westlands offer as well. 

In summary, we suggest that Valley Water untangle itself from any potential financial commitments and 

legal vulnerabilities that the San Luis & Delta Mendota Water Authority makes or could make on behalf 

of the District. 
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