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1.0  INTRODUCTION  
 

The Delta Protection Commission (DPC) staff held a public workshop on April 28, 2014, to hear 
comments from the public regarding the Bay Delta Conservation Plan (BDCP) and the EIR/EIS 
for this proposed project.  The DPC staff was in the process of drafting comments on the 
EIR/EIS and believed that a forum to hear the thoughts and concerns of Delta residents would be 
helpful in focusing attention on areas that were of greatest importance.   

This report is intended to document the meeting, provided a brief summary of the information 
presented, and summarize some of the comments heard from members of the public.  As the 
comment letter is due to the lead agencies on June 13, 2014, staff effort is focused on that task 
and this intended to be a brief document. Special thanks to Osha Meserve of SoluriMeserve for 
sponsoring the refreshments for this meeting. 

2.0  MEETING OBJECTIVES AND PROCESS  

 

Meeting Objectives 
 
This meeting had several specific objectives. Members of the public had spoken at the past two 
DPC meetings regarding the BDCP.  It was clear that there was a body of informed citizenry that 
wanted to share their views and that they may hold information or perspectives that would be 
helpful to the staff in preparing the draft DPC comment letter. 
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The objectives of this meeting were: 
 

1. Pre-meeting:  Attendance by public.  Announcement pathways: 
a. Public Notice 
b. Flyers distributed in the Delta 
c. Partner organizations 
d. Email reminder to Commissioners and interested parties 

2. Provide a context and summary of the BDCP process (information only). 
3. Share DPC history with the project to date (information). 
4. Listen to the public’s concerns regarding the project. 
5. Capture comments from the public. 
6. Post meeting:  Consider comments that will help the draft comment letter we will prepare 

for Commission consideration at the May 22 DPC meeting. 
7. Evaluate the meeting. 

 

Meeting Process 
The meeting room was arranged to emphasize the gathering of comments from the public.  
Simple meeting process was established by the facilitator, outlining the purpose, objectives, and 
agenda for the meeting (agenda attached as Appendix A).  Ground rules were presented to help 
maintain sharing of the public comments.  Presentations were made by Mr. B.G. Heiland (DWR) 
and Mr. Erik Vink (DPC). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Participants were encouraged to give comments in a respectful manner.  Staff recorded and listened. 
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Comments were collected from the public in four ways: recorded using audio recording equipment, 
summarized and projected on a screen, paraphrased on flipcharts and, written on comment cards. 

3.0    MEETING OUTPUTS  

Presentations (a brief synopsis): 

Bay Delta Conservation Plan (BDCP) Public Process Presentation 
Mr. B.G. Heiland (Department of Water Resources) 
outlined the Bay Delta Conservation Plan in general 
terms and presented the ways for members of the 
public to participate directly.  He provided document 
summaries, Web site addresses and other informational 
pieces for the participants.  Mr. Heiland stayed after the 
meeting to answer specific questions from participants. 

Mr. Heiland’s PowerPoint Presentation slides are 
presented in Appendix C. 

 
 

Comments from the public were recorded. 

Audio Recording 

Flip Charts 

Summarized 
on Screen 

Written on 
Comment Cards 
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DPC Report on Interactions with BDCP to date  
DPC Executive Director, Mr. Erik Vink, gave a brief summary of the DPC actions 
to date on the BDCP.  Copies of the two letters that DPC has sent regarding the 
BDCP were available for the public at the information table.  

Mr. Vink thanked the participants for their time and effort to participant and 
indicated that staff‘s role for this meeting was to listen for points that should be 
added to the comment letter being crafted by staff. 

 

Public Comments: 

What do you want to see included in DPC comment letter?   
Members of the public provided comments on the issues and concerns they had with the BDCP 
and what they would like to see included within the Commission’s comment letter.  Seven 
speakers provided in-depth comments on the BDCP EIR/EIS and concerns with construction and 
implementation of the proposal.  Clearly the members of the public who spoke had an 
understanding of the project and their concerns about project impacts. 

Comments were offered in the following areas including (not in order presented): 

• Recreation Impacts 

• Economic Impacts 

• Impacts to Agriculture 

• Habitat Concerns 

• Water Quality and Quanity 

• Safety – Floods, trucks, levees, roads 

• Analyses included (or not included) in EIR/EIS 

• Implementation and monitoring during construction and operation 

A more detailed description of the comments is presented in Appendix B.   
 

Follow-up Actions: 
 

Staff identified the following tasks: 

1. Provide a brief meeting report (this document);  evaluate meeting (Appendix D). 
2. Complete draft DPC comment letter. 
3. Present the draft letter for consideration at the next regular DPC meeting (May 22, 2014). 
4. Upon approval, submit the comment letter during the official comment period. 
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APPENDIX A. Agenda 
 

Public Workshop – BDCP Comments  

Delta Protection Commission 

April 28 2014 

 

 

5:00  Welcome 
 
Purpose 
Objectives 
Agenda 
Introductions 
Ground rules 
 
Welcome! (Erik Vink) 
BDCP Process overview (B.G. Heiland) 
DPC History on BDCP.  (Erik Vink) 
 

 
Public comments – What issues do you want to see addressed by DPC? 
 
Summary 
Follow-up Items 
Concluding comments (Erik Vink) 
 
Evaluate meeting.   Please leave evaluations and comment cards! 

 
7:30 Adjourn 
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APPENDIX B.  Comments from the participants 
 

The following concerns were raised by participants (partial list - grouped by topic): 
 
Recreation Impacts 

• Waterways need to be protected at all times 

• Access to navigable waters is a constitutional right for recreation and commercial purposes 

• Avoid restricted access 

• If waterways are blocked, alternative routes need to be implemented 

 

Economic Impacts 

• Recreation contributes to the local economy – yet construction will harm recreational boating 

• Construction time could be doubled 

• Extensive construction could push boaters out of the Delta 

 

Impacts to Agriculture 

• Construction impacts will harm agriculture 

• Operation plans unclear but have potential to harm agriculture 

• Conversion of agricultural lands is an impact 

• DSC also wants to preserve agriculture in the Delta 

 

Habitat/Species  Concerns 

• BDCP is consuming all mitigation allotments needed for other projects 

• Who is going to monitor the ITP? 

• Fish need more water but project is taking water 

• Conservation Measure 4 - excessive habitat acreage 

• There’s already plenty of habitat acres  

• Need to assess results of habitat implementation 

• BDCP does not restore ecosystems 

 

Water Quality and Quantity 

• Will the second forebay be used to supply water for fracking? 

• MWD invested in expensive ozone generators. 

• MWD has additional goals other than provide water to SoCal 
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• BDCP does not create more reliable water supply 

• IFFI= Impacts, Funding, Fish, Implementation 

 

Safety – Floods, trucks, levees, roads 

• Hydrologic changes need to be addressed in surface water impacts – including operation and 

maintenance of levees 

• Truck traffic impacts degrade levees   

• Impacts to levees could disqualify levees from federal programs 

• Modification of levees = a change in State’s plan of flood control facilities 

• Can we maintain flood control capacity and public safety? 

 

Analyses included (or not included) in EIR/EIS 

• Does BDCP comply with general plans? 

• Does BDCP comply with LURMP (DPC)? 

• Does BDCP protect agricultural land? 

• Water supply issues were not analyzed 

• 7 unavoidable impacts in the water supply section ends up in public health chapter  

• Need to look at cumulative impacts 

• The document is too massive to be reviewed in time allowed 

• Difficult to meet co-equal goals.  How will this be done? 

• The implementation needs a clear governing structure 

 

Implementation and monitoring during construction and operation 

• Where is the implementation plan? 

• Need government structure to ensure all mitigation measures are implemented and working well 

• Is there funding available for all mitigation implementation? 
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APPENDIX C.  Copy of Mr. B.G. Heiland’s Presentation Slides 
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APPENDIX D.   Meeting Evaluation Summary 
 

 

 

Delta Protection Commission 

BDCP Comment Workshop 

April 28, 2014 

 

Attendance estimate = 35 

Evaluations received = 13 

 

1. Do you feel that this meeting was helpful?     
Yes= 8 (62%)    No= 0    Hope so= 4 (31%)   Not sure=1 (8%) Blank = 1 

 

2.  I felt the overall meeting was:  

Great= 3 (23%) Very good= 4 (31%) Good= 6 (46%) Fair= 0 Poor= 0 

 

3.  In my opinion, the best part of the meeting was: 

• Speakers were given ample time to make their points. 
• Information presented by impacted organizations. 
• The comments from the audience. 
• Most comments were detailed and thoughtful.  This will assist project proponents with 

developing a response. 
• Hearing comments from Delta residents knowledgeable about the BDCP. 
• Providing the opportunity for public thoughts and input. 
• Public comments. 
• Public comments. 
• Public comment. 
• Melinda and Topper. 
• All the different speakers which touched which touched on all issues. 
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4.  Areas that could have been improved include: 

• There were some typographical errors that changed information on the screens.  It’s 
okay to ask speakers to slow down. 

• The time could be changed to accommodate commuters and held in urban centers 
(Antioch/ Stockton) that would be impacted by the BDCP. 

• I’d like to feel more confident that there is a strong understanding of the EIR/EIS plan 
by the DPC. 

• No suggestions. 
• Instead of speakers provide workgroups that represent ag, recreation, business, 

environmental so a group can discuss comments and brainstorm outreach to the public.  
–post office note – contact professional groups (i.e., Walnut Grove Rotary) 

• None. 
• Better notification of meeting. 
• No other languages other than English – No outreach/fliers in any other languages. 
• Hopefully we will be able to get a letter of recommendation. 

 

5.  Should this (or similar) type of meeting be repeated?    Yes= 13 (100%)     No= 0 

 

What would you like to see included in future meetings? 

 

• Information about impacts highlighted. 
• More engagement, less telling and sharing. 
• Not sure that subsequent meeting is necessary before the DPC submits a comment 

letter, but this type of meeting in general is helpful to the end goal of addressing 
concerns. 

• Report from first meeting – outcome document. 
• Specific presentations on the impacts and emphasis on what is not analyzed. 
• Translation/outreach to other than English. 
• More about impact of fracking. 

 

6.  Other comments: 

 

• Should be topic specific [unintelligible word] such as agriculture, recreation, or 
economic. 

• Some commenters are a wealth of information ~ North Delta C.A.R.E.S. is going to be 
working with the community members to help them form comments. 

• Moderator was very respectful.  Well done. 
• Did anyone here really need to hear from anyone from DWR explaining BDCP? 
• Distribute outcome documents to attendees ASAP to participants. 
• Of course we reserve judgment until we see the results. 
• Thank you for this opportunity. 
• Would like a copy of Katherine’s (Catherine’s) notes. 
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