
The H~od Diversion Issue

The Hood Diversion has been identified in the Federal-State discussions ss a key component of
both a comprehensive water qu~ pro~m ~d convey~ce s~ate~_ The proposed
has a complicated polific~ ~o~ - ~d a bro~ set of pros ~d co~, assets ~d ~ab~fies, ~ we~
~ advoc~es ~d opponents. ~o~ ~ s~o~e propos~s, ~e Hood Diversion h~ gelid ~e
most con~ov~sy bo~ ~ong agencies ~d s~eholde~. ~� some ~ew ~e proposed Hood
Divemio~ as ~ p~m~ "fix" to Delta water q~W problem, o~s rem~ ¢on~ced ~t
set of Stage 1 wa~cr qu~ ~fions co~d ~c~eve ~e s~e goMs ~out ~e need for ~s
eon~ove~slal new faerie.

As you~ see below, ~ven ~e convoyed" ~d ~e ~verse mix of ~temat~ve solu~o~ c~en%ly on
~ &aw~g bo~d, ~e is some merit to the ’~ait ~d s¢~~’ approach on this ~y isle.

Bac~ound

~ Sacr~ento ~ver ~ Hood (up to 4~000 c~s) ~ ~pmvv watez qua~ i~ ~e
C~FED’s ac~o~ do not reset ~. con~uous improvement towed ks d~g wa~er
go~s. ~e ~opos~ ~so se~ up a series of conditions (e.g., regm’~g the need ~ resolve
fish ~afion issues) ~t m~ be met before it could b~ b~t.

~s ~v~sion is ~nded to ~prove w~er qu~W ~ ~e Del~ ~d for South Del~a e~oa
p~ps by in~eas~g ~¢ flow ofN.gh q~iW Saez~ento ~ver Wa~er ~to ~e South Delta.
Delta wat~ q~W is ~enfly con~olled by ~e Del~ Cross Ch~el do~~ ~om
Hood. ~e ~ereened Delta Cross Ch~el is subject ~o periodic clos~e by ~e fish
~encies became offish ~afion concerns.

~file ~s propos~ I~ ~ways ~sed m~y que~ons ~d conce~, ~e con~ove~y
~sociated ~fl~ ~s isle p~ed tiffs p~ ~e ~ ~e relc~e of ~e KeMs~ Ph~e
~po~. The repo~ ~c~uded new ~age incr~g ~e s~e of~e Hood fac~H~N (Born
2000 cfs to 4000 cfs) ~d seemly eleva~g its pfioMW ~om a "s~dy’ ~ a "proje~."

" ~n~ ~terests, ~Her ~d Boxer bo~ sentad~on to ~e out~ Born t~ env~o
~qu~s ahem Hood, req~ a de~ed CALFED cI~ficafion las~ f~l.

S~eheld~ amd A~em~ Pers~ee~ves

~ ~d o~er Seu~em C~foz~a m~cip~ suppliers ~e s~ongly ~ ~vor of~e
~version as a way to obm~ more reliable ~cess to ~gh qu~i~ Sacr~e~to ~wr w~ter.

~e propos~ ~s z~sed concern in ~e en~o~en~ ~ Delta ~ehel~r ~oups since
is ~cw~d ~ essend~y ~e no~¢~ ~d of ~e con~oversi~ proposed PeMph~
Bo~ Senat~ Boxer ~d Con~es~m~ ~er have ~so e~ressed ~s concern.

~le Conga Co~a Wamr Dis~ct could po~enfi~y ~e~ize some water qu~ benefits
Born such a divers~on~ i~ ~ ques~oned bo~ ~e efficacy of ~e proposed ~versiou ~d ~e
~mpu~ez models ~ to jusfi~ ~ke n~d for such a ~ciliW on wa~ez qu~W ~o~ds.

~ish ~encies have ~ways expressed concern that a screened Hood diver~on ~!lhave
adverse ~pac~ not~]y bem~e ~e screens ~D p~ev~t ze~n ups~e~ ~afion of



anad~omous fish. lq’M~S aud USFW$ have agreed to the preferred alternative l~e
oty because k ~cludes subs~fi~ caveats about ~c need to resolve these fish ~on
issues in some ~-yet-~o~ ~y. At ~e s~e ~�~ ~e fish ~encies ~ve fo~sed on
i~tia~ug ¢val~o~ of~e Del~ Cross C~el operations - to id~fify alte~tive
opem~g ~es ~at prote~ water qu~W ~ reduced impacts to fish.

¯ O~erg, reco~g ~e silent f~shery ¢onc~ ~at may prevent ~e projee~ ~om ever
moving fo~d, ~e eo~t~ed to smd~ng ~e tec~cS eons~ts of~e proposal
Stage I w~¢ ~¢ss~vely p~g ~e l~ger set of"water q~li~ fixes" outlined
wa~r qu~V pl~ c~:en~y being floated in o~ Feaer~-State

Issu~ and Recommendations

¯ The "good gover~ent" qu~fion. ~ile ~e fish ~encies ~e ~l~g ~o completely
~e Hood off~e ruble at ~s po~t, &ey sd~owledge it is ~y ~kely ~at it acid
overcome ~s si~¢~ "fish h~.~" C~FED has established for it to be b~t
some ~e ~!~ to t~e ~at risk ~d ~clude k ~ a key piece of~s pa~age to
some ~b~ ~s, o~em ~ew this ~s ~g but "good gove~ent" ~d a hollow
~g wat¢~ ass~ee for ~b~ ~ater users ~at ~11 ~¢ely never m~e. ~ey
~e ~ ~s shah g~e approach offers no asz~ce to ~yone.

¯ PoIenflal gap in the Water Qu~ p~ogr~, ~e Hood faciliW is iden~ed
~po~t ~ for aeh[ev~g eont~uous ~provement ia ~g wa~r quaH~ ~d for
~e~a~ water q~ty ~p~s ~.sociated ~ clo~e of ~e Delta Cross Ch~el.
However, if (~ ¢~ected) ~e fish ~tgeneies’ conce~ about Hood rem~ ~esolved
end of Stage 1, we codd be le£ ~’~out ~at f~ ~d ~ead ~ a big ~p ~ o~ wat~
qui~ pro~. ~ou~ ~e ¢~rent l~age pro~des the fle~hiHW to p~ue o~er
op~o~ ~ ~e ~e ~Hood proves ~tenable, some ~gue ~a~ it is xno~e responsible ~d
appropri~e to idenfi~ a be~r option now.

¯ . Other ~able options, ~s Fed~l-State ~seussion ~oup has ideated a vomprehem~e
pa¢~¢ of St~e 1 water qu~W tools. ~s paek~e does ~t represen~ one s~pIe fix, but
m~er ident~es a poWnfiaHy moze effe~ve ~x of so~ce wate~ pro~o~, ~ea~ent
~ve~ents ~ ~d des~oa), ~d ~er qu~W-foeused ~¢~e (S~
B~s, Los V~ueros). For exmnple~ ~e C~FED package is likely to eo~ider ~e
ofm~fipl~scrvened ~es on a flooded C~ Delta isled ~ a potenfi~ tool ~o
~prove w~r q~iW ~ few~ :~sh ~pac~. T~t action, in addition to r~e~fioa
¯ e Delta Cross Chic1, may subs~fi~y ~prove water q~liW ~ ~e Delta
need for a Hood lactiC. Ag~ess~.ve ~mple~nmfion of&ese ~es of actions c~ pro~de
sho~-~e~, ~{ble benefits ~o bo’th No,era ~d Sou~em C~o~a ~b~ wat~
~ppfiers.

The "wait and see" approach. ~le there is some d~ke ~d real poHfi¢~ presst=e
"just b~ld i~" a w~t ~d see approach may be more appropiate on ~s p~e~ issue.
~ we be~ to ~pIement ~e Stage 1 water qu~iW acfiom, we’~ have fl~e eh~ee
~sess how well ~ of~ose acfioxs (e.g., so~ce water protec~o~ ~ea~en~
~£~~e, Delta Cross Ch~nsl ch~ges~ flooded Delta isl~ds) ~e perfo~Dg tow~ds
o~ go~ of~p~oved ~ter query. ~le some ~gs may not be ~ly ~pl~e~ted
~e ~st few ye~s, we ~H ~It be: a be~ position ~o ga~e ~ek likely eoHeedve
success ~ ~g ~ re~ d~t ~ ~e Delta’s water qu~V probl~.


