
The I~nnorable Bruce Babbitt The Honorable Pete Wilson
Secretary Governor
US Department of the Interior State Capitol
Washington, DC 20240 Sacramento, California

Dear Secxeta_ry :Babbitt and G~ve~or Wilson:

O The CAI.~ED Bay-E~lta lm’Ogfam offers an histori~ opportunity for stat~ and fed~al agencies and
stakeholders to address the quantity, quality, cost and reliability of water supplies in California for
generations to come. We have supported the Bay-I~Ita process from the outset, and we want to be able to
support it~ fin!l recommendations.

Howevex, as federal officials concerned about the future water policy of our state, we believe that the
optio~ included in CALFED’s draft Environmental Impact Statement (March 16, 1998) do not give
appropriate~ernphasis to maximizing the efficient use of water resources in California. We were pleased to
~_.ad reports of your meeting this week that resulted in your ag~ement th:n non-struernraI elements of the
CA/-ar~D pin wil! take priority over construction of costly new projects,

We consider it essential that CALFBD avoid endorsing a "business as usual" approach that promotes
c.~tly, environmet~t~dly controversial water projects. CALFED must emphasize practica! alternatives to

: past policies that have contributed to the misuse of water resources in Cal~ornia. Only if these issues ar~
:~ decisively addressed is CALFED likely to receive the bt’oad basect support n~essa.ty to ral2y public and

political support for its long term implementation, Moreover, we believe that only a~ter a genuine e2"fort is
made to maximize the efficient use of current supplies will there be guppor~ for additional facilities,

~Vater Use_El~fl.~i.etae_~: CAI.,Iq~ must emphasize the urgent need to impt’ove the efficiency or" water usage
in both the urban and agricultural communities of Califoia3ia. We reeogrtize that major improvements have
already occurred in both sectors, but there is overwhelming evidence that significant potential still exists.
The potential for maximizing efficient use of existing supplies must be fu!~y and accurately factored illto
CALFED’s analysis, and should ineluds not only conservation t~hrdques (including municipal plunlbing

~thnology, management of g~oundwazer depletion, improved ircigarion techniques and selden of crops),
also the rapidly expanding fields of wasmwater i~elarrmtion and recycling. It is critical ~at the arla[ysls

of the potential for these conservation, efficiency and management options c~mpare the environmental and
economic costs of improving water use effieiencies with the watsr project construction alternatives
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~l/~ater Ti’tinsfers: Along with leading members of the business community thmug~tout California, we
~tieve ~at a r~sonabl¢ but regulat~ system of w~ter tr~sfers wil! assur~ ~e �fficient ~nd produetiv~
~e of water in ~ stare, The public ~eord cl~rly es~blishes ~e desi~ of m~y ~sflng eon~tors to
sell a portion of their wat~ su~ly. Wi$ prop~ prorations for local econo~es ~d eo~u~ties, we
b~eve ~sfers ar~ pa~ of a more m~ket-oriented approach to water m~m~ement ~d usage that ~n
br~ p~t subsidization pr~fices ~d ~ inefficiencies ~d waste ~at gener~y accomp~y them. ~
t~cent y~s, a g~wing number of water transfe~ among some a~icul~’a! ingress in the Cent~l Va~ey
have d~ons~at~d ~e ~enti~ of such initiatives m ~n=fit ~e ag~cutt~r~ co~ty by incre~ing ~=
¯ fficiency of wat~ u~ ~d ~rov~g water su~ly ~Ii~ility.

D~aa~e.Redtlctio_n/Waa’~eWater R~: The seri~s env2o~ent~ (~d parental public
~ pm~¢ms ~s~iat~ wi~ m~sive qu~ti~ of was~wat~ pr~ent ~ a major change to C~

~ also a ~j~ opp~niry to promote ag~sively m~nologi~l re~o~s~ ~t can ~ni~ w~te
~ m~e, We ~li~w C~ ~st addr~s the~ J~u~, ~d m~t r~aM~ ~e ~c~]e ~ no
~on of Se ~ s~d be exited to become th~ meipiem of ~e w~m of ~o~er region. ~e
i~gation d~n~ problem of ~ ~n~ V~l~y, so ~ivi~y ~o~ght to p~b~e ~naon by the
c~is a d~e ago ~d a continuing c~i~ for the S~ Jo~u~ ~ver, c~not ~ i~ored~ nor o~ ~e
¯ m~ tO fi~e~, tiers ~d ~oundw~r ~en~d by the r~idy ~p~d~g cattle ope~fioas ~at
~nera~ f~ more w~te ~ $~y can utile on site. ~ ~a~-imp~r~ I~d in ~e S~ J~q~n V~I~
is ~oved ~om ~ucfion ~ugh earef~ly c~, volun~ wi~ng-~ller l~d ~em~t progr~,
~its ~y accrue for Bay-~lta wat~ qu~, w~er su~ty ~liabili~, ~d for te~stfi~ ~d aqmtte
~v~en~. Sillily, the ~ormous urb~ ~ow~ in ~e st~ proj~ted by the State Water Plan to
whi~ ~FED is pa~Iy r~nd~g -- over 15 ~!Iion new t~iden~ w~t~ 20 ye~ -- m~t~
C~ ~s not only Se i~sues of water supply, but ~so ~ mqu~n~, c~ts ~d envi~m~
i~s ~s~tated wi~ ~m m~siv~ population ~ow~ Sat a~fion~ water supplies will ~v~ly help
~ ~neo~ge.

~0f CALFED Rec0mmendat~q~: We noted that impleanentation of CALFED’s
recomraendations may well require state and federal financing in excess of $15 bil![on. C_ALFF.~ must
present a realistic, specific and accurate financing paekag~ that cle~ly recognizes the limited role of public
financing in paying vesy substantial sums of money associated with certain program options. We call on
CALFED to reject past reliance on subsidies to reduce the cost of initiatives. We b~lieve it is CALFED’s
responsibility to Identify the specific b~nefits which water users would receive from th~ program and

users are expected to bear which costs.

’ ~Jll~: CALFED must fully explore, and commit itself to, state- of-the-art treatment t~chnologies
to provi~ Californians with the highest quality drilaking water. Assuring adequate supplies of high qualiW
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drinking water can be accomplished by nuraerous strategies o~her than ~r~itional construction of costly
and generally controversial storage and conveyance facilities, and we urge a full examination of such
sltornatives. CALFED’s analysis of alt~mativc.s must includ~ th~ benefits to water quality d~rived from
increased fr~h water flows in th~ Delta,
protection, pollution prevention, groundwater- management and cloan-up, as well as the potomtilil for
impmvexn~at~ in sottree water quality to reduce

~~m Restoration: We urg~ CALFED m prepare an e.cosystcm xestoration program which is
ambitious, scientifically sound, adequately funded, long-term and realistic. We will b, paying particular
attention to CALF~D’$ institutional arrangements to assur~ that this restoration program achieves iLs goals
through an ~ffectiv~ and adaptive implementation strategy. All Califomimas r~cognize ~e importanc~ of
protecting and restoring the Bay-Delta eco~stem. Such r~toration is also c~atral to improving water
supply reliability for water users who rely on this system. Finally, CALI~D should ~vRluatc the economic
b~nefits of such a r~storation program.

~es~_ Inte_m-i.ty_: Public support for CALFF.D will depend on th= integrity of the proems, the ext~nt to
which all parties are assured a full hearing and ~propri~te participation, and the confidence thin all
options and strategies havo been given thorough, not merely pedurtctory~ consideration. Similarly,
CALFED cannot succeed if it allows s~akrholders to remove admitmdly controversial or non-ttaditional
options from consideration, Balance is neo~ssary, but so is a determination to make recommendations that
represent the most achievable and responsible options for all Californians. We ar~ aware of and
sympathetic to the concept of a "staged" approach ~a~ would maximLze current water usage prior to
moving forward with ¢onsidcration of n~w facilitie.~ to me~t t.h~ remaining demand. To asstfre the
credibility of such a staged approach, CALFED must give ~,l~¢cial car, to assure that d~� cons~rvatiort,
sfficiency, and management options d~cribcd in this letter ar~ not arbitrarily or prematurely dismissed
because of traditional biases in favor of major stOrag~ and conveyance facilities.

We wish to reiterate our support fo~~ the CALF~D process and our desire to be able to support its ultimate
~m~udations. L~e others in ~� star,, we ~ prepped m put ~i~ past positions ~d cornier new
s~m~hrs if we ~e convinced ~at ~, process has been fair ~d the conclusions represent ~, rezui~s of
sound ~i~nc,, t~hnologicaI innovation, ~d c~diblc fh~cisg arrangements. We wish agMn to offer our
~i~ to s~m and fe~ral negotiators as the C~D process continues in its ch~l~ging and very
i~o~t wo~.

Sincerely,

GEORGE ~R NANCY PELOSI
HOWARD BERMAN ELLEN TAUSCHER
GEORGE BROWN ANNA ESHOO
SAM FARR BARBARA LEE
BOB FILNER JANE HARMAN
TOM LANTOS JUANITA MILLENDER-McDONALD
HENRY WAXMAN PETE STARK
LYNN WOOLSEY LOI~ CAPPS

II       lit        ~/         = II ...                              I      _It .                  I .... II]     .

C--01 2272
C-O 12272


