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Dcar Bob:

Thank you for re.slx~nding to our letter of September I 7, 1998, ~egardin8 Tom Clsxk’s assertions
concezzting the impacts of reductions iv water deliveries to CV? and 8WT cvnu~a~u~ a~ a result
of environmental protecdvna.

We appreciate your clarification that Tom~s e~timates do not refer to average yeax impacts, but
only ~v impaeta that would occur cl~ring a repeat of tile very dry conditions rx~rienccxi between
1986 and 1992. As a g~aet’al rule, DxTv’R reports vsh]es for both average available supply aud th.y
period sdpply. We agree that this is the mv~t appropriate prdctice.

]’he c, onfu~ion about the numbers ~ems to deri.ve from "[’one’s a~srrtlort, h~ th~ informal setting of
the k’oljcy Oroup me,thug, ~at a~ce 199.4, only 3.7 million acr~-~’eet (MA[-’) was Rvailablc to
meet a total demand of 6.0 MAF. Wr tu~d~-,~tood his implication m be ~at this "shortfall~ had in
fa~t occurred in every )’ear, and was not expec~d only hl dry yc, ars. Your letter

Hevertheless, signi~cant discrepancies ta e~matcd wate~ ~pply impacts remain. These
discrepancies can be clarified by comparing projected f~ttar d~livories ~o three dif~=ent
"baseline" cstirnatcs. These ba.~.lines me (1) the 6.0 MAJF of south-of-D~Ita project demand
(used by Torn), (2) DWR’s DWRSIM study incorporating the defunct D1485 standards m~d a
1995 level of development, and (3) actual Delta cxportssince 1975.

Using 6.0 ~’4AF of demand as a benchmark ignores the t~t tha~ in a
underproteet~ve D1485 a~,mdards, the export project.,~ could not meet full donar, d.
appropriate ~o attribute ~e impacts of dry w~ath~r to envixonraenta! ~mdards. Moreover., the
estimate of 3.7 MAF of water surely availability under ctateat r~gulatory conditiong i~ less than
projected by any of DWR’s studies. The f~rttres Tom Clark provided to the Policy Group are
summarized below.
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DWR S~udiez           South-of-Delta ~WP and CVP De.livrrics (MAF)

D1485 ESA 4- Accord + Impact
CVPIA

1922-1994 I     5.9 I 5.4 | 0.5
June 1986-September 1992L__, ,,, 5:,0 t 4.1 -~ 1.1"
* includes a~ljustment for the difference in end-of-period total ~torag¢               --"T

lf~e "impacts" v£ tt~: CVPIA, ESA and SWR.CB protections are compared with actual annual
deliveries ova ~� last 20 ygara, the ~sults are partioularly ~vesllng - th~ water users would
actually export, on average, 700 thousand acre-fe~ (TAr) more per year th~ they did over this
p~riod. The. reason for this result is that demand ibr water has dnnaat:¢ally increased over ~e
last dec, are. Th¢ fact is that ~o probl~m is not ’draconian" envi.ronrnental prote~tiv~m, but
substantial increases in ¢onsumptiw use of v~er. The. rece.~t ":mple.mentafion of em~ronmenml
protectioos would causea reduction below actual l~v~ls only during dry years, as is shown by an
e.rdrnatcd annual difference orS00 TAF during a repeat of the 1986-1992 dry period. A
comparison of agttml Delta exports with those, proj~ed under entreat regulaaom is shown
below)

Actual vs. Dx~’R Total Delta E~s ~
Period ActuaI ESA + Accord + Impact

CVPIA
1975-1994 [ 4.6 -- ~ l 5.3

_~
-0.7

]1986 - September 1~921 ~.0 ~ ~.~ 0.5

* tom’s tssrrtiv,,, do tot include impacts d~e to ~plemea~i~ of India’s
~tly ~e subject of litigation. D~’~ sa, dy sh~s ~a~er supply availabili~,

available to us.

809
D-011809



~Ir. Robert Potter
No, ember ~, t998

In sum, DWK’s own l~gtats demonstrate our point: The environmental protections of d~¢ last low
years have had. and are likely to have, trlativ~ly limit¢d impacts on conSUmlXive watt" supply.
Evcr~ with these protections in place, water exporters will be able tc obtain morn water than they
used on awrag¢ over ~� last 20 y~.~.

We f~.el it is critical to have a common tatder~tanding of these nl~mbers, a.ud we are pleased Lhm
you ,hare our notion that such figures must have a rigo~ t~h~cal burls. Without a dear and
accurate ~¢~xs¢ of rteem and histoti~ Water use and the tru~ ~ater oosts associated with recent
~nvironmental protections, it will be all th¢ more difficult to forge a lasting and prud¢~;t water
m.tl~y r~liability. ~rogram.

Plea.~ le~ ~ kaxo~ if you would like to ~scuss this issue tia’ther.

Mr. Robc-~-t Perciasepe
Mr. Do.glas Wheeler
M~-. Thorna~ Clark

CALFED Pohty Group
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