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CALFED: "Work in Progress"

,’qarzh 16,

Over :he pas~ three and a half years. :he dezens of men .~nd women involved ~n the
C.~FED precess have contucted a comprehensive re’,ie,x at" C~ifo~a’s water policy. They
delete our appreciation, and the CALFED prece~ d~e~..e~ our cont~t:ed ~uppo~

I consider C~.D to ~ the mo~ impo~nt process ~m~ at r~scl~mg the stat~s
water n~ and priorities. Ho,~ever, at t~s stage, the dr~ Environmental Impact Statement
"work ~ pro~ess" on w~ch we mu~ now build a more ~mprehensive se~ ofwa~r
solutions.

The "’common pro~am elements" used in the ~ratt EmAronmemal Impact Stat~menL (EIS)
artificially insulates stakeholders, de~s~on-makers and the public fi’.om a full consideration of"
market-oriented approaches that ~ll force more efficient use and ~,proved water quality
includha8 water trangfer~, �onsen.’adcn, wa~tewater re,;~e, progressive pricing and
management. Such a strategy could substitute concrete for sound plarmL.ag and hard management
decisions, and could revive the controversies, subsidies and s-v, tlernat~ o£Califvmia’s

Marketing and Tranffcrs, We have cleat e,Adence from energy, utilities and
teleeommurfication, that when we move to a rnor~ ,-nark~t oriented approach, supplies develop
and efficien~ improves. CALFED must place ~r~ter emphasis on water marketins, traa~ers,
waste ~ater reuse, and conservation..,ks Frederick Cannon, Execud~ ~ Vk;~ Pr~id~rt
Bank of America, recently noted, "[W]e are convinced that a fully developed, appropriately
regulated water market would help relieve a significant degree oft.he existing uncertainty about
water ~upplieg
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Cotorxdo ~as ve~: active water m~kets, an~ Oregon ~o0t~d a model water tr~sfer
statute over a decade ago C~ifornias st~e gcve~ent should t%llo~ the~ ~amples to remove
ba~cr~ to the orderly tr~sfer of water ~hrou~hout :he ~atc w~c pro~dding appropriate
~s~ces that no r~on’s economy is u~airly impacted.

Over the p~ I ~ years, we have ena~ed a aumb~ ot’~ponam retb~s on water
~-~gemem and enviro~en~t re,oration. Imptememmion of~y key components of those
law~ ha~ been thronged, delay~ and ~bmm¢%cd by m~y ~fth~ sam~ p~i~s who h~tv~ opposed
water management, fought contm~g refo~s ~d cha!]enged subsidy redumions. S~ y~ ~er
t~e C~tr~ Valley Project lm~rov~t A~ (C~IA) ~as ~na~ed, t~ water ~sfers rove be~
no,eyed in the State although mo~ knowledgeable obs~ers ~ee tran~ers ar~ critical to ~ture
water m~agemem.

Repayment and Debt. F~r C~D ~e suttee, we also mum focus o~ th~ issue of who
~tl pay for improvements. Beneficiaries of new projects "~il have :o pay tbr t~e~ co~tmction,
operaUon ~d mmntenance. The days oft~payer-~b~d~ed water projects ~e over.

Groundwater Management. Thee is a ~a~ deal of imcrcst in C~D rogarding
xtor~t(~ addifio~l water u~derground, which would ~e~’e mmy quali~" and supply needs. But
C~FED ~s ~ot as ad~mt about a ~omprehensive system for m~a~ng ~oundwa~=r, as
.~dzona and other states ~ready do. ~oundwa~er d~l~tien w~ o~e ~fth¢ m~or rafionaIes for
build~g the Centra~ Valley Projecz ~ t~e 19~0s, and i: is ~ bad now or worse No California
.~at~," progam !s credible unless it ~lls for ~ aggressive prc~ to manage ~ouadwater
~thdmw~s.

.~_r.ai.o.l~. While the CALFED storage and conveyance ahematives obviousJy
c-ontemplate increased deliveries of’irrigation v, ater into the Central V~lley, there, s’tiIJ are no
~o~ ~10ux~dhL~ plaa~s t’o~" reducing th~ S~’eT~ ~nx~iroumental and wild.’,ifc problcm~ ~c~.ate.d with
contaminated drainage ,~,ater. I question whether CALFED can credibly discuss increased storage
and deliveries of irTigatiofl water without simu!taneo,~ly addressing issues such ss the tre~.tment
or" druinage a~d the retirement of’lands whose drainage ~eneratss water quality problems.

The CALFI~D process is historic, .~aad ell Californians should bc ~ateful for the cxtcnsiv~
and difficult work ah’eady ¢omp]eted by the partJcipams. I am ~;orufidem that the public conm~ents
on this draft EIS will help the C.~.LFED participants to develop a flew set of ~[teruat~vcs that
address the full range of" et~icient water management measures..,in expanded series of options
and strategies will not only he beneficial to the environment and to wa~er users, but to :he
taxpayers who "Affront�IN couid be called upon to pick up a very cxpensiw hi1!. Let’s mak~ .~ure
tha~ before anyone obligates Californians to decades of’debt, we have implemented -. notjusz
promtsecl - ~he ope:adonal and managerial efficiency that we ~ow ,s posmble in m~dern water
l~olic.~.
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