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Sandy W’~ard Denn, Fr~/dent
Harvey A. Bailey, 1st V~e Pr~si&nt

~.M~,~=r~t May 10, 1999
D~ ~be~,3rd W~t

J~nP~fier,~

~oar~ o~ D~ecto~ The Honorable Di~e
~o~Zo~ U~ted States Senate

~ceBoyd 331 H~ Senate O~ce Building
~~ Was~n~o~ DC 20510
Smdy~D~

W~dL~o~ De~ Senator Fe~stein:
~g Wa~ ~t
~nP~io
~t~w~ Th~ you for t~g the t~e to meet ~th our C~D ~nd~g coition. It has

c~zo~ t~en us severfl months to work t~ou~ our d~erences, but now we ~e ufified ~d
w~.a~hop wor~g h~d to secure the $95 ~ion appropriation proposed by the President I
C~a Cos~ Wa~ ~
~o~ reflly appreciate your suppo~ ~d engagement.

Ted Cos~
s~,~,w~t ~e the focus ofo~ trip was C~D, there is ~other set of issues ve~ much on
~o,~ my ~nd that I would like to s~e ~th you. C~ contractors ~d customers have a
S~ C~a Vdl~ W~ D~

$30 ~on problem ~th the Centr~ V~ey Proj~ Improvement Act that is
r~ceMng ~ost no aRention. The reason we have not yet been more ag~¢ssive

w~w~ about t~s issue is that we can’t ~d a solution that doesn’t ~so workag~st
~o~ C~D ~nd~g.
s~R~
v~w~ Problem # 1: ~ ~e cu~ent ye~, $16 ~on of the money co~e~ed ~om C~
J~ESa~pe
~=~ customers for C~ implementation c~ot be spent. TNs problem results ~om

so~zo~ the Restoration Fund being cut by $16 ~on ~ the Appropriations process. At the

~~ s~e t~e Congess directed that the money be co~e~ed (even thou~ it was
~~m~ unspendable). The genesis oftNs problem c~ be found in how the C~IA stamto~
DaleBm~
~~~ l~age is ~te~reted by the Co~ees ~d Ad~stration; m~ng the Fund
go~ "score" ~d thus creating the icentive for the appropriators to cut the Fund.
D~
~,~ ~=~ u~ ~o~ You c~ underst~d what upsets us about tNs:

a. Millions of dollars are extracted from the CVP community in the name of
environmental improvement but end up in a reserve account in the U.S.
Treasury -- possibly lost forever.
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b. No other sector of the water community is paying for ecosystem improvement like the
CVP is. That is an inequity. Then our money doesn’t even go for CVP environmental
improvement. That is injustice.

c. The last time the Department of the Interior went through a formal process (Garamendi) to
"administratively" solve the problems with the CVPIA, this issue was prominently identified
but then promptly ignored.

Interior now proposes that the scoring problem be fixed by the appropriations committees. We are
concerned with such a band-aid approach, and we understand both the authorizing and appropriating
committees share the same concerns.

Problem #2: The President’s FY ’00 Budget proposal cuts Energy and .Water spending for CVPIA
implementation by 50% -- to $15 million from the FY ’99 level of $30 million. I absolutely cannot
understand why we, the CVP customers, are the only ones publicly concerned with this.

When taken together, the $16 million cut from the Restoration Fund by Congress and the $15 million
that the Administration has proposed to cut from CVPIA implementation, will leave the Central
Valley restoration effort $31 million short. We could seek to restore these funds but, as you well
know, our success would likely come at the expense of the CALFED funding.               ~

The solution, we believe, lies with the Interior Department, which has the responsibility to be an
aggressive advocate for full funding of CVPIA programs. We are uncertain why the Department has
failed to carry out this responsibility.

I have sent a copy of this letter to Secretary Babbitt with a separate cover letter requesting that he
work directly with us to avoid such problems in the 2001 funding cycle.

Thank you for considering our comments.

Sincerely,

drier
""~anager
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