
CALFED Policy Group
C/o Lester Snow
1416 Ninth Street. Suite 1155
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Proposed 1999 Implementation of the San Joaquln River Agreement (SJRA)

Ladiesand Gentlemen:

We are writing in resporae to the Marefi 30, ! 909 letter from Mr. John Herrick, Attorney for the
South Del~ Water Agency (SDWA) to CALFED. Our intent is to correct certain misstatements
made in ,’vii-. Herrick’s le~er.                      .

The San Joaquin River Group (SJ’P,.G) committed to fully analyze, disclose and cliscuss potential
~mpaets and ramlf~catior~ of the 1999 operation that will generally conform with the SYRA. We
have provided the technical analysis that was develol~:d for the 1999 pulse flows operation for
all stakeholders zo review. The analysis concludes there are no irapact~ to the South Delta Water
Agency (SDWA) during the next two years (as per our muttmlly agreed upon period of analysis).
This analysis has been conducted on an open basis for all interested parties to p~ovid~ their input.
The re.suits of the mmlysis were discussed on two occasions during No-Name Group corfferenee
calls and at the Ops Group meeting. The overwhelming reaction at the Ops Group was there
were no ad;ccr~e impacts and th# 1999 puls~ flows must proc.eed.

We note that Mr. l-lerrick suggests stopping the implemeutation of ~h¢ 1999 pulse flows because
his agency has filed a lawsuit. That rationale would allow any objecting party to stop any action
simply by filing suit. We believe tha~ the environmental documents that were l:rroduced adt~red
to the environmental compliance process Mr. Herdek has injunctive relief through the courts if
he wishes to stop the 1999 pulse flows as a result of his lawsuit.

Mr. Herrick is clearly off base by stating CALFED would usurp the SWRCB. Nothing could be
fttrther from the truth. "lhe Bay.Delta water rishts hemSngs have br~u conducted ac~ordin$ to
the SWRCB rules and procedures and we believe they will continue to do so. The limited
actions by CALFED to insure that interested patties would receive full consideration of their
cone, eerie in regard to the 1999 pulse flow has been exemplary.           -"

A.~ ,xozed ~bov~, the results ofth# mind,ling and at~alysis eonclnd~ ther~ ar~ no risks during water

years 1999 and 2000 to the SDWA and that water quality, is improved under most eircumstznees.
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The statistical "slight of hand" by Mr. Herrick in aNiag to create impacts where there ar~ none is
all too obvious. The truth of the maUer is that water quality is imFroved under the 1999 pulse
¯ ~I nw.~.

Mr. Herriek imss~nts the ease that since the CVPIA b(2) situation is in �ourt, no ~:tlon should go
forward. Litigation, unfortunately, continues to b¢ part of the process to r~solve these difficult
water issues. Under Mr. Herrtok°s ~terpretation, any water litigation could ~ extrapolated to
stymb future California water actions. Hopefully, reasonable rnin~ will continue to prsvail in
support of’solutions sum as the S2RA.

We very much appreciate your help in providing the forum for answering the questions raised by
several of the interested partita. The analysis indicates there will bc no impacts aud therefore the
1999 pulse flows are bc’ing implemented.

Siacerely,

ALLEN SNORT

San Joa~u|n R~ver
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