
M&,’ch 3, 1999

Mr, Steve Ritehie
D~uty Executive Director
CALFI~.D Flay-Delta Program
!416 Nin~ Street, Suite ! 155
Sacramento, CA 93814

Dear Mr. 1Zitehie:

Thank you for holding several informatitmal workshops throughout the ~tate reg’,trding the
proposed water use efficiency program and for allowing fair and thorough discussions of the two
p;oposals that CALFED is considering, As voluntary signatories to the MOU since 1992, this
district is committed to water conservation efforts that make sense within the framework of local
opportunities and constraints. Please enter the following comments into fl~e record of tiffs
critically important issue:

Me._mber_ship in ~nd C.er!;ificatJon bv the Califorma Urban Water Con_serv&ti~_nCouneit
The that the MOU but have fewer than 3000~tattt~ VO | o,n~st’y to

connections (and serve less than 3000 acr~ f~ot per year) should be clarified. We t’eei that they
sl~outd remain iuli voting ~aembers of the CUWCC and continue to impl,ment
M~m~gement Practices even though ceaification would not be ~e~uired,

Assistance to r~tail agencies by their wllolesale~s should be voitmta~. We oppose any
mandatory program that would duplica~ conservation efforts and would incre~e M&I water
eosts um’eason~bly, Some o~the BM~s are best performed on a regional basis, i.e. publie
infommtion, school ~dueation, etc., but most of the BM~s are best performed at
onty. Since CAL~ED will be providin$ bo~ t~hnical ,rid finmacb,! ~t,~si~t~mc~ dir,ctb’ to
r,tailers, we see little need to m~nda.*e wholesabr invobement in retailer progrftms.

Co~t.-eff~.¢.riv.ene.ss Stand~d
?he MOU requires that ~nviron.mcntal benefits and ~vo~d~d ~nvkomnental costs b~ included in

stmad~rdized values for ~ese costs ~d benefits. ~ecefor~, we p~opo~ that agencies not be
dented ce~ification based on the values it assi~s to ~ese costs and benefits until such ~ t~e
that atand~dizefl wlues, b~sed on ,otmd economic pfincip]e~, are developed and a~eed to by
Group~ I ~d 2.

C¢~jfication Body
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If’the CLWv’CC is responsible for certification, tlhen what~xer decision m~ing body :is erea~ for
this should be chosen by Plenum. opposo ply. the of thetheCUWCC We the for m~mbers
c~rtificafion co~]~ee to be appointed by ~he S~retm7 o{ I<~soutces, o[ m~y state o~, as
p~oc~ss could b~oom~ ~g~y politicized. Also, ~e vote fo£ ~e~if~oation of~ a~noy ~hould
by shnp]e msjodty o£ the co~e~ ~d ~ by th~ consensus m~thod curr~ntI~ ~mploy~ by
CUWCC St~.g Co~tt~,

Any a~eney tha~ b~s complied with th~ r~quiremenls of ~he MOU told implemented lhe BMPs
should be ce~ified withou~ risk of having ~at cenificatian revoked by appeal of ~oup 2
m~mbcrs. ~t¢ o,ly time tlmt certification should bc t’ovokcd is when an agency h~ bccn found
to have falsifi~ i~ repot. If an attdit reveals such, then a review should be done immediat~ly
m~d ce~ifica, ion tempormly suspended. You would, not, however, need to ~t Group 2 ~
appeal d~t to accomplish

R¢calcig~t agencies should be subject to fines at each level of enfm’c~ment, however, the
should not be a fiat charge but should ~ based on ~e size of the agency (number of co~ections.
population of g¢~ic¢ ~ea, quantity of water se~e~ etc.).

Wat~r:.h.~
Enforcement should be iimhed to fines ~d public humiliafiom it should not includ~ wa.tCr-b~¢d
sm¢tions. ~a of ~ punis~ents proposed by the CL~A!£WC dra~ is a resection on water
~am~¢ra. W~ ¢mmot ~nd¢~tm~d how prohibiting water ~sfors ~nher~ tho ~tate’~ objootivo
~ffecfively managing wat~ c~o~ces. It is a st~p bac~ards. Res~cdng access ~ the State
Drought B~ or a~w water ~om the Bay-Delta ts eqaally dracom~.

~ you for ~e oppommity to submit ~se co~ents. If you have ~y qu~g[o~ or n¢~
c[~f!oafion on ~y of our posff~o~a, pl¢a,c fool ~c~ to contact mc or ~ohn Martin at (661)
~28.

,qineerely,

John C. Yeaidoy
General Manager
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