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 SAN LUIS & DELTA-MENDOTA WATER 
AUTHORITY’S OPPOSITION TO 
VARIOUS PETITIONERS’ REQUESTS 
FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO SUBMIT 
PROTESTANTS’ EXHIBITS AND 
WRITTEN SUMMARIES OF 
TESTIMONY FOR PART 1B OF THE 
CALIFORNIA WATERFIX CHANGE 
PETITION 

 

The San Luis & Delta-Mendota Water Authority opposes the several requests by protestants to 

extend the date to file and serve documents in support of their in chief for Part 1B.  For the reasons 

explained in the opposition filed by petitioner Department of Water Resources, the requested 

extension is unwarranted.  In the alternative, if the Hearing Officers grant an extension, then the San 

Luis & Delta-Mendota Water Authority requests that you ensure there will be sufficient time between 
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the new deadline and commencement of Part 1B to allow you, State Water Board staff, the petitioners, 

and other interested parties adequate time to review that material before Part 1B testimony begins.   

Under the current schedule, Part 1B case in chief materials must be filed 50 days before Part 

1B begins on October 20.  In contrast, the several proposals for extension leave very little, if any, time 

between submittal of written testimony and exhibits and the start of Part 1B testimony.  Hence, in 

addition to seeking additional time to prepare their cases, protestants seek a schedule that would 

severely hamper the ability of other parties to review protestants’ evidence before cross examination 

begins.  While certainly to protestants’ tactical advantage, that schedule would be grossly unfair.   

Most of the protestants requesting an extension ask that the September 1 deadline be extended 

until 30 days after conclusion of testimony in Part 1A.  None say when they expect that would be, or 

compare that date to the currently scheduled October 20 start of Part 1B.  Part 1A is scheduled to 

conclude on September 30, 2016.  If Part 1A continues into any of the currently scheduled hearing 

dates from September 22 to September 30, which seems highly likely, then the current October 20 

date for start of Part 1B must be extended as well, since under the extension protestants will not 

submit their written materials in support of their Part 1B case in chief until after October 20.  Thus, 

although none claim to be asking for an extension of the start of Part 1B testimony, that is the likely 

effect of their proposal.   

Two of the protestant groups propose an extension to dates certain that fall before October 20.  

Ms. Daly, with North Delta CARES, proposes a new deadline of 45 days from September 1, i.e., to 

October 15.  The Sacramento Valley Water Users propose a new deadline of October 3, 2016.  While 

these parties at least propose to submit their material before October 20, neither proposes to extend the 

October 20 date for the start of Part 1B.  They instead propose that the parties supporting the petition 

be allowed at most only 17 days to review Part 1B case in chief material before testimony begins.  As 

a comparison, protestants have had the petitioners’ Part 1A case in chief materials since May 31, and 

hence were allowed 56 days to review that material before Part 1A testimony began.   

Extending the September 1 deadline for submitting case in chief materials will necessitate an 

extension of commencement of testimony for Part 1B, to allow adequate time for review.  Protestants 

will likely file a considerable volume of material for Part 1B.  If the cross examination in Part 1A is 








