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February 22, 2018

VIA SWRCB SERVICE LISTMr. James Mizell

Department of Water Resources

Office of Chief Counsel

1416 Ninth Street, Room 1104

Sacramento, California 95814

Re: California WaterFix Hearing - Preparation for DWR Panel 2 Cross-

Examination

Dear Mr. Mizell:

In a number of filings in this hearing, the Department of Water Resources (DWR) has

emphasized its witnesses' availability for cross-examination to clarify their testimony and

answer questions about any uncertainties in their technical analyses.1 In this vein, on

behalf of the Cities of Folsom and Roseville, Sacramento Suburban Water District and San

Juan Water District, I respectfully request that DWR's Panel 2 witness Erik Reyes review,

and familiarize himself, with the attached results from the CWF H3+ modeling that DWR

has produced for Part 2 of this hearing. I will represent that these results were extracted

from the electronic files that DWR has produced as Exhibit DWR- 1077 in this hearing. We

appreciate your cooperation in this matter.

Kind regards,

J c—' FSft.
Ryan S. Bezerra

RSB:tmo

1 (See January 30, 2018 Consolidated Opposition To City of Antioch's Motion to Continue;
Motion for Continuance of Phase 2 and Reconsideration of Reopening of Part 1; and Joinders Thereto

Filed by LAND Et Al., San Joaquin County Et Al., California Sportfishing Protection Alliance Et Al.,

Friends of the River Et Al., Contra Costa County Et Al. and Sacramento Regional County Sanitation

District, p. 4:25-5:1; April 12, 2017 Motion for Protective Order Based On North Delta Water

Agency's Notice Requesting Witnesses And Production Of Documents, p. 4:3-7; April 19, 2017 letter

response to Sacramento Valley Group's Request for Hydrologic Modeling Supporting Petitioners'

Rebuttal Modeling; July 17, 2017 Opposition to Sacramento Valley Water Users' Request to Keep

Open Part 1 of the hearing and Ms. Des Jardins' Procedural Objection to Additional Information on

the Project Description, p. 5:22-25.)
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Case-in-Chief – No Action v. CWF H3+ Alternative
End-of-Month Folsom Reservoir Storage

May 1923 – May 1924



Case-in-Chief – No Action v. CWF H3+ Alternative
End-of-Month Folsom Reservoir Storage

May 1932 – May 1933



Case-in-Chief – No Action v. CWF H3+ Alternative
End-of-Month Folsom Reservoir Storage

May 1961 – May 1962



Case-in-Chief – No Action v. CWF H3+ Alternative
End-of-Month Folsom Reservoir Storage

May 1981 – May 1982



Case-in-Chief – No Action v. CWF H3+ Alternative
End-of-Month Folsom Reservoir Storage

May 1994 – May 1995



Case-in-Chief – No Action v. CWF H3+ Alternative
End-of-Month Folsom Reservoir Storage

May 2001 – May 2002
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