OCTOBER 14, 2004

TO:  JIM ABERCROMBIE, GENERAL MANAGER
AMADOR WATER AGENCY
12800 RIDGE ROAD
SUTTER CREEK, CA 95685

7 RE MY COMMENTS TO E.LLP.S. REVISED SECTION 4:1 (WATER
RESOURCES) PORTION OF THE FINAL E.LR. FOR THE AMADOR
“WATER AGENCY’S PROPOSED-PIPELINE PROJEQT, 0w vt

" THE AGENCY HAS NOT CONSIDERED OTHER ALTERNATIVES TO THE

" PROJECT THAT WOULD KEEP WATER FLOWING IN THE VARIOUS EFFECTED
STREAMS, HISTORICALLY KEPT FLOWING FROM LEAKS FROM THE CANAL
DURING THE CRITICAL SUMMER MONTHS.

VI‘ WOULD LIKE TO PRESENT AN ADDITIONAL ALTERNATIVE TO THE
CURRENT PROJECT PROPOSED BY THE AGENCY. THIS ALTERNATIVE
WOULD SOLV’E ALL THE MAJOR ENVIRONMENTAL PROBLEMS WHICH
WOULD BE CAUSED BY THE AGENCY’S PROJECT.

1. ABANDON THE PROPOSAL TO DEWATER THE AMADOR CANAL,

WHICH COULD, IF ADOPTED BY THE AGENCY, REMOVE THEMAJOR ..

" UNMITIGATABLE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS WHICH WOULD
RESULT FROM THE AGENCY’S PROPOSED PROJECT.

2. DEDICATE 7 C.F.S.TO THE CANAL FOR EXISTING CUSTOMERS, PLUS
PROVIDE ADEQUATE WATER FLOWS IN THE VARIOUS TRIBUTARIES TO
JACKSON CREEK DURING THE SUMMER MONTHS, EQUAL TO HISTORICAL
LEVELS. THE BALANCE OF THE 7 C.F.S. NOT CONSUMED BY ABOVE USES
WOULD FLOW TO TANNER FOR TREATMENT AND DISTRIBUTION TO

' AGENCY CUSTOMERS.













