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Mt Phillip J. Pace

Chatrpaan of the Board

Meaopolitm Water District of Soythern Califormia

F.O. Box 54153

Los Angeles, CA 90054-0153
Dear Mr. Chairman

I &m writing to share with you my opposition (o e Cadiz Groundwater Storage and Dry-Year Supply
Program. 1 have been following the development of this projeet with great intorest, aod continue to have
questions aboul its economic and envirorementa) visbility a4 & water reso:ce for Southern California
retidents. Therefore, on behalf of the constituents of the 40th Congressional Distrier, | respectfully request
that you and the members of Mewopolitan Water District's (MWD's) Board of Directors oppote panicipation
in the Cadiz Program at (his time,

The Metropolitan Water District of Soathem Califomia and its Member Apencies are 1o be
commended for the efforts you have made w pursue :mmovadve solutions o meenng the demmnds of a
growing population. The proposal 10 utilixe the Cadiz groundwater a3 pant of the MWD system has generated
considerable local controversy, however,

] must respect the questions that many of my constituents are rusing sbout the Cadir project’s
pussble impac! ou desent wildlife and the neardy Mojave Naticoal Preserve. ] elgo believe that it is not in the
best interest of your Southera California customers (o become dependent on desert groundwamer,

Although the Intarior Department believes it can manage the groundwater usage, the U.S Ocological
Suvey has found that Cadiz has overstimated the racharge rate for the squifer by ax much as 25 times the
nstural rate. | am glso concemed that MWD, an agency angwerabls to waler consumars, has the responsibility
1 make judgmonts Aboul the suntainable recharge rate of Bat aquifer, The moaltoring plan appeany
extereive, but desect recharge rates must be based on yours of evidence that will not be availsble for a
desade. By the rime we flnd that the recharge is not adegquate, it may aiready be 100 late 16 prevent
imeversible damage. Bocause of these lingeriag grave concerny, I delieve thie project must be opposed.

Singgeely,

1]
Member of Congrest



