
 

If memory serves, the technical support for the CERP set of projects included modeling that in effect 

accounted for the hydrological inputs and outputs of the CSFFC Project/Restudy.  Skipping the not much 

argument anymore that the overall water budget undershot the water volumes/frequencies, the CERP 

projects had targets that were to end the water "lost to tide."  One big component, perhaps the biggest, 

was the capture and timely delivery of volumes (a million acre feet? or so) through ASR.  The back and 

forth earlier this week indicating perhaps the estimates of wells that were needed (330 or so) is 

seriously challenged in regard to practicality, dropping to 140 or so.    

This leads to the question...how much of the CERP water budget balancing is now no longer accounted 

for by projects?  If there is any relation between number of wells and the volume estimated to be 

handled, it looks like around 58 percent of the ASR target may not be realized.  Hmmm, will not that 

require CERP to be reopened for "reengineering?"  (Is "adaptive management" a term still in use?)  

After all, CERP wasn’t just to make things better as far as $8 billion would take us, it was supposed to fix 

the big problem.   

As was noted, if ASR is not going to do the job CERP indicated it would do, then replacements are 

needed in order to meeting the EIS conclusions regarding the improved environment.  (And the 

cautionary note in the EIS, that if the water supply demand part of the budget didn’t materialize, CERP 

was worse than the "do nothing" alternative.) 

I would contend that a version of Plan 6 just became imperative for the further continuance of CERP.  

In fact, the agencies must be challenged/compelled to rebalance the water budget of CERP in order to 

justify the further funding of projects.  There may be other ways to do this in their ditty bag of 

alternatives, but that bag has been looking somewhat flaccid.   
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