
Good morning. Chris Shutes with the California Sportfishing Protection Alliance.  In 
2014 and 2015, my colleagues at CSPA and I came before this board with a series of 
legal and factual arguments and recommendations about managing drought.  We 
were ignored.  We sued.  Eventually, we settled with the Board, hoping that the Board 
in the next critically dry year would at least provide minimal public trust analyses and 
seriously consider using its public trust and reasonable use authorities to limit 
deliveries to CVP and SWP settlement contractors.  We focused on settlement 
contractors for the simple reason that they were the entities getting almost all the 
available CVP and SWP water.

In 2021, CSPA and allied groups felt like Sherman had set the wayback machine for 
2015.  CSPA began its 2021 advocacy in March.  But, as in 2015, this Board last year 
delayed a decision till June, and then sacrificed fish and other public trust resources 
in the Sacramento River and the Delta to Settlement Contractor deliveries.  In May 
2021, CSPA produced an alternative Sacramento River Temperature Management 
Plan on how to save fish in 2021 and how to save water for 2022.  The Board did 
neither.  Once again, CSPA and allies sued, and that case will now play out in court.  
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So here we are today in 2022 with very little water to manage. 
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Runoff has crashed.  The ground, once again, is very dry.
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There is time to act.  But the Board must act decisively now.  It has one chance.  The 

outcome will not be perfect.  The Board cannot get it right if it delays or hedges so 

that it can deliver as much water as possible.  That ship sailed last year.  The Board 

needs to drastically reduce deliveries to Settlement Contractors in 2022. 

And in terms of information, Reclamation needs to make its deliveries publicly 

available as soon as possible.
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One of the few things the Board got right in Order 2022-0095 was the 
acknowledgment that it waited too long to act. It must confront how to allocate 
deliveries in April and early May 2022  when the draft TMP is due April 1 and the final 
TMP is due May 1 or possibly later. In April 2021, Reclamation released an average of 
5900 cfs from Shasta. In May, an average of 8900 cfs. [NB: actually, just above 8000]
That can’t happen again. CSPA recommends the minimum in April, but the actual may 
be augmented by pulse flows to move salmon out of the system. Salmon will not be 
helped, however, by releasing water and then diverting it to Settlement Contractors. 
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• When preparing this presentation, I did not have Reclamation’s projections for 
March of its flow releases at 90% exceedance, let alone 99% exceedance. 
Reclamation’s February 90% exceedance Sacramento River flows show far too 
much spring and summer 2022 releases from Shasta.  I can only assume that the 
reason for this is an assumption of far too much water delivery to Sacramento 
River Settlement Contractors.



The point of this slide is not whether Reclamation’s projections are accurate.  Rather, 
it is that it shows what Reclamation thinks would be acceptable in terms of Shasta 
storage.  These figures are about what they were in 2021, perhaps worse.  In 2021, 
almost all the winter-run salmon died.  In 2021, Reclamation delivered too much 
water to Settlement Contractors.  In 2021, Reclamation allowed Settlement 
Contractors to transfer 200,000 acre-feet of water in the fall.  In 2021, Reclamation 
therefore left almost no carryover storage for 2022.
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By letting Reclamation and DWR call the shots in 2021, the Board has left itself almost no 
knobs to turn.  The certain thing the Board certainly can and must do is limit releases from 
Shasta and limit deliveries to Settlement Contractors.  
CSPA views the job Reclamation has done in managing the lower Sacramento River as so bad 
that Reclamation now needs direct regulatory oversight.  
Thank you. 




