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I filed ag) [say whether it is a Petition or Applicaiion] in [year filed] 1o [appropriaie water or
change my waier right permitflicense] for storage in [say if you have an onstream or offstream
siorage reservair).

+ The proposed policy will directly impact the farming interests of my fanﬁly.’businéés. ;

» Implementation of the Policy will result in further delays in water right processing because the
majority of applicants and petitioners will need to seek a variance due to the stringent bypass and
diversion rate limitations in the Policy. The variance criteyia are not clearly defined in the Policy;
therefore, we believe that processing of numerous variance requests will exacerbate the already
pack-logged workload of the Staie Watgr Beard staff, and further delay approval of our pending

- action(s). ; -

s [ have cmp::ram;:d with State Water Board staff in the procossing of my water right
[Application/Petition) but bave been pending for more than ____ years.

» The Policy does not provide a balance to the competing needs for water as it fails to weigh the
many benefits derived from the agricultural, domestic and incustrial uses of water,

e [ am concerned that the severe and costly compliance measures imposed on my project will
result in drastically reduced water yields and possitly loss of my productive {armland. Thereis -
oo indication in the Policy that the fishery resources would actually bepefit from my
implementstion of such measures, '

o The State Water Board should congentrate on fixing the water #ight process. Appiic_:ants deserve
clear and effective guidance as 1o how to obtain a water right permit. The Drait Policy should be
rejected and replaced with one that balances economic interests and environmental provection.
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