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Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, we need to
think in a comprehensive way about water in
California. The controversial California Water
Fix, formerly known as the Bay Delta Con-
servation Plan (BDCP), is an outdated and de-
structive plumbing system. It does not create
any new water nor does it provide the water
and the ecological protection that the Golden
State must have. California and the federal
government must set aside this big, expen-
sive, destructive plumbing plan and imme-
diately move forward with a comprehensive
approach that includes:

1) Conservation,

2) Recycling,

3) The creation of new storage systems,

4) Fix the Delta—right sized conveyance,
levee improvements, and habitat restoration,

5) Science driven process,

6) Protection of existing water rights.

This combination of projects constitutes a
comprehensive water plan for the state.

Through a comprehensive plan that brings
all stakeholders to the table, California can
solve its water needs, and it can avoid the
continuous water wars that have long divided
our state. Unfortunately, California is once
again embroiled in a bitter water war brought
about by the California Water Fix (BDCP), the
most recent attempt to fix California’s water
supply. After more than five years of study
and over $200,000,000 spent on consultants,
the process has become bogged down and
turned into another battle pitting north vs.
south, water exporters vs. environmentalists,
and senior water right holders vs. new
comers. A classic California water brawl is in
full bloom.

The governor’s water plan for California is to
take water out of the Sacramento River just
south of Sacramento and put it into two tun-
nels each 40 miles long, 40 feet in diameter
and with a potential capacity of moving 15,000
cubic feet per second (cfs). While the current
proposal is set up to move 9000 cfs, the twin
tunnels have a much larger capacity therefore
setting the system up for future expansion.
Pumping would also continue directly from the
southern Delta at the Tracy pumps. The sys-
tem will be able to deliver up to 5.3 million
acre feet of water to the pumps in Tracy and
then on to the San Joaquin Valley farmers and
Los Angeles.

So what is wrong with the Water Fix
(BDCP)? It is not a water plan for California.
It does not create one gallon of new water. It
does not solve the long term needs of the
state. With a minimum estimated construction
and operating cost over 50 years of $24.5 bil-
lion, it is an extraordinarily expensive plumbing
system dressed up with a coating of habitat
restoration. The plan simply takes water from
one region and delivers it to another while
tearing up acres of prime agricultural farm
land in the process. All of this while stoking
the fire of divisiveness over water that has
plagued our state for years.

A quick look at the water flow in the Sac-
ramento River over the last two decades
shows that approximately six months out of
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the year there is somewhere between 15 and
20 thousand cubic feet per second (cfs) of
water flowing in the Sacramento River. This
proposal has the potential to suck the river dry
and destroy the largest delta estuary on the
west coast of the Western Hemisphere. Crit-
ical habitat for dozens of fish species like
salmon, striped bass, and sturgeon would be
threatened. These fish and the water they live
in are crucial for jobs, agriculture and fishing
businesses, and the region’s economy.

We should never build a water system that
has such destructive potential. It is never safe
to assume that ecological concerns will trump
greed and thirst. We should keep in mind that
in 2012 the U.S. House of Representatives
voted on H.R. 1837, the euphemistically titled
Sacramento-San Joaquin Valley Reliability
Act. The bill passed by a vote of 246 to 175
and swept away all environmental protections
for the Delta while stealing 800,000 acre feet
of water from the aquatic environment. Luckily,
the legislation was derailed in the U.S. Sen-
ate, but H.R. 1837 in one form or another is
likely to return in future legislative battles.

California must move beyond a patched
plumbing system. We need to think about
what California really needs, and what it
needs is a comprehensive water plan. Big
changes are coming that threaten our water
supply and our economy. A short list of these
challenges include: climate change and re-
lated weather events, population growth, world
food supplies, and earthquakes.

Climate change is real and its effect on Cali-
fornia will be significant. The Colorado River
Basin is in a prolonged drought, and likely to
be much drier in the future. Based on today’s
water flows, the water in the Colorado River is
oversubscribed by a third and projections indi-
cate less water in the future. This is a big, big
problem for the seven states that rely on the
river, and especially for Southern California.

The Sierra Nevada Mountains, the Central
Valley, and the coastal ranges will also be
drastically impacted by climate change. We
know that the timing of the precipitation is
going to change and the snow is already melt-
ing earlier. As a result, the snowpack is mov-
ing up the mountains and while it may be
deeper at the higher altitudes, the amount of
land it covers is greatly reduced. It's the lower
snowpack that has the greatest volumes of
water and if that continues to recede, we will
have less and less water. The 2009 “Cali-
fornia Water Plan,” published by the California
Department of Water Resources, estimates
that the snowpack will decrease 25-40 per-
cent by 2050. We must also anticipate more
severe storms and flooding. All of this means
the natural and man-made storage systems
will hold less water. Putting the denial of sci-
entific facts aside, California has to deal with
the reality of climate change and its water pol-
icy implications.

We know California’s population will con-
tinue to grow and therefore, the demand for
water will increase. We know the world will be
very hungry in the future, and we know that
the role of agriculture in California is going to
be exceedingly important. California agri-
culture not only fills our own desire for diverse
and nutritious foods, but it will also continue to
meet basic food needs for people around the
world and will continue to serve as an essen-
tial component of our nation’s economy.

We know the Delta is in serious trouble. The
fish species are threatened with extinction and
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a total collapse of the estuary ecosystem is
possible if the current water pumping program
continues. Rising sea levels and deferred
maintenance threaten the Delta levees which
protect nearly 500,000 people, thousands of
acres of valuable farm land, and miles of crit-
ical highways, gas and water transmission
lines, and water delivery channels. Major up-
grades are needed.

For these reasons, California must take off
its blinders and expand its scope when think-
ing about ways to manage its water supply. It
must be a holistic approach that is applied to
every project that will impact the water needs
of all Californians.

To achieve this comprehensive approach,
here are six specific actions to provide a foun-
dation for California’s water future. If California
does all of these, we will create new water
supplies and better use the resources we al-
ready have:

1) Conservation,

2) Recycling,

3) The creation of new storage systems,

4) Fix the Delta—right sized conveyance,
levee improvements, and habitat restoration,

5) Science driven process,

6) Protection of existing water rights

The quickest and cheapest source of new
water is to stretch our current supplies by con-
serving what we have. Californians have been
at this for years in our cities, in our industries,
on the farm, and in our homes. We have en-
gaged in serious water conservation, yet more
can and should be done everywhere.

There are many conservation strategies.
One conservation strategy is to use devices
that measure the moisture in the soil to pro-
vide real time monitoring of the exact amount
of water needed for ideal growing conditions.
These devices are connected to a computer
that automatically turns on just the right
amount of water. These systems are in use
and conserve at least ten percent with a finan-
cial payback in less than one year. If they
were deployed widely perhaps at least 1 per-
cent of the 30 million acre feet of water con-
sumed by agriculture could be saved each
year (300,000 acre feet).

All of us are going to do a lot more water
conservation, not just the agriculture commu-
nity. The water conservation mandate set by
the state is a 20 percent reduction per capita
by 2020 which equals 1,600,000 acre feet. In
a very real way conservation can create new
water that was not previously available for
use. To be on the conservative side, let us as-
sume that just one quarter of the State’s goal
could be obtained in the next decade, thereby
adding 400,000 acre feet of new water to our
supplies each year.

Can you name the fifth biggest river on the
west coast of the Western Hemisphere? It's
the water that flows out of the sanitation plants
in Southern California and is dumped into the
Pacific Ocean.

Why would any sane government take water
from the Sacramento River, pump it 500 miles
south, lift it 5,000 feet in the air, clean it, use
it once, clean it to a higher standard than the
day it arrives in Southern California, then
dump it in the ocean? California does just this
as it discharges over 3.5 million acre feet of
water to the ocean each year, much of which
could be reused.

We need to think seriously about recycling,
not just in Southern California, but every-
where. The State of California currently recy-
cles approximately 650,000 acre feet of water
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each year and has set a water recycling goal
of 1.5 million acre feet of new water in Cali-
fornia by 2020, and 2.5 million acre feet by
2030. While achievable, WateReuse California
estimates this goal cannot be achieved without
State regulatory changes to expand the types
of recycling available that rely on existing
technologies.

Another option is desalination of the ocean.
This is feasible and used extensively through-
out the world, however it is not a viable option
for all communities. It costs about 40 percent
more to desalinate sea water than to recycle
water using current technology. However,
technological advances are being pursued for
both recycling and desalination that could
lower the costs of both.

In the next ten years, conservation and re-
cycling in California can create approximately
2.2 million acre feet of new water to use each
year, and that can increase to 3.2 million acre
feet in twenty years. This is new water that is
not available today because it is wasted or
pumped out to sea. It can be developed at a
reasonable cost when compared to all other
alternatives that might be out there. Conserva-
tion and recycling are steps one and two in a
comprehensive water program for California.

Water storage south of the Delta is possible
and necessary. The capacity of the great
Delta pumps near Tracy is 15,000 cubic feet
per second. They are designed to meet max-
imum demand south of the Delta. They do not
operate year round, only when there is suffi-
cient water in the Delta, when threatened fish
are not near the pumps, and when there is ag-
ricultural and urban demand south of the
Tracy pumps. There is very limited water stor-
age capacity south of the Delta. We must
build more. San Luis and Los Vaqueros res-
ervoirs could be expanded. New dams could
be built at Los Banos Grandes, Temperance
Flats, and numerous smaller off stream sites
throughout the San Joaquin Valley. There are
extensive and numerous aquifers throughout
the San Joaquin Valley that may prove suit-
able to store additional water that would be
used in a conjunctive water management sys-
tem. With these water storage facilities in
place and a smaller cross Delta facility oper-
ating year round, the need for havoc causing,
excessive pumping in the Delta could be
avoided.

When coupled with recycling, the under-
ground aquifers in Southern California are an-
other key to our water future. The under-
ground aquifers of the Santa Ana River in Or-
ange County, the San Fernando Basin, Chino
Basin, San Bernardino, San Gabriel Basin,
and others have a combined capacity larger
than Shasta Reservoir, the largest man made
reservoir in the state. Today, some recycled
water is put into the underground water basins
to be stored for those inevitably dry years.
When needed, it is pumped out, used, cleaned
and returned to storage. On a larger scale this
recycling system could create as much as 2.5
million acre feet of new water, and thereby re-
duce the need for shifting Colorado River sup-
plies and imports from the Sacramento River.

Surface and underground storage should be
used in a conjunctive water management pro-
gram. Use the rivers when there is lots of
water and use the reservoirs when there is lit-
tle. Another way to describe this strategy is
“big gulp” and “little sips.” When there are low
flows in the Delta the system would take a lit-
tle sip. When there is excessive water in the
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Delta, the system would take a big gulp, but
there must be some place to put that water
when the big gulp is taken. Therefore, the sur-
face and sub-surface reservoirs south of the
Delta become an essential element in a Cali-
fornia water plan.

Water storage north of the Delta is also im-
portant, and three proposals are on the books
today. An off stream reservoir at Sites, located
west of Williams, has great promise for stor-
age and for creating greater flexibility in man-
aging the Sacramento River for salmon runs,
water demand, and Delta outflow. This res-
ervoir can deliver 500,000 acre feet of annual
yield and the additional flexibility that it offers
can under some scenarios save another
500,000 acre feet of water that would other-
wise be released into the river systems. Rais-
ing Shasta Dam is also possible, as is better
conjunctive management of the many aquifers
in the Sacramento Valley. State and federal
agencies have already commenced studies for
these projects. A quick completion of these
studies is essential.

The current plan for the California Water Fix
(BDCP) is a dual use facility with the main
focus on the twin tunnels with a capacity of
15,000 cubic feet per second, and the contin-
ued use of the Delta channels for moving
water from the Sacramento and San Joaquin
rivers to the Tracy pumps. This dual use sys-
tem adds another layer of risk to the eco-sys-
tem and agricultural economy of the Delta with
the potential for the massive tunnels to suck
the Delta dry from the north and from the
south with the thirsty pumps. In scale, the cost
and destructive potential of this project will
rival the Three Gorges Dam on the Yangtze
River in China. The twin tunnel proposal is a
large scale, destructive project that does not
create one gallon of new water for a thirsty
California.

The location of the intakes for the twin tun-
nels is in the heart of the rich farm lands of
the northern Delta, near the small community
of Courtland. Thousands of acres of valuable
farmland essential to California agriculture pro-
duction will be destroyed during construction
of the project, and, following completion, a
vast industrial zone of pumping stations, fish
screens, reservoirs, and electrical stations will
impede on one of California’s great agricultural
regions. Along the forty mile route of the twin
tunnels the construction process will produce
a total of 22 million cubic yards of tunnel
muck. This combination of soil and condi-
tioning agents will have to be stored and man-
aged and the latest draft of the plan calls for
storage areas along the tunnel ranging in size
from 100 to 570 acres. The amount of muck
extracted would be enough to cover 100 foot-
ball fields to a height of roughly 100 feet, and
in the end will destroy close to 1600 acres of
farm land while disrupting domestic and agri-
cultural water wells.

Go forward carefully; start small; use
science to evaluate each step; then proceed
to the next step. Remember the Delta is a
unique and precious environmental asset. We
must take care of it. A narrowly focused
plumbing system like the California Water Fix/
BDCP will not achieve progress in creating a
water supply sufficient for California’s future.
We must pursue a holistic, comprehensive ap-
proach that will achieve a bigger bang for our
buck.

First, reduce demand on the Delta with
steps one, two and three: water conservation,
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recycling, and strategic use of storage facili-
ties. Use the “Big Gulp, Little Sip” pumping
strategy. Move forward with the flood plain
and fresh and saltwater marsh habitat im-
provements. Repair and improve the key Delta
levees. Evaluate the effect on the Delta as
these projects come on line.

Then, and only if necessary, proceed with a
conveyance system that is much smaller and
with a reduced capacity to destroy.

A much smaller facility with a capacity of no
more than 3,000 cubic feet per second could
be built to deliver water from the Sacramento
River to the Tracy pumps. With the normal
minimum flows in the Sacramento River above
15,000 cfs, a small 3,000 cfs facility could op-
erate at least 300 days in most years, deliv-
ering approximately two million acre feet of
water south to the pumps at Tracy where it
would be pumped south to the new and ex-
panded storage facilities.

There are several alternative ways to build
this smaller system. One alternative is found
with a careful look at the Delta map which re-
veals that two thirds of this Delta friendly sys-
tem is already built. Two miles from the State
Capital is the Port of Sacramento and the
shipping channel that ends 25 miles south
near Rio Vista. From there it is thirteen miles
to existing channels and the Tracy pumps.
The Federal Government already owns the
land along the river where an intake and fish
screen could be built, allowing 3000 cfs of
Sacramento River water to enter the channel
and flow south to a shipping lock at the south-
ern end of the channel. Then, pumps could
deliver the water into a short 12-mile pipe be-
neath the Sacramento and San Joaquin Riv-
ers and into the existing Delta channels that
lead to the Tracy Pumps. The threatened
Delta fish could be protected by sealing the
channel from the Delta. Such a smaller facility
is less costly than two 40-foot diameter, 40-
mile long tunnels that devastate large swaths
of the Delta and put the entire Delta at risk.

It is correct that this smaller facility like the
twin tunnels is insufficient to quench the thirst
of the Southern water contractors. This is
where the southern reservoirs and the ‘“Little
Sip, Big Gulp” strategy comes into play. In
normal water years there is sufficient water in
the Delta to allow the pumps to take a big
gulp of two million acre feet of water. This
amount together with the two million acre feet
delivered through the 3,000 cfs facility and the
new water developed from conservation and
recycling efforts could add up to six million
acre feet. This plan would create far more new
water than will ever be available with the cur-
rent California Water Fix (BDCP) plan, which
in its current state creates nothing new, except
new destruction.

This small 3,000 cfs proposal and the cur-
rent twin tunnel proposal envision the contin-
ued use of the existing Delta levee system as
water conveyance channels for the delivery of
water to the big pumps at Tracy. However, the
California Water Fix (BDCP) has neither a
plan nor funding for the maintenance of the
levees that are crucial for their proposed water
conveyance system. The Delta levees must be
upgraded and maintained if water is to be
transported through the Delta and if the Delta
agriculture, infrastructure, ecology and people
are to be protected.

No sane homeowner would go fifty years
without maintaining their plumbing system. For
more than fifty years, the Bureau of Reclama-
tion and the California Department of Water
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Resources have used the Delta levees as a
plumbing system to deliver water from the
Sacramento River to the Tracy pumps. Yet,
they have spent virtually no money maintain-
ing these critical levees, the failure of which
could shut down water deliveries for an ex-
tended period of time. The Federal and State
agencies have relied upon the local reclama-
tion agencies to do the repairs, literally giving
the exporters a free ride. When a levee does
give way and an island is flooded, it is the
local agency and Federal and State govern-
ments that foot the bill to repair the levees,
often at a much greater cost than would have
been necessary with basic maintenance.

Legislation is necessary to require that the
Federal and State water contractors, who
have for years and will continue for even more
years depended upon the Delta levees for the
delivery of water to their fields and cities, pay
a part of the levee maintenance cost.

The California Water Fix (BDCP) envisions
restoring flood plains and the salt and fresh-
water marsh habitat of the Delta in an effort to
restore the fisheries. However, a series of
questions are raised: where to do it, how
much to do, what type, at what cost and who
is to pay for the restoration? Those who have
created the ecological problem should pay for
the restoration of the problem. All this will re-
quire careful attention to science, and a care-
ful balance between competing goals. Current
science indicates that no amount of habitat
restoration can compensate for the damage
done to fish from excessive water exports.

The California Water Fix (BDCP) and any
other proposal must be based and driven by
quality science that measures and informs de-
cisions. California and federal law require that
the Delta aquatic and terrestrial ecosystems
be protected. We must do so, not just be-
cause the laws demand it, but because our
status as human beings on this planet de-
mands that we pay attention and protect pre-
cious and rare ecosystems. Also, healthy eco-
systems provide a valuable asset to our com-
munities because healthy ecosystems help to
ensure we have healthy water. If we let the
ecosystems fall by the wayside, our water will
get dirtier making it increasingly difficult and
costly to clean it up enough to use. For all of
these reasons, we must let science govern.

The California Water Fix (BDCP) anticipates
50-year permits from state and federal agen-
cies to allow incidental takes of endangered
fish species. Once granted, the water export-
ers will have assurances that the project can
take covered species and pump Delta water
despite changes in the environment. To date,
the California Water Fix (BDCP) has not built
in flexibility to address the inevitable changes
that will occur and the damage that could be
done if the plan does not account for climate
change.

We must also use science to understand
our river basins in the age of climate change.
Dams on California Rivers serve multiple pur-
poses of water storage, flood protection, elec-
tric power generation, recreation, and environ-
mental river flows. Current dam operations on
California Rivers place flood protection as the
first priority followed by water storage. The de-
cisions to release water to create greater flood
storage are based on the average river flows
compiled from the last 60 years. Climate
change and resulting river flow change is cer-
tain and one can only imagine how rare it will
be for the historic average to actually occur.
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We have the technology today to better un-
derstand what is happening, in real time, in
every river basin in this state. Satellites and
unmanned aircraft using infrared and ground
sensing radar, together with terrestrial stations
collecting soil conditions, snow temperature
and moisture content coupled with telemetry
will soon be deployed in the American River
basin. Collecting this data and using it in real
time to predict river flows allows for better op-
eration of the dams so that additional flood
storage capacity could be available by low-
ering the reservoir ahead of the storm or
keeping water in the reservoir if a major storm
is heading for a different river basin or if it is
a cold snow storm. Using the best science can
simultaneously deliver increased flood protec-
tion and greater water storage.

Soon after gold was discovered in Cali-
fornia, the miners discovered that water could
be used to separate gold from gravel and
soon after, the right to the water flowing in the
rivers became as valuable as the gold. Today,
water is California’s gold. The classic water
war in California is usually about one group at-
tempting to take another group’s water. It is
reasonable to view the current twin tunnels
conflict in this way: southern exporters taking
water belonging to northern water right holders
and water necessary for the aquatic river envi-
ronment. Any water plan that ignores the prior
and existing water rights is destined to be em-
broiled in a vicious and contracted water war.
If a project is to be built, then existing rights
must be honored.

California must develop a comprehensive
water program. The current California Water
Fix (BDCP) is an outdated and destructive
plumbing system. It does not create any new
water. It does not provide the water and the
ecological protection the Golden State must
have. California and the federal government
must set aside the big, expensive, destructive
plumbing plan and immediately move forward
with a comprehensive program that includes:

1) Conservation,

2) Recycling,

3) The creation of new storage systems,

4) Fix the Delta—right sized conveyance,
levee improvements, and habitat restoration,

5) Science driven process,

6) Protection of existing water rights

California is once again embroiled in a
water war. The California Water Fix’BDCP is
not a comprehensive plan; it is a plumbing
system that seeks to extract water from one
part of the state and deliver it to another part.
If history is any indication, water wars are ex-
pensive and fruitless. Only by embracing a
comprehensive plan that creates new water
for the entire state can we avoid gridlock and
a water war. This paper presents a plan that
emphasizes using the best available science
and a portfolio of water projects to create a
positive solution to the water challenge facing
California. It's time to move forward and en-
sure a reliable water supply for the entire
state.

[From sacbee.com]
WATER SOLUTION FOR CALIFORNIA: ‘LITTLE
SIP, BIG GULP’
(By John Garamendi)

Don’t be fooled. The dreaded twin tunnels
through the heart of the Sacramento-San
Joaquin Delta did not die. The governor’s
new ‘‘California Water Fix’’ plan is the same
destructive twin tunnel $17 billion boon-
doggle, just without the fig leaf cover of
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habitat restoration. Not one gallon of new
water supply is created for our thirsty state.

California water needs can be met with a
comprehensive program that over the next 10
years can create more than 5 million acre-
feet of new water at a cost no greater than
the twin tunnels. Here are the keys to our
water future:

1. Conservation
2. Recycling/desalinization

3. Creation of new surface and aquifer stor-
age

4. Science-driven process

5. Fixing the Delta—right-sized convey-
ance, levee improvements and habitat res-
toration

Go forward -carefully; start small; use
science to evaluate each step; then proceed
to the next step. The Delta is a unique and
precious environmental asset.

First, reduce demand on the Delta with
water conservation, recycling and desaliniza-
tion, and strategic use of surface and aquifer
storage. Move forward with habitat improve-
ments for the floodplain and fresh and salt-
water marshes. Repair and improve the key
Delta levees. Evaluate the effect on the
Delta as these projects come online. Then,
and only if necessary, proceed with a convey-
ance system that is much smaller and with a
reduced capacity to destroy.

A much smaller facility with a capacity of
no more than 3,000 cubic feet per second
could be built to deliver water from the Sac-
ramento River to the Tracy pumps. With the
normal minimum flows in the Sacramento
River above 15,000 cubic feet per second, a
3,000-cfs facility could operate at least 300
days in most years, delivering about 2 mil-
lion acre feet of water to the pumps at Tracy
and on south to new and expanded storage fa-
cilities.

Half of this Delta-friendly system is al-
ready built. Two miles from the state Cap-
itol is the Port of Sacramento. A fish screen
could be built at the existing opening on the
Sacramento River, allowing 3,000 cubic feet
per second of Sacramento River water to
enter the deep water channel and flow 25
miles south to a shipping lock at the south-
ern end of the channel. Then, pumps could
deliver the water into a 12-mile pipe beneath
the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers and
into a new aqueduct alongside the Old River
channel that leads to the Tracy pumps.

An alternative route could take the water
out at the southern end of the shipping chan-
nel, delivering it into an aqueduct around
the town of Rio Vista, across the Sac-
ramento River at Sherman Island and
through Contra Costa County to the Tracy
pumps. This route would intersect six vital
San Francisco Bay aqueducts, thus creating
a safety system for 8 million Bay residents.

The ‘“Little Sip, Big Gulp” strategy com-
pletes the program to meet California’s fu-
ture water needs.

In normal water years, there is sufficient
water in the Delta to allow the pumps to
take a ‘‘big gulp’” of 2 million acre-feet of
water. This amount together with the 2 mil-
lion acre-feet delivered through the 3,000-cfs
facility would meet the annual water de-
mand south of the Delta.

The new water developed from surface and
underground storage, conservation, and recy-
cling and desalinization efforts could add up
to 5 million acre-feet, and together with an
eco-friendly Delta solution would be enough
to serve the future needs of a thriving Cali-
fornia.
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CONGRATULATING ARAPAHOE/
DOUGLAS WORKS! (ADW)

HON. MIKE COFFMAN

OF COLORADO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 24, 2015

Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
congratulate Arapahoe/Douglas Works!
(ADW). ADW was selected as the NAWB
2015 WIB Excellence Award Winner and was
recognized during the 2015 NAWB Forum in
Washington, D.C.

The WIB Excellence Award honors work-
force investment boards that have dem-
onstrated an ongoing ability to develop com-
prehensive workforce solutions and innova-
tions for its community by creating proactive
program initiatives, engaging businesses, di-
versifying funding, and ensuring accountability.
Not only did ADW fulfill and exceed its Work-
force Investment Act responsibilities, but it has
continuously demonstrated its dedication and
leadership in promoting workforce develop-
ment strategies.

By developing partnerships and initiatives
that serve the entire community, ADW has
proven to be a critical resource to south-
eastern Colorado. | am proud to hold my an-
nual Relevant Job Skills Seminar in conjunc-
tion with ADW to better prepare those looking
for jobs.

Mr. Speaker, Arapahoe/Douglas Works! is a
testament to how public service can help build
a community and | am honored to represent
them in Congress.

MARY LOIS NEVINS
HON. JUDY CHU

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 24, 2015

Ms. JUDY CHU of California. Mr. Speaker,
| rise today to celebrate the life and work of
my close friend, Mary Lois Nevins, who
passed away on May 25, 2015.

A resident of Pasadena for over seventy
years, Mary Lois embodied civic engagement
as she was an active supporter of the Alta-
dena-Pasadena Young Democrats, the Cali-
fornia Democratic Council, the League of
Women Voters, the Franklin Delano Roosevelt
Club, and the National Women’s Political Cau-
cus of Greater Pasadena. She walked the pre-
cincts, knocked on doors to engage voters,
and volunteered her time to monitor polling
stations on Election Day. In fact, she was
gearing up for the 2016 elections during her
last weeks.

| met Mary Lois when | won a seat on the
California Board of Equalization, which was
previously held by her husband, Richard Nev-
ins. From that time, she was my most enthusi-
astic supporter in Pasadena, and | owe so
much of my connection to the Pasadena com-
munity to her. After | came to the House of
Representatives and redistricting placed Pasa-
dena in my district, Mary was the first one to
express her excitement and support.

But my longstanding friendship with Mary
Lois is just an example of the passion and
positive change she brought to Pasadena.
After raising three sons with Richard, she went
back to school to earn her teaching creden-
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tials, and spent the next twenty years teaching
at-risk youth at the center now known as Hill-
sides. But she didn’t stop there. She founded
the Tutor-Friend Volunteer program, which
brings together the young residents of Hill-
sides with high school and college students in
Pasadena. This unique program allows stu-
dents to build close-knit communities as they
help each other reach their highest potential.
That was Mary Lois’ strength since she saw
the best in everyone she met. The students at
Hillsides, many in the foster care system, were
no exception. She was determined that they
receive every opportunity regardless of their
background, and her legacy with the Hillsides
program will never be forgotten.

After she retired from Hillsides in 1986,
Mary Lois remained active in Pasadena. She
was devoted to the Mothers Club Family
Learning Center, and served as the President
of the Board from 1988 to 1992. She pro-
moted the revolutionary concept of two-gen-
eration learning, which focuses on educating
both the child and his or her caregiver. She
believed that educating a child during the first
years of life is critical to a healthy future, but
it is just as important to educate the child’s
caregiver. Thanks to her dedication, the Moth-
er's Club is now a nationally recognized model
for two-generation family learning.

Mary Lois is truly a shining example of ac-
tivism. She firmly believed that everyone
should be engaged in their government, edu-
cated about the issues affecting them and
their community, and that ordinary citizens
putting their minds together could make a dif-
ference. We are thankful for her many years
of service, and will continue to honor her leg-
acy and commitment to her community.

———

HONORING MR. FRANK KOGUT

HON. THEODORE E. DEUTCH

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 24, 2015

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
honor of Mr. Frank Kogut, a 100-year-old vet-
eran of World War I, who served in the Army
from 1941 to 1946.

As the Representative of a district home to
veterans of every major conflict since World
War Il, | know very well the sacrifices that our
veterans, military men and women, and their
families have made for our country. | speak for
our district and the Nation when | sincerely
thank Mr. Kogut for his service to our country.
Mr. Kogut, who held the rank of First Lieuten-
ant, captured a German Admiral and fought in
the 746th Tank Battalion on D-Day.

Mr. Kogut's courage and resolve reflect the
dedication of a generation of men and women
who served during one of history’s darkest pe-
riods. His patriotism is truly admirable and ex-
hibits a level of dedication and self-sacrifice
worthy of recognition. It is with great pleasure
and gratitude that | honor Frank Kogut.
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RECOGNIZING SANDI ADAMS-
SLESCH

HON. MICHAEL G. FITZPATRICK

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 24, 2015

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
in recognition of Sandi Adams-Slesch’s 30
years of committed service to the people of
Tullytown Borough.

Tullytown lays on the southern edge of
Lower Bucks County along the Delaware
River, between Falls and Bristol Townships,
and includes part of historic Levittown—the
embodiment of the American dream for fami-
lies who returned home after World War |II.
Levittown—and Tullytown—has an important
place in our local history, and one that is only
strengthened by the individuals that live and
work there.

For three decades, Sandi has attended to
the needs of her neighbors and community
through her service as Police Secretary of
Tullytown Borough. Her thoughtful and dedi-
cated work has earned the praise of her peers
and added to the success of her hometown.

The continued efforts of involved individuals,
like Sandi, make my District of Bucks County,
Pennsylvania, a special one to represent.

| thank Sandi for dutifully executing her role
as Police Secretary for the last 30 years and
wish her all the best in her next 30.

———

REMEMBERING THE LIFE OF MR.
PATRICK J. CARANO

HON. TIM RYAN

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 24, 2015

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to honor and celebrate the life of Patrick J.
Carano, who passed away peacefully on June
5, 2015. Mr. Carano was highly regarded for
his commitment to social justice, his edu-
cational determination, his devotion to his
work, and most of all his unconditional love for
family and friends. As a member of the Sum-
mit County community, Mr. Carano attended
St. Martha’s Catholic Grade School and North
High School prior to graduating from Akron
University. As a devoted public servant, Mr.
Carano worked vigilantly for Summit County
and the Summit County Port Authority until ul-
timately retiring in 2011 as the head of eco-
nomic development for the City of Tallmadge,
Ohio.

Mr. Carano was an esteemed member of
our community. In his early years, he created
the St. Martha’s Social Committee. He later
served on the board of the Akron Catholic
Commission and dedicated his time to working
with the non-profit Genneserat, Inc. He was a
man who championed his fellow workers and
fought for better wages and fairer contracts for
union members. Mr. Carano understood the
importance of being politically involved and
proved himself to be a leader within his party.
He participated in numerous campaigns for
Democratic candidates, organized the Summit
County Progressive Democrats, and reinvigo-
rated the Tallmadge Democratic Club.

Patrick Carano aimed to make his commu-
nity a better place to call home, and he un-
doubtedly succeeded. Patrick is survived by
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