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1222 Preservation Park Way, Suite 200, Oakland, California 94612 · (510) 208-4555 · www.envirolaw.org
Nathaniel Kane, Executive Director · nkane@envirolaw.org 

July 17, 2022 

Via E-mail  

Jim Stilwell, Chairman, and Members of the Farmers Water District Board of Directors 
4460 W. Shaw Ave. #219 
Fresno, CA 93720 
jim@bakerfarming.com 

Re:  Provisional Comments on Proposed Approval of Revised Farmers Water 
District GSP 

Dear Mr. Stilwell and the Board of Directors of Farmers Water District: 

 On behalf of California Sportfishing Protection Alliance (CSPA) we provide the 
following comments opposing approval by the Farmers Water District (“Farmers” or 
“GSA”) of the revised Farmers Water District Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the 
Farmers portion of the Delta-Mendota Subbasin (“Revised GSP”).  

Sometime between July 14 and July 15, 2022, an agenda for a special meeting of 
the Farmers Water District noticing adoption of a resolution approving an amended GSP 
was posted for public view. The meeting is scheduled for July 18, 2022 at 9:30 a.m.1 The 
agenda makes reference to an amended Farmers Water District Groundwater 
Sustainability Plan, which Farmers will consider at this meeting. To CSPA’s knowledge, 
as of the date of this letter, no copy of the amended plan is provided on the Farmers Water 
District website,2 and no link is provided in the agenda to any online source of the plan. 

As a result, members of the public do not have any effective opportunity to 
provide comment on the Revised GSP, and the hearing on July 18 does not provide the 
public an opportunity to exhaust any “administrative remedies” that may exist. At the 
outset, SGMA has no statutory exhaustion requirement, and CSPA’s submission of this 
comment letter should not be construed as an acknowledgement by CSPA that an 
administrative remedy exists under SGMA. As the courts have held, “[I]f the Legislature 
has not provided an administrative remedy, or the administrative remedy is not effective, 
the exhaustion requirement is not applicable.” (Cal. Correctional Peace Officers Assn. v. 

 

1 The agenda is available at https://57e1cf4b-7c1b-46d6-af74-fbc3bd30a327.filesusr.com/ugd

/638e4a_71ed244dd90d46e18f64dc7145f3d69e.docx?dn=FWD%20Agenda%20Special%20071822.docx 

(accessed July 15, 2022). 

2 https://www.farmerswd.com 
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State Personnel Bd. (1995) 10 Cal.4th 1133, 1151.) In instances where “no forum or 
administrative remedy is afforded for the issues raised, recourse to the local 
administrative agency is not required before initiation of court action.” (Park ’N Fly of 
San Francisco, Inc. v. City of South San Francisco (1987) 188 Cal.App.3d 1201, 1209.) 
“[W]hen an administrative remedy is provided by statute, relief must be sought from the 
administrative body and this remedy exhausted before the courts will act.” (Abelleira v. 
Dist. Court of Appeal (1941) 17 Cal.2d 280, 292, emphasis added.) Moreover, the 
statutory remedy must be an “effective” one for the exhaustion requirement to apply: an 
administrative remedy is required to be exhausted “in those instances where the 
administrative body is required to actually accept, evaluate and resolve disputes or 
complaints.” (City of Coachella v. Riverside County Airport Land Use Com. (1989) 210 
Cal.App.3d 1277, 1287.)  

Even if exhaustion were required, however, the hearing on July 18 would not be 
an “effective” administrative remedy that would be required to be exhausted. It is 
indisputable that a member of the public cannot provide effective comment on agency 
action about which the public lacks knowledge. 

Of course, even if Farmers had posted the Revised GSP at the same time that the 
meeting agenda was made public, the public would still have had less than two business 
days to review what would likely be a document that is thousands of pages long, 
containing highly technical material. This, as well, would not have constituted an 
effective opportunity to participate in the administrative process. 

For these reasons, we urge that the GSA not approve the Revised GSP until 
members of the public have had adequate opportunity to see and review the plan. 

 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Nathaniel Kane 
Executive Director 
Environmental Law Foundation 
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