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This report has been prepared to assist the parties with pending settlement
negotiations in NRDC v. Rodgers and to develop a consensus-based
restoration plan for the San Joaquin River. While the authors have
attempted to offer as much information as possible, certain limitations must
be noted.

This report was assembled quickly under strict deadlines, and all the parties
would have preferred more time. Therefore, this report in no way should be
viewed as a final and complete restoration plan for the San Joaquin River.
Instead, it contains the information regarding certain restoration strategies
that could be developed in the time allowed. This report should be viewed as
a reconnaissance and planning level study, intended to facilitate the process
of identifying alternatives, actions, opportunities, constraints and
uncertainties affecting San Joaquin River restoration. Potential
implementation measures and areas of further study are identified in the
report, and it is understood that a final, long-term restoration plan must be
supported by the requisite level of scientific study and experimental actions.

This report is solely the work product of the authors, not the parties to NRDC
v. Rodgers. There should be no inference that the analysis and conclusions
contained in this report have been endorsed by any of the litigants.
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