




































































Economic Analysis

The League supports legislation to develop economic protocols and
guidelines to assist local government and the water boards in determining
reasonably achievable, cost effective and environmentally sound
regulations, as outlined in Porter-Cologne Sections 13000 and 13241.

Basin Plans

The League supports legislation allowing local agencies to participate in
funding basin plan updates.

Water Softeners

The Leagué""sﬁpport's the right for cities to enact ordinances '_thaft restrict
the use of water softeners.

Local Discharge Prohibitions

The League supports legislation that would enable cities to adopt

ordinances that limit or regulate industrial discharges into local sewers

and storm drains, based on limits in municipal discharge permits.
General Water Quality Guidelines

Protection and maintenance of objectives and standards to assure high
quality water throughout California is essential. Beneficial uses of surface
and groundwater should be protected from contamination, even when treatment
methods are available to meet drinking water standards.

Local, state and federal governments and the private sector should provide
for the safe management of hazardous materials, including mining leachates,
to avoid pollution and degradation of both surface water and groundwater.
Adequate research funding to determine appropriate public health standards
for water should be supported.

Additional research and education in the application and use of herbicides
and pesticides and alternatives to their usage as well as research to reduce
industrial and household hazardous wastes should be supported.

The importance of water quality of bays, estuaries, groundwater, and other




bodies of water important to municipalities, including the problem of salt
water intrusion, should be recognized.
V. AREAS OF ORIGIN (Water Supply Subcommittee)
Ultimate reasonable and beneficial water needs of all areas of origin should
be assured. State law should continue to provide that only water surplus to
the reasonable and beneficial needs of the areas of origin may be exported.
The League supports preserving the principle of protecting the water rights of
areas of origin.
Note: The Water Supply Subcommittee (of the larger Task Force) noted that the
ultimate reasonable and beneficial water needs of all areas of origin should
be assured. State law should continue to provide that only water that is
surplus to the reasonable and beneficial needs of the areas of origin may be
exported. The League believes that both the exporter and the importer must
engage in responsible and sustainable actions to promote water management.
The League encourages the use of best practices in water management.
Areas of origin protections should apply to all water sources, including
groundwater.
Reasonable and beneficial water needs of the areas of origin should include
instream needs or uses, including recreation and sediment flushing.
Areas of origin should be afforded financial assistance, such as the
Davis-Grunsky type bonds, in developing new water facilities..
Projects that export water from areas of origin should not increase the cost
of new local water development projects.

Those features of new projects that are required by state and/or federal
agencies to enhance area of origin recreation, fish, wildlife, and water
quality should be the financial responsibility of the state and/or federal
government.
New policies and programs should not undermine or alter the water rights of
the entities implementing the policies or programs.

VI. WATER STORAGE (Water Supply Subcommittee)
The League believes that California needs to develop additional water storage
and therefore believes that the construction and retention of economically
feasible and environmentally sound flood control, storage and multi-use
projects that will meet present and future needs should be supported.

The development of additional surface facilities and use of groundwater basins
to store surface water that is surplus to that needed to maintain State Water
Resource Control Board (SWRCB) Bay-Delta estuary water quality standards
should be supported.

The League encourages project developers to mitigate the negative impacts of
water storage projects on fishery and wildlife resources, adjacent lands,
water quality and recreation.
VII. CONVEYANCE SYSTEMS (Water Supply Subcommittee)
Statewide




Conveyance facilities including, but not limited to, the Sacramento River,
whether man-made or natural, should be constructed and/or operated to
minimize seepage and erosion problems and, where practicable, to restore or
maintain river functions and to protect previously existing riparian

habitats. They should be constructed to mitigate these problems and other
adverse impacts on adjacent lands.

The owner or purveyor of the water conveyance system should be responsible
for correcting adverse impacts, i.e., erosion, seepage and sediment problems
upon waterways, either anthropogenic or natural.

Environmentally-sound methods of erosion-control should be encouraged along
river banks to protect adjacent lands from flood or other erosive flows

provided any adverse impacts on fish and wildlife habitat are mitigated.

Local distribution systems should be interconnected with regional systems,
where feasible, to assist in maximizing the use of local ground and surface
waters during droughts and emergencies.

Solving the water quality, levee stability and fishery problems in the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta is a primary step in developing any plan to

meet the state's water needs.

The best use of currently defined Wild and Scenic Rivers as scenic and
recreational should be supported, while recognizing that future generations
may re-evaluate these concepts.

The League acknowledges that the use of the Sacramento River as a conveyance
system presents problems of erosion and seepage which must be addressed in
the operation of existing projects and the design of future projects.

Delta
Conveyance of water across the Delta should be through existing channels
wherever possible. Delta transfer system improvements should be constructed
and operated so as to minimize or, if possible, eliminate reverse flows in
the lower San Joaquin River.
It is an engineering fact that additional water storage will require
increased channel and pumping capacity in the Delta, transfer system.
Improvement of existing channels in the Delta, construction of Delta
facilities, and the development of water storage can and should effectively
conserve additional waters, improve water quality for both export and local
use, and increase the flexibility of the state and federal water projects.
This added flexibility could greatly decrease adverse impacts on fish and
wildlife resources.
Construction of Delta transfer facilities should not proceed until the
Department of Fish and Game and the Department of Water Resources have
entered into an agreement to implement measures to offset the State Water
Project's impacts on the Delta fisheries and other ecological concerns in




the Bay-Delta estuary, which are shown to be adversely affected by the
proposed transfer facilities.

Implementation of an integrated program of rehabilitation and maintenance of
Delta levees involving federal, state, local and user interests for the

purposes of protecting the islands, waterways and other features including,
but not limited to, highways, railways, water conduits, natural gas storage,
etc., should be supported. Costs and responsibilities should be fairly

allocated among beneficiaries of such a program.

Until an integrated Delta levee program is initiated, the Delta levee
maintenance program, (by former California Sen. Howard Way), California
Water Code Sections 12980-12991, should be funded and implemented.

Any Delta governance and/or water management structure should include local
government representation from the Delta region.

When assessing conveyance projects, the League encourages cities to consider
the guidelines outlined in other areas of this document.

Protection, as well as enhancement where practicable, of Delta water
quality, while providing adequate future supplies for all segments of the
state, should be required.

Standards balancing the protection of all beneficial uses of Bay-Delta

waters, including water flowing into or exported from the Delta, must be
adopted by the SWRCB and enforced to protect the environmental health of the
Bay-Delta system. Pollution from point and non-point sources into the Bay

and Delta shall be controlled as stringently as practicable.

Programs and facilities to assure safe drinking water for importing regions
dependent on the Delta should be supported.

Studies of the general and long-term health of the Bay-Delta system relative
to effects of Delta freshwater outflow; municipal, industrial, agricultural
and military point and non-point discharges; filling and dredging activities
should be supported.

The SWRCB should assure the continued monitoring for contaminants in the
Delta.




VIII. FLOOD MANAGEMENT (Water Use Subcommittee)
(Note: This section references Flood Management guidelines adopted by the
League in 2008.)

The League believes that our citizens have a reasonable expectation that their
federal, state and local governments will work to protect them from flooding.

The League believes that flood protection and management is a statewide issue,
involving flood infrastructure issues related to levees, urban/suburban/rural
creeks, streams and rivers, and alluvial fans.

The League believes that it is important to recognize that levee failures in

the Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta have water quality, water supply and
economic impacts that may have statewide effects beyond the local or regional
levee break situation.

Flood control issues requife cooperative planning, evaluation and solutions
that take utilize a regional and statewide perspective, such as the state
IRWMP process.

In assessing problems and proposing solutions, it is important to consider the
differences between infill development and new, greenfield development.

The public safety and health of California citizens and the economic health of
California communities and our state depend upon good flood protection. This
includes the potentially devastating impacts of floods on homes and
businesses.

The League supports efforts to improve communication, cooperation and better
coordinated planning between different government agencies involved in flood
management. The League believes that there must be a genuine partnership
between state and local agencies in addressing flood control issues.

The League believes cities must ask the right questions and have the means to
obtain accurate information prior to approving development in floodplains.
This involves educating elected officials and staff about whether their city

is located in a floodplain, the local flood control infrastructure, the




agencies that are responsible for providing flood protection, the status of
levees and other structures that provide flood protection, emergency response
and evacuation protocols, and how their city would be impacted by flooding.

The League believes that city officials should understand that a 100-year
flood zone does not mean a low, once-in-100-years risk of flooding. The
designation actually means that there is a 1 percent chance of flooding in any
given year. This translates to a 26 percent chance of flooding over the life
of a typical 30-year mortgage.

The League supports a 200-year flood standard for cities in the Sacramento-San
Joaquin and Central Valleys.

11. The League generally endorses the recommendations of the State’s Flood
Control Task Force, especially those recommendations involved in updating the
CEQA Checklist and General Plan Guidelines and building codes.

IX. GROUNDWATER: (Water Discharge Subgroup)

1. The SWRCB, through the regulatory process of its regional boards, should
ensure the highest possible quality and safety of groundwater by preventing
contamination from point and non-point sources, especially for usable water.

2. Local drilling, sealing and abandonment ordinances for water supply and
monitoring wells for the protection of groundwater and public health should be
supported.

3. The principle that local entities within groundwater basins (i.e., cities,
counties, special districts, and the regional water quality control boards)
working cooperatively should be responsible for and involved in developing and
implementing basin wide groundwater, basin management plans should be
supported. The plans should include, but not be limited to: a) protecting
groundwater quality; b) identifying means to correct groundwater overdraft; c)
implementing better irrigation techniques; d) increasing water reclamation and
reuse; and ¢) refining water conservation and other management practices.

An active state and federal role in cleaning up contaminated groundwater
basins shotld be supported.

State and federal involvement, if requested, in developing groundwater
management plans should include technical assistance for defining the
characteristics of groundwater resources.

Financial assistance from state and federal governments should be made
available to requesting local agencies to develop and implement their




groundwater management plans.
Planned, joint use of surface and groundwater and development of incentives
for such conjunctive use for increased efficiency should be encouraged. |
Early development of a cost-sharing formula among all beneficiaries to fund %
groundwater replenishment projects should be supported. :
The importation of additional supplemental water, consistent with Section VI
Conveyance Systems, as one means of eliminating groundwater overdraft in the
critically overdrafted basins should be supported.
X. FISH AND WILDLIFE
Protection, maintenance, and restoration of fish and wildlife habitat and
resources and their beneficial uses including recreational and commercial
uses, should be supported. Where feasible, enhancement of fish and wildlife
habitats should be provided.
Adequate flows to protect existing instream uses including fish migration,
spawning and rearing; to transport sediments; and to prevent riverbed
channelization should be supported.
Water projects shall mitigate for adverse impacts on fish and wildlife
resources. Mitigation measure shall be on-site, if feasible; otherwise, as
close as practicable to the area of adverse impact. Where practicable, such
projects should incorporate programs designed to eliminate unnecessary
barriers or impediments to fish migration, to stabilize areas of streambank
erosion, to increase spawning and rearing habitat for fish, and to maintain
riparian vegetation for cover and temperature control. ’

Protection and restoration of documented fish habitat should be supported.

XI. DRAINAGE (Water Discharge Subcommittee)
Agricultural Drainage
Finding long-term, economically feasible and environmentally sustainable
solutions to agricultural drainage problems is essential and in the public _
interest. Solutions must be safe and environmentally acceptable in order to
protect:
viability of agricultural lands;
rivers, estuaries and groundwater from potential degradation from
agricultural drainage; and '
Water quality for public consumption. Drainage of agricultural lands must
be part of current and future agricultural water project planning and
implementation.

Both state and federal funding should be provided to investigate: a) further
improvement in irrigation and drainage management 'practices and
conservation; b) evaporation ponds; c) deep-well injection; and d)
desalination and other treatment technologies. An equitable cost-sharing




formula for implementing solutions to existing and future drainage problems
shall include state and federal governments and irrigation project
beneficiaries.
Other (Run-Off)
Finding safe and environmentally acceptable solutions to problems caused by
run-off from non-point sources is essential and in the public interest.
Similarly, finding safe and environmentally acceptable solutions to other
drainage and run-off problems, such as those caused by mining, dairying and
forest practices, is essential and in the public interest.
Equitable cost sharing among appropriate public and private bodies for
implementing solutions to urban and other run-off problems should occur.
XII. RECREATION (Water Use Subcommittee)
Water development projects should minimize adverse impacts to existing
recreational uses, and provide new recreational opportunities where feasible.
The state and federal governments and the recreational users should bear the
recreational development costs of water projects.
Operation and maintenance costs of recreational facilities developed in
conjunction with water projects should be provided from on-site user fees and
other applicable sources. Other costs incurred as a result of these
recreational activities, such as law enforcement and emergency rescue, should
receive appropriate assistance from state and federal sources.

XIII. NEW TECHNOLOGY

Development of new technology in water use, reuse, desalination, detoxification
and so forth is encouraged. This should be primarily funded by the federal and
state governments. Public-private partnerships in this research also should be
encouraged. A high priority should be given to the protection of public health.
New technology should be evaluated based on sound science.

XIV. FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS

It is recognized that:
The development and operation of water supply, water conveyance, flood
control and stormwater management, water storage, and wastewater treatment
facilities is frequently beyond the capability of local areas to finance;
Since most facilities have widespread benefits, it has become traditional
for federal, state, and local governments to share their costs; and
It is necessary that such sharing be continued and that different
institutional arrangements, public-private partnerships, and user fees be
explored.

The requiring agency (whether it be state, federal, or otherwise) should pay

for the features of projects or programs that are required that agency.

The League supports legislation to provide funding for stormwater, water and




wastewater programs, including a constitutional amendment which would place
stormwater fees in the category of water and wastewater fees, for the purposes
of Proposition 218 compliance.

The League should be involved early in the drafting of future water bonds to
ensure funding for cities on water, stormwater and wastewater quality
projects.

APPENDIX A
State Water Resources Control Board Water Quality Improvement Initiative (2008)

Water Quality Improvement Initiative Item #1 (WQI 1):The League supports
applying the 10% rule “One Per Region Basis”

WQI 2: The League supports staggering the regional water board terms

WQI 3: The League has no recommendation on reducing the size of the regional
water board from nine members to seven, with the exception that at least one
person on the regional board should have local government experience.

WQI 4: The League supports delegating permitting authority to the regional
water board executive officer and that the executive officer should take his
or her direction from the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB).

WQI 5: The League is opposed to regional water board’s having full time
chairs.

WQI 6: The League is opposed to the creation of a statewide council of

full-time regional water board chairs. (Note: Water Discharge Subcommittee
members believe that it may be helpful to combine a number of regional boards
into larger regional boards to address areas that are similar (ex: Los Angeles

and Orange County). A large regional board could bring more consistency to
basin plan management. Any inconsistencies between the regional boards should
be addressed by the state Board.)

WQI 7: The League supports the implementation of biennial priority setting
based on the Strategic Plan, with six month updates by the regional water
boards.

WQI 8: The League is opposed to allowing the SWRCB to make the TMDL




environmental process subject to NEPA instead of CEQA.

WQI 9: The League supports requiring a TMDL to be affirmatively approved by
the State Water Board or upon petition.

WQI 10: The League supports requiring the regional water board to consider
costs of TMDL compliance.

WQI 11: The League supports authorizing the SWRCB to make changes to TMDLs,
rather than remanding these decisions back to the regional water boards (Note:
Subcommittee members believe that this policy should be tied into WQI#9).

WQI 12: The League has no position on confirmation of regional water board
conflict of interest rules with the Political Reform Act — (Note: the
Subcommittee asked for a legal opinion. The question is: what are the current
conflict of interest rules pursuant to AB 1234. Staff and members believe
that this provision is similar to what already exists for other state boards
[example: Waste Board].)

WQI 13: The League has no position on the establishment of civil penalties for
fraudulent information with regard to reporting by permitees.

WQI 14: The League is generally opposed to any removal of notice and hearing
requirements prior to the SWRCB referring a case to the State Attorney General
for additional action.

WQI 15: The League has no recommendation on additional authorization of
district and city attorneys to pursue civil violations (for cities over
750,000 in population).

WQI 16: The League believes the state should limit the number of mandatory
minimum penalties (MMP) to one violation, and the population limit to qualify
under the MMP law as a small, disadvantaged community for a single missing
report should move from 10,0000 to 50,000 (in accordance with federal law).




WQI 17: The League has no recommendation on early payment of MMP violations.

WQI 18: The League supports enhanced ability of the Regional Water Boards to
administratively enforce state Underground Storage Tank (UST) Requirements.

WQI 19: The League supports enhanced oversight of UST testers.

WQI 20: The League supports moving the SWRCB Enforcement Report deadline to
July 1.

WQI 21: The League supports the SWRCB developing and implementing performance
measures

WQI 22: The League supports improved data management systems for the SWRCB.

WQI 23: The League generally has no recommendation on the standardization of
NPDES permits and believes that this issue should be worked out with the
individual regional water boards.

WQI 24: The League generally has no recommendation regarding the update of
SWRCB Strategic Plan.

WQI 25: The League supports SWRCB conducted training of regional water boards,
provided the SWRCB both conducts the training and sets consistent standards
statewide.

APPENDIX B
GLOSSARY

Affordable: A word used increasingly to express concern whether recipients of
water will be able to meet the cost. Whether people view water as affordable
will depend on many factors.

Agricultural drainage: Usually refers to installed drains to permit removal of
water which accumulates within plant root zone. May be essential to maintain




favorable salt balance for plant growth. May contain selenium, salinity,
pesticides, herbicides, etc.
Area and County of Origin protections: Refers to legislative provisions for
protecting water rights of these areas.
Area of Origin Law: Applies to a watershed or area wherein water originates,
or an area immediately adjacent thereto which can be conveniently supplied with
water there from. Because this law was enacted as part of the Central Valley
Project Act, it applies to the Sacramento River watershed. The Burns- Porter Act
subsequently defined the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta to be part of the
watershed of the Sacramento River. Gives area of origin preferential rights
regarding operation of federal Central Valley Project and to contract for State
Water Project water and to certain rights to construct projects or make
diversions, provided use is reasonable and beneficial. (California Water Code
Sections 11128, 11460-11463).
County of Origin Law: Prohibits State Water Resources Control Board from
assignment of rights which will deprive a county in which the water originates
of such water necessary for the development of the county. (California Water
Code Section 10505).
Delta Protection Act: Establishes that an adequate supply of water in the
Delta is necessary to the peace, health, safety and welfare of the people of
the state, except that delivery of such water is subject to County of Origin
and Area of Origin laws. (California Water Code Sections 12200-12220).
California Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and Federal Wild and Scenic Rivers Act:
Establish certain rivers or sections of rivers are to be preserved in their
free-flowing condition. The California law (California Public Resources Code
Sections 5093.50-5093.65) allows domestic water diversion for residents of
counties through which the river flows, provided there is no adverse effect
upon the free-flowing character of the river. California law finds that the
free-flowing state of such rivers is a reasonable and beneficial use within
the meaning of the state constitution.

Atmospheric Deposition: The transfer of pollutants suspended in the air to the
earth's surface. Pollutants move directly from the atmosphere into water bodies
through precipitation, falling particles, or the absorption of gases into water.
They also may be deposited over land and transported to water bodies via runoff.
Atmospheric deposition is believed to be a significant source of various
pollutants to many water bodies.

Basin Plan: The Regional Water Quality Control Plan adopted by a regional water
quality control board for that board’s area of responsibility in California.

(See Cal. Water Code Section 13240). The basin plan establishes water quality
standards, uses and other criteria for surface and ground waters.

Best Management Practices (BMPs): Methods, measures, or practices designed and
selected to reduce or eliminate the discharge of pollutants to surface waters
from point and nonpoint source discharges, including urban runoff. BMPs include




structural and nonstructural controls, and operation and maintenance procedures,
which can be applied before, during, and/or after pollution producing
activities.

California Toxics Rule (CTR): A federal rule adopted by the U.S. EPA on May 19,
2000, which established numeric criteria for various priority pollutants for
California. The rule can be found at 65 Federal Register 31682-31719, and was
codified in the Code of Federal Regulations at 40 CFR 131.38.

Characteristics of groundwater resource: Include quality, quantity, rate of

renewal and yield.

Clean Water Act (CWA): A comprehensive water quality statute (33 USC 1241 et
seq.). The CWA was first adopted by Congress in 1972 and later amended in 1987
to apply to stormwater/urban runoff. The CWA was designed to restore and
maintain the chemical, physical, and biological integrity of the nation's waters

to support "the protection and propagation of fish, shellfish, and wildlife and
recreation in and on the water."”

Coliform: A group of related bacteria that are generally benign to humans. They
are natural and common inhabitants of the soil and ambient waters (e.g., lakes,
rivers, and estuaries), as well as the gastrointestinal tracts of animals.
Compensation: Full replacement for unavoidable fish and wildlife resource losses
in terms of habitat area and long term renewability of the quality and quantity

of such resources. In the interest of clarification, compensation does not mean
monetary payment as a substitute for replacement of resources losses.'

Conjunctive use of surface and groundwater: Planned joint use of surface and
groundwater. This usually involves maximizing use of surface water in wet years
(with minimum groundwater pumping) and using any surplus surface water to
recharge groundwater, and in dry years augmenting surface supplies by drawing on
the stored groundwater.

Conservation: Fish and wildlife resource loss prevention, mitigation and
compensation.' :
Conservation (of water): Means efficient use of water. Also means reducing water
losses, or eliminating waste; storing water for water use; preserving water
quality.
Contamination: An impairment of the quality of the waters of the state by waste
to a degree which creates a hazard to the public health through poisoning or
through the spread of disease. (California Water Code Section 13050) (See
“Pollution”).
Contamination sources:
Point discharge: Source is identifiable, as from a pipe or drain ditch.
Non-point discharge: Sources are more diffuse and not easily identified with
well defined outlets; includes runoff from agricultural or forested land,
general urban runoff, except where collected in identifiable drains.




Cross-Media Pollution: The contribution or “flux” of pollution from one
environmental medium to another. (For instance, the transfer of pollutants from

the atmosphere to water.)

Davis-Grunskv bond: This legislation established a bond fund to facilitate
financing of projects in counties with limited financial resources.

Demand/Need: "Demand" usually refers to a statement of water requirements which
may be projected on the basis of past water use practices. In contrast, "need"

is intended to refer to water that is truly needed to satisfy purpose if water

is efficiently utilized.

Delta: Refers to the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta. 700,000 acres of islands,
waterways, levees and lands into which the natural runoff flows from the
Sacramento, San Joaquin, Mokelumne and Consumnes river systems before either
being exported or entering the San Francisco Bay and, then, the Pacific Ocean.
Desalination: A process designed to treat brackish or sea water to make it

useful for potable or non-potable use.

Enhancement: Development or improvement of fish and wildlife resource values of
the area affected by a project beyond that which would occur without the

project.'

Enterococcus: A non-coliform bacteria group used as an indicator of the presence
of fecal material in drinking and recreational waters. USEPA believes that
enterococci have a better correlation with swimming-associated gastrointestinal
illness in both marine and fresh waters than coliform organisms, and "die off"
more slowly in saltwater.

Environmentally safe: Not a precise technical term, but used to mean actions
which have little or no adverse impact.

Economically sound/feasible: Not a precise technical term, but one that refers

to a balance of costs and benefits. Formerly emphasis was placed on calculating
benefit-cost ratios. Uncertainties and possible abuses in such calculations have
raised questions concerning usefulness of such calculations. Problems include
what types of benefits to involve as well as what costs to involve. Many,
including environmentally related benefits and costs, cannot be adequately
quantified.

Fish and wildlife issues: See Compensation, Conservation, Enhancement, Fish and
Wildlife resources, Instream uses, Loss prevention measures, Mitigation,
Preservation, Protection, and Restoration.

Fish and wildlife resources: Birds, mammals, fishes, amphibians, reptiles,
invertebrate animals, endangered, threatened or rate native plants, their

habitat area and all types of aquatic and land vegetation and other factors of

the environment upon which resources are dependent. (See Fish and Game Code
Section 45 for definition of fish).'

Flood irrigation: Used to describe what is more appropriately called basin and




border irrigation in which land prepared as basins or land bordered by small
levees is irrigated with relatively large streams of water.

Groundwater management: The process of controlling extraction of groundwater
and/or planned recharge to manage the supply and/or quantity of groundwater.
Objectives of groundwater management may include minimizing (or preventing)
adverse effects such as groundwater overdraft or quality degradation. (Also see
conjunctive use and water management practices).

Groundwater overdraft: Where, over a period of time, groundwater extraction
exceeds natural or artificial recharge.

Indicator Bacteria: Bacteria that are used to assess the microbiological quality
of water because, although not typically disease causing themselves, they may
indicate the presence of several waterborne disease-causing organisms. The
concentration of indicator bacteria is used as a measure of water safety for
body-contact and for consumption of water.

Instream uses: Include fish, wildlife, recreation, aesthetics, hydro-power
production, dilution of contamination, waste discharge, and sediment transport.
Local entities: Includes cities, counties, water districts, joint powers, etc.

Lass prevention measures: Designing and implementing measures to avoid
immediate and long term impacts to fish and wildlife resources.’

Maximum Extent Practicable (MEP): The vaguely defined standard set forth in the
CWA to be included in Municipal NPDES Permits to be complied with by municipal
dischargers in order to reduce the discharge of pollutants from their municipal
separate storm sewer systems. CWA Section 1342 (p)(3)(B)(iii) requires that
permits for discharges from municipal storm sewers "shall require controls to
reduce the discharge of pollutants to the maximum extent practicable, including
management practices, control techniques and systems, design and engineering
methods, and such other provisions as the Administrator or the State determines
appropriate for the control of such pollutants.”

Mitigation: Measures to lessen or reduce adverse effects on fish and wildlife
resources through use of structural and non-structural loss prevention measures

in project design and operations. (See CEQA Guidelines Section 15370)1 NEPA
regulations have a functionally similar definition. NEPA definition includes
restoration as a mitigation measure, however.

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES): The program for
issuing, modifying, revoking and reissuing, terminating, monitoring and
enforcing wastewater and stormwater discharge permits, and imposing and
enforcing pretreatment requirements, under CWA.

Non-Point Source Discharge: Pollution caused by rainfall or snowmelt moving
over and through the ground. As the water moves, it picks up and conveys
natural and human-made pollutants, depositing them into water bodies and
groundwater. Atmospheric deposition and hydromodification are also nonpoint
sources of pollution.




Numeric Limits: Numeric or numerically expressed narrative restrictions on the
quantity, discharge rate, concentration, or toxicity units of a pollutant or
pollutants that may be discharged from an NPDES permitted location or outfall.

Pathogens: Disease-causing bacteria, viruses, and protozoans that are
transmitted to people when they consume contaminated water.

Pollution: An alteration of the quality of the waters of the state by waste to a
degree which unreasonably affects: (1) such waters for beneficial uses, or (2)
facilities which serve such beneficial uses. Pollution may include
contamination. (California Water Code Section 13050: Please see
“Contamination”).

Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act (Porter-Cologne): The California
equivalent of the federal Clean Water Act. This legislation established that the
State Water Resources Control Board (State Water Board) has the ultimate
authority over state water rights, water quality policy, and the nine regional
water quality control boards (regional water boards) which oversee water quality
on a day-to-day basis in their geographic regions.

Preservation: Maintenance and protection of fish and wildlife resources at

levels that existed prior to the commencement of a (the current) project.
Preservation is achieved through mitigation for avoidable resource losses and/or
compensation for unavoidable resource losses and/or compensation for unavoidable
resource losses. The term "preservation" is synonymous with "conservation" as
used in the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act.1 Preservation does not
assume that restoration will occur, but it could.

Project beneficiaries: Those who gain value in some fashion from any of the
following: water supply, flood control, power generation, recreation, salinity
repulsion, wildlife.

Protection: Department of Fish and Game appears to use this term when referring
to legal enforcement by wardens. (See Preservation and Conservation).

Real water savings: Simply means there is an "actual” savings of water which
could be put to other use.

Reasonable and beneficial: Depends on facts and circumstances of each case. What
is a beneficial use at one time may, because of changed conditions, become a
waste of water at a later time. (Tulare Irrigation District v.
Lindsay-Strathmore Irrigation District). The courts have determined the law
requires an evaluation of the ascertainable facts in view of the increasing need
for water conservation within California.

Beneficial uses include: storing water underground if thereafter to be applied
to beneficial purposes; use of water for recreation and preservation and
enhancement of fish and wildlife resources.

Reclaimed Water: Wastewater that has been cleaned so that it can be used for
most purposes except drinking.




Recycled Water: Municipal and/or industrial wastewater that has been treated to
a sufficiently high level that it can be reused usually for non-potable purposes
such as irrigating landscape and refilling aquifers.

Restoration: Means to return to "original" conditions. (Selection or "original"

or base condition is often source of debate.)

Reverse flows: Where direction of flow in a channel is reversed, as in the case
of channels in South Delta which normally drain towards San Francisco Bay, but
where pumping for export may cause flow reversal, drawing more saline water
further into the Delta.

Sediment transport: Sediment of various particle sizes may be carried by moving
water. The size of particles transported by water increases as velocity rises.
Stormwater: Water that accumulates on land as a result of storms, and can
include runoff from urban areas such as roads and roofs.

Surplus water: When used as a technical term in water contracts, this is the
water that is available after entitlement water has been delivered. The amount

of surplus water varies from year to year, generally according to amounts of
runoff. Surplus water ordinarily is less expensive to the user than entitlement
water. Reference is also made to water which is surplus to reasonable and
beneficial uses of area of origin and Bay/Delta.

System expansion: Extension of existing infrastructure exclusively to serve new
customers in presently unserved areas and/or increase in water supply
exclusively for the same purpose.

Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL): A calculation of the maximum amount of a
pollutant that an impaired water body can receive and still meet applicable

water quality standards. A TMDL is to include allocations for the maximum load
a particular source of a pollutant may discharge to the subject water body.

TMDLs are required pursuant to Section 1313(d) of the CWA for water bodies that
have first been listed as being impaired for the particular pollutant or

pollutants at issue.

Triennial Review: A review of water quality standards in basin plans that is
required at least once every three years by Section 1313(c) (1) of the CWA and
periodically under Section 13240 of the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control
Act.

Ultimate: Imprecise meaning. Depends on time frame.

Usable groundwater: Refers to groundwater which can be pumped within the cost
and technical constraints appropriate to the situation.

Water banking: Not a precise term. Generally refers to storing presently surplus
water in groundwater basins or in surface storage facilities.

Water management practices: Relate to the varied objectives of irrigation,
municipal and industrial use. These objectives may not be compatible. In

general, management practices are developed to maximize economic returns and/or
to minimize (or prevent) adverse environmental impacts including water quality
degradation. Conservation of supply, reuse, treatment for use and waste




disposal, and the planned conjunction use of surface and groundwater are all
aspects of water management. (Also see Conjunctive use and Groundwater
management).

Water quality standards and objectives: The regional water quality boards set
"objectives" in their basin planning process which are equivalent to what EPA
calls "standards". The "standards" include numerical narrative criteria and
plans to implement these criteria.

Water reclamation: Usually refers to removing contaminants in water so that the
water can be discharged into a receiving water without creating problems for
fish, wildlife and other aspects of environment. Also, refers to water which has
been treated to remove contaminants as required to permit its reuse particularly
for irrigation of landscaped or agricultural areas.

Way Bill (Program): Delta Levee Maintenance Program. Declares the Sacramento-San
Joaquin Delta, characterized by islands and meandering waterways, as a unique
resource of major statewide significance. Reasons are stated. Declares the

system of levees is the key to preserving the physical characteristics of the

Delta. Finds there is an urgent need for a higher degree of levee maintenance

and rehabilitation throughout the Delta and 'that the state has an interest in

providing technical and financial assistance. Establishes that local agencies
maintaining non-project (private) levees shall be eligible for reimbursement

from the General Fund. Reimbursement shall be at 50% of cost. (California Water
Code Sections 12980-12991).

303(d) List of Impaired Waterbodies: The State is required to prepare a list of
water bodies that are polluted, under Section 303(d) of the CWA. Inclusion of a

water body on the 303(d) list generally leads to the development of a total
maximum daily load (TMDL) for the water body.

Prepared by Robert M. Hagan, Extension Water Specialist, Marcia Kreith, Program
Representative, University of California Cooperative Extension, July 1987 and
Ken Farfsing, City Manager, City of Signal Hill, October 2009.

Sources:

Some of the preceding definitions were derived from the following sources:

California Wetlands Information System Website: Porter-Cologne Act




Los Angeles MS4 Permit: Basin plan, best management practices, maximum extent
practicable, NPDES permit

RWA: Cross-media pollution

Southern California Coastal Waters Research Project (SCCWRP) Website:
Atmospheric deposition ,

State Water Board Website: Numeric Limits, Triennial Review,

U.S. EPA Website: California Toxics Rule, Clean Water Act, coliform,
enterococcus, TMDLs

U.S. Geological Service (USGS) Website: Indicator bacteria, pathogen

>From California Department of Fish and Game, Operations Manual, published 6/87,
per telephone conversation with Bob Tharratt, Environmental Services, DF/G.1
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Amador Water Agency Carmichael Water District
Citrus Heights Water District — City of Folsom — City of Roseville
City of Sacramento Department of Utilities
East Bay Municipal Utility District — Fair Oaks Water District
Orange Vale Water Company — Reclamation District No. 108
Sacramento County Department of Water Resources, Sacramento
County Water Agency — Sacramento Suburban Water District
San Joaquin County Public Works — San Juan, Water District
Stockton East Water District

November 19,:2009<F ¢ - %

Board of Diféctors: . ‘1
Association.of Cahforma Water Agenc1es

Sacrarﬁento CA" 95814 ‘

Dear Pre31dent Peterson and Members of the ACWA Board of D1rectors . 1

We the undersigned represent numerous long-standing members of the Association of California Water
Agencies. We are writing to express our extreme disappointment with the action taken by the ACWA
Board late in the evening on Sunday, November 1, 2009, to support the Delta legislative package.

During this Board meeting, there was a discussion that: (1) it was not clear what was included in the
legislative package that ACWA staff was recommending be approved, because the‘specific '
amendments that were to be included in the Delta legislative package were.not known; (2) many-.
ACWA memibers, mcludlng municipal and agricultural agencies in several ACWA regions, continued
to have significant concerns about the impacts of the legislation on upstream Wwater supplies and water
rlghts and many of them opposed the legislation; (3) the Delta legislative package was inconsistent
with ACWA'S Board___approved Delta principles;-and (4) supportlng the leglslatlon would Vlolate the
Board approve ohcy thiat ACWA does not take a position on legislation on which its members
d1sagree Desplte these serious issues, the ACWA Board voted 18-11 to support the Delta legislation.

We believe that ACWA's suppor’t decision significantly impaired the ab111ty of some of its members to
sécure the very’same amendments that were needed to protect our water supply reliability. - Some of
the ACWA member agencies that are signing this letter have decided to withhold payment of thexr
2010 ACWA dues and are evaluating whether to renew their ACWA membershlp




ACWA Board of Dlrectors '
November 19, 2009 '
Page 2

| We understand and appreciate the significance of this Delta package. We too wanted to be able to

support it, and many of us worked hard to obtain amendments that would have allowed us to support it.

We understand and respect that individual ACWA members may take different positions on
legislation. ACWA, however, cannot and must not take a position on legislation that benefits some

members and harms other members.

We would like to hear how you intend to address this problem in a meaningful manner, and what
actions you intend to take to ensure the interests of all ACWA member agencies will be represented in
a fair manner that does no harm to the legitimate rights of its individual members. We would
appreciate time at the next ACWA Board meeting to discuss this issue in an open forum. We look

forward to your response.

Sincerely, - "0

Steve Nugent, General Manager
Carmichael Water District

Charles T Rose Board Vlce Pres1dent
Crtrus Helghts Water Drstrlct

Kenneth Payne, Utilities Director
City of Folsom

City ofRosevrlle S S ™

g4

Marty Hanneman, Director © -
City of Sacramento Department of Utilities.

Dennis M. Dlemer, General Manager
East Bay Munlcrpal Utlllty Dlstrlct

Tbﬁi “G}ray, G‘e:nera;I: Mahager ,
Fair Oaks Water_ District ‘




ACWA Board of Difqétdrs .
Nove‘mbq 19,2009
Pa_ge 3

Sharon Wilcox,'- General Manager
Orange Vale Water Company

Frifz Dufst; Board President
Reclamation District 108

H E'."Nlederberger, I, D1V1§i6h Chief
Sacramento County Department of Water
Resources, Sacramento County Water Agency

. /5 /4 : J ’ S——
Robvert S.Roscoe; P:E., General Manager
Sacramento Suburban Water District

cc:.  Tim Q_‘uinn, Executive Director, ACWA

.R. mn; :D.ivrec or _
San Joaquin County Public Works .

Shauna “I;orance, Ge'ne"ral:‘Manager‘
San Juan Water District .

Kevm M Kaufﬁnan, GeneralManager
Stockton East Water District ©
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SAFE, CLEAN AND RELIA -'LE__ DRINKING
~ WATER SUPPLY ACT OF 2010

REGIONAL FUN DIN G :’.IN FORMATION
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Department of
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SAFE, CLEAN, AND RELIABLE DRINKING
WATER SUPPLY ACT OF 2010

REGIONAL FUNDING INFORMATION

NOVEAMBER 200

Drought Rel:ef» A,
$455 m||||on :

Wafershed Protection
$1 .785 billion

Delta Sustainabili ity .
' $2 25 billion

'_ ‘Water. Recycl'ng and
* . Water Conservalion
' $1.25 billion

, :Water Supply Rellubllny

Groundwater Protection $1.4 billion

and Water Quality
- $1 billion

$3.0 billion

Al of California would benefit from these funds. A portion of funding is dediéated to each primary
watershed throughout California, and all regions will be eligible to compete for additional funding to
help finance water management projects and programs with local, regional and statewide benefits.

The following is a list of available funding, by region.
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SAFE, CLEAN, AND RELIABLE DRINKING WATER SUPPLYACT OF 2010

REGIONAL FUNDING INFORMATION -

NOVEMEER 20 r?menf of \,X’o._er:ﬁe;ources

SUMMARY BY REGION ,
REGIONS DEFINED IN THE CALIFORNIA WATER PLAN 2009

North Coast Hydrologic Region (Del Norte, Humboldt, Trinity, Mendocino, and parts of Glenn, I.oke,
Marin, Modoc SlsleOU and Sonoma counties)

« Wil receive $315 million for Water-Supply: Rellablhty and other waler management programs
and projects in the North Coast region

e Ehglble for a share of $3.38:billion in other regional and statewnde funding.

San Franc:sco Bay Hydrologic Region (San Francisco, most.of Marin and San Mateo, and parts of
Alameda, Contra Costa, Napa, Santa Clara, Santa Cruz, Solano and Sonoma counties)

o Will receive $132 million for Water Supply Rehoblllty programs and prolects
s Eligible for a share of $2.25 billion for Delta Sustainability programs and projects
. Ehglble for a share of $6.38 billion in other regional and stotewude funding

Ceniral Coast Hydrologic Region (Monterey, Son Luis Obispo, Santa Barbara, most of Santa Cruz, ond
. parts: of Kern, San Benito, San Mateo, Santa Clara-and Ventura counties)

« Wil receive $58 million for Water Supply Rellabﬂlty programs and projects
"« “Eligible for a share of $6.38 billion in other regional and statewide fundmg

South Coast Hydrologic Region (Orange and parts of Los Angeles, Riverside; San Bernardino, San Diego
and Venlura counhes) _

* Will receive $856 million for Water Supply Rellablhty and other water manogement progroms
. and projects in the South Coast region - . } _
Ellglble for a share of $6.38 billion in other reglonal and stotew:de funding

Sacramento River Hydrologic Region {Butte, Colusa, Plumos Shcsta Suﬂer Tehama, Yolo, Yuba and porfs
of Alpine, Amador, El Dorado, Glenn, Lake, Lassen, Modoc, Napa, Nevada, Placer, Sacramento,
Sierra, Siskiyou and Solano counfies) -

» Will receive $136 million for Water Supply Relloblhty and other waler management programs
and projects in the Sacramento River region, plus a share of $44 million for Water Supply
Reliability designated for the Mountain Counties sub-region

» Eligible for a share of $2.25 billion for Delta Sustainability

SAFE, CLEAN, AND RELIABLE DRINKING WATER SUPPLY ACT OF 2010 (11/09) - 3




SAFE, CLEAN, AND RELIABLE DRINKING WATER SUPPLY ACT OF 2010

REGIONAL FUNDING INFORMATION o N

San Joaquin River Hydrologic Region (Calaveras, Madera, Mariposa, Merced, San Joaquin, Stanislaus,
Tuolumne and parts of Alameda, Alpine, Amador, Contra Costa, El Dorado Fresno, Sacramento and
-San Benito counhes)

*  Will receive $89 million for Water Supply Rehablhfy and other water management programs
and projects in the San Joaquin River region, plus a share of $44 million for Water Supply
- Reliability designated for the Mountain Counties sub-region

» Eligible for a share of $2.25 billion for Delta Sustainability
» Eligible for a share of $6.205 billion in other regional and staiewrde fundmg

. Tulare Lake Hydrolog:c Reg:on (ngs, Tulare a’nd parts of Kern, Fresno; -and San Benito counﬁes)

e Will receive $7O million for Water Supply Rellablhfy programs andprojects -
* Eligible for a share of $6.205 bllllon in oiher reglonal and sfaiewnde funding

. Tulare Lake Hydrolognc Region {Parts of Alpme, El. Dorado, Lassen, Modoc, Mono, Nevada, Placer and
Sierra counhes) _

« Wil receive a share of $51 million for Water Supply Rellabllliy programs and pr0|ects (shared
with South Lahontan region)

« Wil receive an additional $100 mlllion |n fundlng solely for North I.ahonian water management
programs and projects

o Ellgrble for a share of $3.205 bllllon in other regional and staiewnde funding

Tvlare lake Hydrologlc Region (Inyo and parts of Kern I.os Angeles, Mono and San Bernardmo counhes) ‘

« Wil receive a share of $51 million for Water Supply Rellablllty programs and projects (shared
“with North Lahontan region) : '

. E||g|b|e for a share of $3. 205 billion in other reglonal and statewide fundlng

" Tulare Lake Hydrologic Region (Imperial and parts‘of Rwersnde, San Bernardino and San Diego cOuniies)'

»  Will receive $147 million for Water Supply Rellablhty and other water management programs
and projects in the Colorado River region.

. Ehglble for a share of $6.13 billion in other reglonal and siatewnde fundmg
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SAFE, CLEAN, AND RELIABLE DRINKING WATER SUPPLY ACT OF 2010

REGIONAL FUNDING INFORMATION L N .
] NOVEMBER 2009 D rimentiof: Water Resources

SAN: ]OAOL_IIN- RIVER HYDROLOGIC REGION

Includes the following counties: Calaveras, Madera, Mariposa, Merced, San Joaquin, Stanislaus, Tuolumne
~and.parts of Alameda, Alpine, Amador, Contra Costa, El Dorado, Fresno, Sacramento and San Benito

Funding Summary for Reg ionb'

» $64 million for Water Supply Reliability programs and projects, plus a portion of $44 million for
~ the Mountain Counties sub-region - . v '

* $25 million in additional funding for specified San Joaquin River programs and projects

» Eligible for a share of $2.25 billion for Delta Sustainability _

* Eligible for a share of $6.205 billion in other regional and statewide funding for water

‘management programs and projects

Background Information

Drought Relief: The San Joaquin River region is eligible for a share of $327 million in statewide drought
funding for local and regional drought relief projects, and grants for small community wastewater
treatment projects and economically disadvantaged communities. '

" Water Supply Reliability: The regional allocation for the San Joaquin River region is $64 million plus |
a share of an additional Mountain Counties sub-region allocation of $44 million. The region is also
eligible for a share of an additional $350 million for local and regional conveyance projects.

Delta Sustainability: The San Joaquin River region is eligible for a share of $2.25 billion in funding for
projects, local grants and assistance, and scientific studies to protect and enhance Delta sustainability.

Conservation and Watershed Protection: The San Joaquin. River region is eligible for a share of the
following conservation and watershed protection- programs: o

+  $100 million for acquisition of water rights from willing sellers and conveyance of water fo
benefit migratory birds '

.= $170 million for restoration and profection of wetlands, plus an additional $25 million
specifically designated to San Joaquin River Conservancy

*  $20 million for Farmland Conservancy and Watershed Coordinator grant programs

*  $50 million for California River Parkway Act projects and Urban Streams restoration projects
e $75 million to Sierrg Nevada Conservancy

«  $30 million for grants to watershed education centers

*  $10 million to implement the California Waterfowl Habitat Program

*  $100 million for technical assistance and grants fo protect watersheds,'ref_orestation, vegetation
management projects and fuel treatment activities :

* $50 million to fund public infrastructure revolving Fund-miﬁgotion_progr-ams
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SAFE, CLEAN, AND RELIABLE DRINKING WATER SUPPLY ACT OF 2010

REGIONAL FUNDING INFORMATION — e e R

NOVEMBER 2000 Department of Wc*er Resources -

~ Statewide Water Sysfem Operahonal Improvements: The San Joaquin River region is eligible for a share
of $3 billion fo fund the public benefits associated with water storage prolects that i lmprove statewide
water system operations and prov:de Delta ecosystem benefits.

: Groundwater Profection and Water Qualny- The San Joaquin Rlver region is ellgnble for a share of $1
billion in funding, grants and loans for projects to prevent or reduce contamination. of groundwater that
serves as a source of drinking water.

Water Recycling and Water Conservation: The San Joaquin River regnon is eligible for a share of $1.25

billion in funding, grants and loans for water recycling, desalination, groundwater recharge urban ond .

ognculture water use efﬁcuency and conservation projects.

This is a preliminary estimate by the California  Department of Water Resources and may nof represent
exact availability of bond funding.
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SAN JOAQUIN RIVER

RESTORATIO

The San Joaquin River

Restoration Program (S/RRP) is a
comprehensive long-term effort to
restore flows to the San Joaquin
River from Friant Dam to the
confluence of the Merced .River
and restore a self-sustaining
Chinook salmon fishery in the
river while reducing or avoiding
adverse water supply impacts

from restoration flows.

Increased Water Releases and
River Conditions

The San Joaquin River from Friant
Dam to Gravelly Ford is a recreation
destination for many area residents,
and people who recreate in or along
the San Joaquin River should be
aware of the potential for periodic
higher flows throughout 2010. While
Interim Flows are small relative to
typical flood releases, more water will
be in the river channel than usual and
flows will be subject to change. As
with all in- and near-water recreation,
visitors should adopt appropriate
precautions for their safety and the
safety of others. For the most current
information on the Interim Flows and
real-time flow data, please visit
www.restoresjr.net.

* shallow groundwater conditions,

“conditions, channel capacity (high

%Nm»/emuber 2009

Water Releases from Friant Dam begin;
Final Environmental Assessment Available

On October 1, 2009, the San Joaquin River Restoration Program (SJRRP)
met one of its first major milestones. At approximately 6:00 p.m. on that
day, additional water releases from Friant Dam, called Interim Flows, began
as called for in the Stipulation of Settlement (Settlement) in NRDC et al.,

V. Kirk Rodgers, et al. reached in September 2006. These flows represent
significant progress towards meeting the schedule that was agreed upon in
the Settlement that ended 18 years of litigation.

The interim Flows are experimental ’
in nature and will provide
valuable information regarding
stream flow, water temperature,
fish needs, seepage losses,

recirculation, recapture and reuse

and low flows), and levee stability.
This information will be used in
designing the major improvements First Interim Flow releases on October 1, 2009
needed in the river and informing ‘
the fish agencies as they craft a salmon reintroduction plan. The Final
Environmental Assessment/ Initial Study for the Interim Flows was released
on September 25, 2009. To view the complete document, please go to
www.restoresfr.net/activities/iffindex.htm/.

Releases occurred in October and November, 2009, and will occur
throughout the month of February 2010. Interim Flow release amounts
after February 2010 have not been determined and will depend on
precipitation levels this winter. The releases will range from 350 cubic feet
per second (cfs) to 1,600 cfs, with a maximum flow of 1,300 cfs reaching
the Chowchilla Bifurcation Structure. The flows have been limited such that
no flooding or seepage impacts are expected to occur. If any such impacts
are observed, the flows will be reduced as necessary. Landowners can
email SJRRP staff at interimflows@restoresjr.net if they have any seepage
concerns or questions.

Reclamation anticipates that some of the flows will be recaptured and
recirculated back for agricultural use by Friant water users, although the
actual amount cannot be predicted at this time. The amount of water
available for recapture and recirculation will depend largely on the amount
lost to groundwater infiltration, potential reductions in flows to avoid seepage
impacts along the river, safe flow passage amounts past Sack Dam, and the
hydrologic and regulatory conditions in the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta
during the flows, among other things.




CDFG Bios Site Invasive
Riparian Plant Species Data

Red Sesbania at Sycamore Island

The California Department of

Fish & Game’s (CDFG) BIOS
(Biogeographic Information and
Observation System) web pages
containing information about the
focation of invasive riparian plant
species along the San Joaquin River
and adjacent sloughs and bypasses
will be available in November
2009. These GIS data layers and
corresponding metadata estimate
the otcurrence, distribution, and
extent of the most invasive riparian
plant species along the San Joaquin
River from Friant Dam to the
Merced River confluence, major
tributaries, as well as the Eastside
and Chowchilla Bypasses.

Field surveys sought to locate red
sesbania, giant reed or arundo,
salt cedar or tamarisk, Chinese
tallow, and perennial pepperweed.
Data were collected by the SIRRP
partner agencies including U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS),
DFG, the Department of Water
Resources, and Reclamation

with support of California State
University, Stanislaus botanists as
well as invasive species field crews
from Stockton FWS from June
through August 2008.

The datasets will be available for
public use and are especially useful
for SIRRP staff, as it helps them
with locating invasive riparian
plant species and planning SJRRP
projects accordingly. Look for the
data by the end of November on
the CDFG BIOS site, http://bios.
dfg.ca.gov.

In 2007, the SJRRP began p}reparation of the Program Environmental Impact
Statement/ Report (PEIS/R) in support of the National Environmental Policy

Act (NEPA) and California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). For the past 2
years, the Program has worked to evaluate the potential environmental effects

of implementing the Settlement as directed in the San Joaquin River Restoration
Act (Public Law 111-11.) This Program-level study provides broad direction for
a wide range of possible future restoration actions while allowing the opportunity

" for flexibility to respond to changing needs. In addition to a “first tier” analysis,

the document will also include more detailed “project-specific” analysis of actions
related to re-operating Friant Dam for the release of Interim and Restoration
flows.

The SJRRP anticipates that the Draft PEIS/R will be ayailable for public review
in January 2010. As part of the public review process, a series of meetings will
be held to gather comments on the document and provide additional information
about the Program. Agencies, stakeholders and the public will have 60 days
after the document’s release to provide comments, accepted in writing via U.S.
mail, by fax, and email as well as verbally at the public meetings.

Once the comment period closes, the comiments received will be reviewed,
compiled, and responded to. The responses to comments will be available in the
Final PEIS/R, expected to be available in the fall of 2010.

Please check www.restoresjr.net for the most current information on the status of
the Draft PEIS/R and related public meetings.

Reach 4B, Eastside Bypass and Mariposa Bypass
Low Flow Channel and Structural Improvements
Project Planning Under Way

Reclamation and the California Department of Water
Resources (DWR) held two public scoping meetings
on September 23 and 24 in Los Banos and Merced
to discuss and receive public input on the proposed
Reach 4B, Eastside Bypass and Mariposa Bypass
Low Flow Channel and Structural Improvements
Project. The public input received will support the
two agencies in preparing a joint Environmental
Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
(EIS/EIR) pursuant to NEPA and CEQA. The scoping
meetings were designed to solicit comments from Program engineer Dave Mne‘
stakeholders to assist in determining the scope of the ta,kg;_ with cgmmunity member};t the
EIS/EIR, including the alternatives to be addressed,  perced public scoping meeting
and to identify any significant environmental issues. '

The SJRRP team received constructive input on

major issues and alternatives to include in the Draft EIS/EIR.

The structural improvements for this project include the construction, operation,
and maintenance of a low flow channel in Reach 4B of the San Joaquin River

and in the Eastside and Mariposa Bypasses to ensure conveyance of at least

475 cubic feet per second (cfs), and improvements to facilities in the Eastside

and Mariposa Bypasses to provide for fish passage. More information about the
Project is available on the SJRRP website, at www.restoresjr.net.

This Project is one of the site-specific projects referenced in Paragraph 11 of
the Settlement needed to modify the San Joaguin River in preparation of full
Restoration Flows scheduled to begin in 2014.

>




Technical Feedback Work Group Meetings Update

correction éssessment and reverse
flows, and the status of the Draft
Program EIS/R

‘Restoratlon Goal Techmcal
s Feedback Group Meetings:

The Water Management Work Group
{WMWG) held Technical Feedback = .1
Group (TFG) meetings in September, © -
October and November; and the -~
Restoration Goal TFG held meetings ~
in September and November. The G
Fisheries Management Work Group
(FMWG) TFG meeting scheduled
for August was combined .with the -
September Restoration Goal TFG -
meeting. A summary of the discussion’
\tOpICS from the recent TFG meetings .-
" is outlined below. The complete ©
TFG meeting schedule, in addition

to agendas, meeting summaries,
and ‘meeting presentations; are all -

» September 22: Discussed |
monitoring analysis and '
. management activities,
conceptual models and :
assumptions, and draft monitoring
plans for Interim Flows beginning
5 in October.

~ » November 17: Discussed

:5" of water management act|V|t|es ; S . )
N "'Part IlI Guldelln s,‘and further modeling and analysis tools used

available on the Program website: for the Draft PEIS/R. _
_www restoresjr.net/group act/wtles/ o 'Ei_,_sheries Management Technical
index.html. T-and assoclated ... Feedback Group Meetings:

| -‘_schedule Coan el .The August 24 FMWG meeting was.

November 6: Dlscussed Interlm - -combined with the September 22
lows, Paragraph 16(a) recapture . Restoration Goal TFG. FMWG TFG
tivities; Par lidelines, . ... ‘meetings have shifted to a quarterly
fant Kern Canal ‘apaCIty L baSIS

Landowner and Field Activities Update
Reach 2B Landowner Meeting Field Activities
Hosted by Columbia Canal Company, " Bathymetric surveys of the river surveys sought to identify the
the SJRRP held a Reach 2B landowners channel below Mendota Pool presence of the lizard and habitat
meeting on September 24, attended to Sack Dam were completed conditions suitable to support
by approximately 15 landowners. It September 30 by DWR. The it in relation to the introduction
included a display of conceptual setback surveys, which utilize sophisticated  of Interim Flows on October 1.
levee alignments developed by DWR sonar to map the underwater No adult or juvenile blunt-nosed
for the Reach 2B area. Included in contours of a river channel, will leopard lizards were seen during
the presentation was a discussion of assist in evaluation of the river’s these surveys. Habitat conditions
two bypasses of the Mendota Pool: a - channel capacity. After collecting seen as ideally suited for the lizard
conceptual alignment identified in the additional data upstream of were not found in the bypass.
Settlement; and a near-Pool alignment Mendota Pool earlier this year, the
identified by area landowners. As the surveys were re-initiated in August.
environmenta! documentation continues to Status and progress of the surveys
be developed for the Mendota Pool Bypass were provided to landowners by
and Reach 2B Project, interaction and daily emails or by a toll-free number °
coordination with area landowners will maintained by Reclamation.
continue as well. Biological surveys for the blunt-

nosed leopard lizard were

completed in sections of the

Eastside Bypass in September.

Conducted by staff from California

State University Stanislaus, the

Left side photo: Mendota Dam

Right side photo: Blunt-nosed leopard lizard
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$JRRP Outreach
Contacts:

Margaret Gidding
Outreach Coordinator
916-978-5461

Craig Moyle
Landowner Coordinator
916-418-8248

Recorded SJRRP information
available on Reclamation’s
Grapevine at 800-742-9474;
select option 2 for a list of
projects, and select option 4
for the SIRRP activities and
updates.






