SAN GORGONIO PASS WATER AGENCY
1210 Beaumont Avenue, Beaumont, CA
Board of Directors Engineering Workshop
Agenda
January 8, 2018 at 1:30 p.m.

1. Call to Order, Flag Salute and Roll Call

2. Public Comment:

Members of the public may address the Board at this time concerning items relating to any
matter within the Agency’s jurisdiction. To comment on specific agenda items, please complete

a speaker’s request form and hand it to the board secretary.
3. Review of State Water Project Operations and Water Supply Situation* (p. 3)
4. Review of State Water Project Water Management Issues* (p. 23)
5. Update on Cal Water Fix
6. Discussion of Fiesta Recharge Project and Bids* (p. 26)

7. Announcements
A. Office closed Monday, January 15, 2018 in observance of Martin Luther King, Jr. Day
B. Regular Board Meeting, Tuesday, January 16, 2018 at 1:30 p.m.
C. Southern California Water Committee Quarterly Luncheon,
Friday, January 19, 2018 at 11:00 a.m.
Victoria Club
2521 Arroyo Drive, Riverside
D. Finance and Budget Workshop, January 22, 2018 at 1:30 p.m.

(o]

. Closed Session (3 Items)
A. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL ~ EXISTING LITIGATION
(Paragraph (1) of subdivision (d) of Government Code Section 54956.9
Name of case: San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency vs. Beaumont Basin Watermaster
Case No. RIC 1716346

B. CONFERENCE WITH REAL PROPERTY NEGOTIATORS

Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.8

Property: Potential transfer of State Water Project rights/supplies among

State Water Project Contractors

Agency negotiator: Jeff Davis, General Manager

Negotiating parties: Dudley Ridge Water District, Dale Melville, Manager-Engineer
Under negotiation: price and terms of payment

C. CONFERENCE WITH REAL PROPERTY NEGOTIATORS
Pursuant to Government Code section 54956.8

Property: Potential water rights/supplies offers from the City of Ventura
Agency negotiator: Jeff Davis, General Manager

Negotiating parties: Lynn Takaichi

Under negotiation: price and terms of payment

9. Adjournment

“Information included in Agenda Packet

(1) Materials related to an item on this Agenda submitted to the Board of Directors after distribution of the agenda packet are available for Public
inspection in the Agency's office at 1210 Beaumont Avenue, Beaumont during normal business hours. (2) Pursuant to Govemment Code section
54957.5, non-exempt public records that relate to open session agenda items and are distributed to a majority of the Board less than seventy-two (72)
hours prior o the meeting will be available for public inspection at the Agency's office, located at 1210 Beaumont Avenue, Beaumont, California 92223,
during regular business hours. When practical, these public records will also be made available on the Agency's Internet Web site, accessible at
htto:/www.sgpwa.com.” (3) Any person with a disability who requires accommodation in order to participate in this meeting should telephone the Agency
(951 845-2577) at least 48 hours prior to the meeting in order to mak 1/28 a disability-related modification or accommodation.



Major Reservoir Current Conditions Graphs http://cdec.water.ca.gov/resapp/ResDetail?resid=ORO

OROVILLE - STORAGE CONDITIONS AS OF JANUARY 03, 2018
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CA.gov | Help | Accessibility

Search

Managing & Protecting California’s Water Resources

The Department of Water Resources (DWR) is responsible for managing and protecting California’s water
resources. DWR works with other agencies to benefit the State’s people and to protect, restore and enhance the

natural and human environments.

Spotlight

Dry December Produces Below-Average Snowpack

Media gather at Phillips Station in the Sierra Nevada for January's snow survey. DWR/2018.
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rainfallin California was far above average in November. Then came December, one of the
state's driest months on record. It's not a surprise that the first snow survey of the season, on
January 3, revealed meager results: just 0.4 inches of snow water equivalent (SWE). The
average for early January readings at Phillips Station, in the Sierra Nevada, is 11.3 SWE inches.

Electronic readings show that the average statewide SWE is 2.6 inches, or just 24 percent of the
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California Department of Water Resources

January 3 average.

“As we're only a third of the way through California’s three wettest months, it's far too early to
draw any conclusions about what kind of season we'll have this year,” said DWR Director Grant

Davis.

California’s wettest months are December through February, so there’s still time for Mother
Nature to build her mountain “reservoir” and eventually provide the runoff California needs when

it melts.

For more information on January's snow survey, read our press release

Spotlight Archive | Recent News

http://www.water.ca.gov/

Tweets by @ca_pwr

CA - DWR Retweeted

speem Save Our Water

WAk
W @saveourwater

A dry December means CA has a
below-average snowpack. Rain or
shine, conservation is a way a life,
visit saveourwater.com for water-

Embed View on Twitter

Back to Top | Help | Contact Us | Document Viewers | Conditions of Use | Privacy Policy

Copyright © 2018 State of California
Last Modified: 08/25/2017
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Jeff Davis

L
From:
Sent:

To:
Subject:

- - A —

State Water Contractors <mtonetti=fionahuttonassoc.com@mail241.atl21.rsgsv.net> on
behalf of State Water Contractors <mtonetti@fionahuttonassoc.com>

Wednesday, January 3, 2018 11:48 AM

Jeff Davis

First Manual Snow Survey of Year Reveals Below-Average Water Content, Highlights
Need for Improved Water Capture System

Press Release

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: CONTACT:

January 3, 2018 Michael Tonetti
mtonetti@fionahuttonassoc.com
818-760-2121

First Manual Snow Survey of Year Reveals Below-Average Water Content,
Highlights Need for Improved Water Capture System

Dry Start to Water Year Underscores Volatility of California’s Climate

Sacramento, CA — The California Department of Water Resources today
conducted its first manual snow survey of the new water year at Phillips Station,
determining water content in the Sierra Nevada snowpack to be three percent

of average for this time of year. After California’s wettest year on record last
year, the 2017-2018 water year has been off to a considerably dry start, with
precipitation levels across the state lower than anticipated. State Water
Contractor members use DWR'’s monthly snow surveys to anticipate runoff

from the mountains during the spring snowmelt and better plan their yearly

operations.
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“This first survey reiterates California’s need for water infrast.ructure that can
keep up with our increasingly dynamic climate,” said Jennifer Pierre, general
manager of SWC. “A flexible water system will allow us to more effectively
capture water during wet years and in turn, better endure dry periods like we've

seen so far this winter.”

Hi#

The State Water Contractors is a statewide, non-profit association of 27 public agencies from Northern,
Central and Southern California that purchase water under contract from the California State Water
Project. Collectively the State Water Contractors deliver water to more than 25 million residents
throughout the state and more than 750,000 acres of agricultural land.

For more information on the State Water Contractors
please visit Wm@

You can update your preferences or unsubscribe from this list
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There’s almost no snow in the Sierra, but water officials aren’t panick...

SFGATE

https://www.sfgate.com/news/article/There-s-almost-no-snow-in-the-Sierra-but-water-12471125.php

There’s almost no snow in the Sierra, but water

officials aren’t panicking

By Peter Fimrite Updated 11:58 am, Wednesday, January 3, 2018

https://www.sfgate.com/news/article/ There-s-almost-no-snow-in-the-S...

IMAGE 1 OF 13

Frank Gehrke, chief of the California Cooperative Snow Surveys Program for the Department of Water
Resources, right, plunges the snow survey tube into the snow pack, as DWR's Wes McCandless looks
on. ... more

The giddiness California water resources officials felt last winter as storms
dropped record amounts of rain and snow has faded under a relentless
barrage of blue sky and sun, but this week’s promise of stormy weather is giving

them hope.

Snow surveyors measured only 3 inches of water in the Sierra snowpack

1of3

Wednesday, a dismal 2z percent of average farthistime of year.

The paltry measurements came as the California Department of Water Resources

10/28
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There’s almost no snow in the Sierra, but water officials aren’t panick... https://www.sfgate.com/news/article/ There-s-almost-no-snow-in-the-S...

conducted its first of five monthly snow surveys, which sample snow in hundreds of
places across the Sierra in an attempt to measure the state’s frozen water supply and

predict how much will end up in reservoirs.

The central Sierra, including the Lake Tahoe region, stands at 29 percent of average,
better than the rest of the state. The northern portion of the Sierra is at 21 percent of
normal and the south is at 20 percent of the historical average for this time,

according to the surveys.

i “We're still very early in
the wettest part of the

winter — December,

January and February —
when California

n,” said Doug Carlson, a

> @ 00:02 0058 CE) < »* d Northern California,
Carlson said, “we hope that we see something akin to normal rainfall this winter.

However, we don’t know what’s going to come this way.”

RELATED STORIES Carlson acknowledged that
things aren’t off to a good start.
Bulk of storm to
make landfall in
Bay Area in time
| for afternoon statewide.
commute

Last month was the fourth-

driest December on record

But the situation is far from dire.

California’s reservoirs filled up

and were spilling over after the
storms last winter and spring. The amount of water in the 154 reservoirs that the

state keeps track of stands at 109 percent of average for this time of year.

Shasta Dam, the largest reservoir in the state, is at 70 percent of capacity, which is

113 percent of average for this time of year. The 602-foot dam, on the upper

11/28
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There’s almost no snow in the Sierra, but water officials aren’t panick... https://www.sfgate.com/news/article/There-s-almost-no-snow-in-the-S...

Sacramento River northwest of Redding, holds back 4.5 million acre-feet of water.

An acre-foot is enough to cover one acre in a foot of water.

Oroville Dam, however, is only at 35 percent of capacity, which is 56 percent of
average for this time of year. Shasta and Oroville together carry 80 percent of the
state’s reservoir supply, which is used to irrigate 8 million acres of farmland and

provide water to close to 30 million people.

The two reservoirs are kept below capacity during the winter to avoid flooding in the
event of major storms, such as those that prompted Oroville Dam officials to release
a torrent of water in February that caused the main spillway to partially collapse.
The dam’s emergency spillway had to be used for the first time ever and the hillside

began to erode, forcing 180,000 people in downstream communities to evacuate.

The nation’s tallest dam was the site of the fastest construction projects in
modern state history, as hundreds of workers labored around the clock since last

spring to rebuild the chute before wet winter weather returns.

Peter Fimrite is a San Francisco Chronicle staff writer. Email:

pfimrite@sfchronicle.com. Twitter: @pfimrite

© 2018 Hearst Communications, Inc.

HEARSY
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California: Hardly any snow but not in drought again, yet https://apnews.com/abd289f4735e4a07a3a92{b4f1e51336/Record-dry-...

AP

AP NEWS Login | Signup
Californrg™Hardranyresrion  Eooev
but not in drought again, yet

RELATED TOPICS
Droughts
California
Science

U.S. News

More from PHILLIPS STATION, Calif. (AP) — The grassy brown Sierra
North America meadow where California’s water managers gave the results

of the winter’s first manual snowpack measurements
Wednesday told the story — the drought-prone state is off
to another unusually dry start in its vital winter rain and

SNOwW s€ason.

“We would like to have had more snow,” Grant Davis, head
of California’s Department of Water Resources, told news
crews gathered in this mountain field, bare of all but a few

crusty dots of old snow.

“It’searly;,” Davis said-“We’re-obviously ho peful there wili
be more snow the next time we come out here.”

13/28
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California: Hardly any snow but not in drought again, yet

20f5

He spoke after Frank Gehrke, head of the state’s snow
survey team, stuck a metal pole into one of the few patches
of snow at the site, measuring just over an inch (2.5

centimeters), or 3 percent of normal.

Climate change increasingly is changing the mountain
snowfall equation, but historically up to 60 percent of
Californians’ water supply each year starts out as snowfall
in the Sierras. That makes the state’s manual and electronic
snowpack measurements in these mountains crucial gauges

of how much water cities and farms will get in the year
ahead.

This winter, one month into the state’s peak storm season,
snowpack across the Sierras stood Wednesday at 24 percent

of normal.

The dry spell is even more acute in Southern California,
including Los Angeles, which the National Weather Service
said this week was marking its driest 10-month period on
record. Residents there last saw significant rainfall in

February.

The dry start to the rain and snow season is raising worries
the state could be plunging right back into drought. The
scene Wednesday was remiscent of 2015, when Gov. Jerry
Brown stood in a brown, dry Sierra meadow equally bare of
snow to declare a drought emergency, including mandatory

water cutbacks by cities and towns.

Near-record rainfall last winter snapped the historic
drought, filling reservoirs and sending many rivers over
their banks. Reservoirs remain at 110 percent of normal

storage thanks to the last wet winter, water officials said.

As Californians, “we live in the most variable climate in the

country,” Davis said Wednesday, surrounded by forecasters

https://apnews.com/abd289f4735e4a07a3a92fb4f1e51336/Record-dry-...

ard water offictals inparkas for their mountain-meadow
news conference. “That variability is what we have to

manage.”

14/28
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California: Hardly any snow but not in drought again, yet

He called for more improvements in long-range forecasting,
to help the state’s reservoir managers better operate dams
for both water supplies and flood control. As the climate
changes, much of the state’s water is coming in the form of
rain during storms known as “atmospheric rivers,” Davis
noted.

“It’s very clear to us that we need to have more
information” about how atmospheric rivers behave overall,

Davis said.

This winter, in contrast to the previous rain-sodden one,
meteorologists point to a strengthening La Nina weather

pattern in the Pacific, which typically brings drier weather.

A stubborn ridge of high pressure in the Pacific — the same
bad guy during the state’s drought — has been blocking

storms from reaching Southern California in particular.

In December, dry winds and parched vegetation combined
for the state’s biggest wildfires on record in the Los Angeles
area, after deadlier wildfires in Northern California in
October.

Even as the water officials spoke Wednesday, a welcome
new storm carried some of the first rain in weeks into
Northern California, which also had marked one of its driest

Decembers on record.

Parts of Northern California will see rain — but not massive
amounts of it — through the first half of January, with 1 or 2
inches (2.5 or 5 centimeters) of snow expected in the

Sierras, the weather service said.

Knickmeyer reported from San Francisco.

https://apnews.com/abd289f4735e4a07a3a92tb4f1e51336/Record-dry-...
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This story has been corrected to show Grant Davis, head of

California’s Department of Water Resources, said he was
15/28

1/4/2018, 8:29 AM



NMFS & FWS Biological Opinions ne ﬂ
Reasonable and Prudent Alternatives ﬁ“‘;ﬁ
| CRITERIA | oct | mNov | DEC | JAN | FEB | MAR APR | MAY | JUN JUL AUG SEP

National Marine Fisheries Service ‘ I i l

Action ¥, 1.2 | Feb 1 -May 15 May 16 - Jun 16

. a - Oc = upto 14 Days
DCC Gate @peration - Gates Are Clased Gates Are Closed per D1641 Closed perD1541

oy30
f Fish Are Prasent

PRS-

) Gates Are Closed i ' Water Bu
San Joaquin River Inflow/Export i exceptforExperimentsAvQ - PRIY

Y Type

Ratin

Six-Year Acoustc Tag Experiment

i0) .
Old & Widdle Riyer Flow
_Mananemenl

Action V. 3 B G
Reduce Likehingod of Entrainment or T Nov T _D'ec_31.
Salvage e

Fish & Wildlife Service

Action] 4
Adult khgratn| & Entranment {1st
flysht

Adion 2
Adult higrafion| & Entrainment

Action 3
Entrainment Protection of Larval
Soielr.

Adtion 4 P . o
Estuarinie Habitat During Fall (X2) Oct4 #Now.30, Sep1 =30

Action 5
Temporary Spring HORB & the TBP

Operalions Compliance and Siudies Section Revised 1218/ 11 Preliminaiy: Subject to Revision




8Z/L1

NMFS BO 1y

Jlswenmis.roea gaviocap/NMFS_Blological_and_Canfennes_Gpirinn_on_the_Lona-Tenn_Operations_of_the_CVP_snd_SWP.pdf

ACTION [V.1.2 -OPERATION[OF DCC T Pl OF EMIGRATING SAL

‘Taming: Octeber 1 Novembes 30
Trigge

. Wale: iaperD-164! e b

Paye 835

ights Landing Celeh Indux (KLCY) orihe Sacramento Celch index {SC)

am g'eemhar’ﬁrsh per dey bt less Itan orequaitoSfish per day. Willin24 houss ofIngger, DCC gales sraciose, Seteswill

remeindoged for 3days

* Walerquakty criena perD-1 541 eremet erid aitherkL.Clor SCi is greaferthanSfish verrluy. Within24 nnura close lne ey

getesand keapclosed wntiilhelcalch indexs lesstitanZ fieh pardayat both e Kri

& KLC!orSCt triggers ere met, bit welerqualilycrleria era rot niel per D-4641 crifena. Dosreaewsmaulmngdslaand

and WOMT| inkction IV,

Trmug Decenber 1 —Decantiar 14
"3?"5-

AGTION IV. 22 -ACOUSTICTAG EXPERIMENT

Thnlhg: March 4 -~ Mbch 3t

* Exports wil d d 23
Tining: Apl 4~ May 33

o Ipatswil be dictated byt raquirementsol Action IV.2.1.

Timing:Jure 1 - Jure 15

Page 643

» Reclamatinn srall operateioa initnum 1.1 Inflow to 2xpurt ratio, llowity exp Tiom
the SenJodquin tolsst varying fiow loaxpor ralfes dunng this poriod, If d:llywuer!amaammreea| Mossdale exceed
TFlorsevenconsicitive daysdunngitis petlod, Ihenin iflowto expoit tabe mayberelaxed

i perD-{641 we met DCC

Walei i
annglhs time period, theDCCgales maybe opened acconding lo me Qq:enmsrlal design, with NVFS’ piiorapprovel o ihe

. walarqmllycnlem are notj met but balh KLCI or SCI am less ttzn3 fish perday. DCCgates maybe opened uniliwater

quzlily crdenaare et Orce waler quailly critaliaere mel, Ihe DOC gales will baclesedwittin 24 hou's dmmpllame
* Walerquailyciitena arancy mat, bul eiherKLCl orSCI isgrealar! day. DOSS reviews monit
and WOMF inAclion V. 5 (page€Es).

Timing: Decemtier 15— Jdaruary 3t
Trggers:

. Dcc@lasaraclusednecsma 15, JmuBY31
* NIFS-app
deys; NVES will delermine whether opmnusmsrml wﬁhESA obligatiors.
« Onelir ! befween Du.’lvber S,

and

gl opening fruplo 5

s maman Deftawater qualilyinrasporse {othe
L [NMFS, DCC gales maybe opened one houralter

ACTIONIV. 2.3 -REDUCEDEXPORTSTO LBAIT NEGATIVE FLOWS N OMRDEPENDING ON PRESENCE OF
SALMNOIDS Paga 638

Timing:Januery ¢ - Jine 15
Action:

» Exatsare managed toalevaithal produces 8 14-day mmingaverage onnauﬁaﬁymered flow of £.000cls in OId
am Mdde Reer {@IVR). Afn m‘.a,

g3 low.

flowTorthe 14
Tining: Jaruary t - ane 6
First Sage Trigges (rcreasmglevel ofconcam):
« Daity SWP/C\P oldarjuvens lags dersily (fish per L&) 1) is greaber thanincivsrdat Iakelint divided by 2000 2

survis (0 ond hour hefors sursst, (oruploz s, then refumtofull dosure. USBR 2nd DR will alsaraduca Defa aports down pucent WR JPE + 2008, ith a mnummvalu-= of 25 fich perlal, or2) dafy 10ss is grealer thandel msesured fish
los heaith andsaletylevel diriagthe perfodof ft¥s action. y 12taf (dly ily 12|ef) w!ﬂ CNFHCW\“ FR orLSNFH CWT WRcumulative less

gxaalerlnaxosh‘ ord) (nlect adip seaer y
T-mna* Febwely t— e 15 desdby 121af{d2ly nnsumdl’elldﬂsl(&' 12 ).
.'%ggcgmssm ,y( -May 15 asper DIg41 and WQCP. . Radmamr&slome\nmamagenqMnuwd (mins) isfora i i e
» May15—June 15, BCC gelies may be cissedler 1o 4 weya as perD-1641 82808 WOCP, NS detenninesttis T daynzuingeverags OAR flowsshall bano edliow levet 2t any
nezesSly. time: dumgmeﬂaynmm»g oeRg2 pSNiod (8.9, -4, overfvedays). (v‘mnxs)AS,mﬂch

flowsis Gady fshdensity & f

ys o @xpor. nadumon C &1 it mal.
Pagesdl Toming:Januery 1 - ns !5

ACTIONIV.2.1 -MAINTAIN SAN JOAQUIN RIVER INFLOWTEXPORT RATIO

Tigg Apn ¢ Wiy o Vose ! frotim TR0, 10-2011)

= Fiews 4 Vemaiie {7 cay nirminyg sesta0n Shab nt ke eyt
Nl ingre In aidbcata i Pedids boe

USER ctail nuredse s i
tolowing latie TaFS

el PRI F AW U | 3 S Arpend

8

hainhulary Lnttuliorned Yeatuf oM ftwe Tuckmins <0 MRS Awen:

o e dre00] DEraMEND Yl e pssict uA 1he Kew

fResonvr feleasis, i neses sV, n xu.-:(m meid IR frms Requred al Vamas, es proveded inthe
T I SI5A, Wil

COMM: RreughZC 1 amt ted e rsiallanon o & sh uamr d e Hezd of OldRRe #il Quitnu= 0wy s P 26 parmiieg

1 waed 118 Mranuis b @oured d Vet c5t
g7 e]
12530 LeltT) FQursieEsa BOL WKV & Petalsy
RELTRESS] D- 1041 tnoisrishint SUe SIC Whnliewd 1 Fréclur
ST £ 1

[2il)
R el T heatrded Dnaln et clicaving

Sty d CVT- 2rd WV Bl

v 7R 31 remahsliok drusing

=1 750 wreair

LSt ! frd pereaina Datue 21,70

eyt .
o LsERLRRSN! aireemarl withthe SIRGA s . st &t
Vemsic (6 ey 1} fughellessingedtomiva

BNdr i lngtemiliow o verradk i

L@ Jredaban Baurings fﬂ‘l:r\
Cobesity Lo

VIO o0 o Nefleds Gl

‘Seco i Stage Trigger (ansloganss 1o Fighcorsem level}:

* DailySWP/CUP older juvenlle loss densily {ishpertal} i 1) greaterthan intidsniallakelin? @perceri of VeR JPE)
dlwdsrlbyum e rlcuﬂlorWR JPE - 1000}, witha maimumvalus of 2 Slishparlal, ord) Ssilyiessisgraaterthen
y +5lal), or3) CNFH CWT LFR or| SNFHCWTWA sumulative loss
gme\er!hal 6%, ord) daiy lnsn!wld sleslnend {nlegt ediposalin} is grater thenlhedaity measursd fsh darsity
divided by8 12 (dally measired fish darcily - Slef).

Action;

FWS BO hitpmienv.iws.gov/socramentoresidocuments/SWP-CVP_OPs_BO_1245_nai_OCR.pdf

ACTION1: ADULT MIGRATION AND ENTRARIMENT FIRST FLUSH) Pago 329

Action: Limit axpartsstiing hs avorage Sy OMR fiow i 110 manz nugatlvetran 2.0 cfstor lofa duralion of 14 days, withaSdayarining avarsws na
ek o

Taming:

Panta; Dn.:mm 1 luDgcsnt»ar'VJ Based won ammmnm of turt¥dhitydata 1 mu Prsoner's Pant, Holland Cut, 2ndVitania Cundl ardsaivagedsla from
LVPISWP (5 inchuding. bl n0timited to, evadngennations of X2 FAYT,
ard nverlimw the SWG mey recommendssier dalo {oUSFS  LISFWS will ake the firet delerminaticn

PaxlEl' AlarDacembee; 0 The aclionwill bsgin f the:3 day ewirage lurtiity at Procners Pent, Holand Courl, and Viclovia C3nd extecdts 12 NTU However,
besat on uther s Dulla trdluw that mav

Tiiggers (PanB): Tumdity: Sdayavirags o 12 NTU orgrsterat elllhresstalions {Pisunsr’s Point Holland Cit. Victeeis Canal) orSaivags: Thie dos of
defiesmeit Sahags MlarOscemper &0 & silhariasityorcumidain® dailysuivagd court thSt s ahyve & sk thrashiold besed thon the “deilySeivads i
SOrowch tefledied In adty sthieds Indexvidus 203 {d2ay dalasmel sdvaae ~ong hallplioryesr FVIT mdas véue). The windowlor tnagnng 2w 1
SeTIUAS wien agh 3 ofl- 15 ML Th may axcurwihout Adian § 2ve Damylnmarau 1S ocurs, then
Action 3is tranened, 123kss 1 I3FWS 2oncludes enthe besis.ol s tetahty o! svaledlE Actinn 23heuly barmeds

Off-ramps
Tempemturo: wetor latrparalin rsashias 12*C tased on athroastabon daly tnsen sthiossdais Ariioch sid 16 Visls, o
Biologeeal: st of spawnina prsencs of sland temaias n SKT orat Benks erdonas).

ACTION 2: ADULT MIGRATION AND ENTRAINMENT Page3sz
Action: The range pfnd daly OMR llowss will be no mors nagalive than-123) 1)- 5000 ofa Oopending on sxtzrilComItions {nd i geherdl Judeines bekw),
spuciic O ohsa of Aclion:Ztnmigs i hrninabon. The SWGwN (rovidewiekly

0 cla etthe VP ad SWF. nd ulileing mest brlo-date tachroigont
epsnne and kﬂuvlrﬂ'hr malm pnmlauu SIS end plv.-uvdad asindiion by mandonea piysics vanable of How snd tutadly. USFWS will meka tsfinat
Gedermitehon,

Fimi arang mmessigtely sitor Acan 1 Selure s dale (IS Raropaciors lo | mplemsat thi flow nsgutemnty s SWS wili recommatiospeclic
roqursd OhR fioms DaSed on SutvegR sod: Lod 811 Lickugral HAchon tisriol kaylementd, 1 SWE mav lecomlinnd aslat
idelorthe urpiomurialivnsl acliuy 2o pralect 23ut deftesmet

. 1 M

then arsqual io 48.[00cls in Sasmmento Rivar
thaAclion am 63an mplace

36 ol spp <7 0 ik QaYTIow DA &
BlVAMEN 1) havsahdled the

Suspeusion of Action: Flow. ff.aﬂ ncmt
alRio Vista and 11 0.3/cls in san &

Ch@Rllow

Offramps:
Tempelatiro: Walurtamperaluty leaches 12°C based gn athiesslation daityaverade (RioViala Antceh, Messdaia) of
Biologieal: XS f Spawniyg Foessice of ST IGMENS tnSKT of B3 eitnertaily).

ACTION 3: ENTRAINMENT PROTECTION OF LARVAL SNELT Page367
Actfon: Nel daly OVR flow mllenomws namlmﬂm 120 10-5000 cfs based on 4 14-dey 09 i yRzning sverge
wiltenZS parcenl of rdthe i OMR fiows
20 bythe Tie SWCMII provide ity 1eview of
‘s2mpling dala, CVP/SWP. menitolsd
ivan: of flow USFWSwill ined

» Raduce mporis10 achieve & aveiage riet CRfovs of {mirus) 2500 dfs for a mimmumScorsecutive days Titning: Inifste fh roechirg the i ¥ i —‘sﬂiviiymd The probatie presence oflanal detasmell intha Souh
Resumlionof {nenis)-S000ctsfioes s dowed when average dayfish darsily is fess than Ingperdertitylor3 and Ca ate, NaSWG itisrsten to Action 3. USFWS will make the final delerminetion

h A\ dayzal Triggers:
et 12°%¢ Artioch, endRio Visia. ar
Timing: famuay { = &g 15 Biological: Onsel ofspawning Pras2neacl Speri femaies In SKT oral eitherfaciily).
Evdof Triggers:
« Conlinue zelionuntd June 15 orurdl o Mosscote & gronlerthan?2F 22°C) 17 ?g;f“’"gf we30 or

secdiva dgys, whichaesris serer poral: Jue. . oso ]
< h y 25°C 352 Cifion Cour Forebey:

Page 652 ACTION4: HABITAT DURINGFALL Pagedoy

ACTION IV. 3. REDUCE LIKELHOOD OF ENTRAINMENT OR SALVAGEAT EXPORTFACAMIES Action: Sbctlo deplcs + Sesaibod boow, proads sferent Dol odliw o mar o Septscare Celobe o et

Timing: Novembar{ ~Decenbsrdt
Trggers:
+ Deily SWP/CVP older Ihan &5 shiday, orColemen
Naiiond Fish Halcherycodad wire lagged lde !allnmCllnonk sﬂmoﬂ (CNFH CVITLFR) orbiry ﬁlm Stona Nafioral
NFHCWT Redi sl
comtned 801 cislor 3 days oruntil CVP/SWP dally density is less tran 8 fishvial. Expon (am:llms a1e 1equred when
anyors of thefourcnieria s mel.

« Deaily SWR/CVP uldar{uvenile loss derely greaterthan 15fshtal ordaty oss i g esterthan 120 fish/day, orCNFH
CWTLFR orLSNFHCWTWRGumIdalive foss greaterthan0.5%. Reduce wepoils 10 combuied 4,000cls for3 days or
urlil GVP/SWP caily dorsily = less ich ot (eQ.Clions are neqe one ofthw [ourcatoria is met.

Textfor e Biofogical Coriitn AcOnS Have best corgenses? (o titwsnn ins imned ate,
Page nuriida(s i e ppor Mokt hand comer o eadlt ACtion binck nave hesh provided for
rererencing Le actual document

=%

vy

=3

=

S

firheroestward) Ihan 74 km inthe Fall Toliowing Wat years andS2 km inthe Falifoliowrg AboveNormal yeess. The menlidy everagel@ must be minlzined ot
orsoaward of thesevalussioresch dhidual tmonthand ol avers ged over thetwomanih penod  In Novarrber., the inflow 10 CVP/SWR resanvolrs inthe
Seciamero Basin willbe adosdlo reservoir roleasss L2 provide g addedl increment of Delle iflow atxd to awgment Deita cutllow uptolnefalitarget. Theastion
will b evaltiated and maybe modified o I USFYS

Tinlng: Septaimder 1 toNevember30

Triggers: Wet ani above normelW'r lype ciassilcetion from ine 125 Weter Queilly Conlio Pizn [l is used t inplement D-1641

ACTION 5: TEMPORARY SPRING HEAD OF OLD RIVER BARRIER (HORB) AND THE TEMPORARY RARRIER PROIFCT (TBP) Page 37T
Action: Donosiall HORBildetasmett wtremnml u acmn-m Irirtefalion of the HORB s not alowed. the ap‘cufual berriers wmldhe installedes

Descnption I instaliad bu dd balied in the open
positionuréit May15,
Timlng: Th pendi'g o . The normel ORB and lhe TBPisInAwil,
Triggers:For Dettasmell, rstaiation of e HORS will oty occurwhsnP’ D ilinoti syond {

percedat Sleion315 a8 aresull of installing the HORB,




03 mmu oom .¢ Eo\c _P_mﬁcmpm >>o_usbo mp
- MOJjano _mco:_ﬁ_um se Lmn_Em>oZ

muG ¢wm 9
_mn_ _uwm:m;u ABAdey o
Ul \_mum\s pa.01s Aue apinold
. 19quIad9(

>>o¢c_ S_wn_ uo vmmmn_ SUOIDLIISSI HodXT o

Ev_ i 01l n_: c_mpc_mE B@mm\_oﬁ _mco:
Ev_ 6/ B :osmu_u:_uo_t

__o_um ou) smojul ybnouyi ssed .
:JOQUUDAON e

co Yiuow-piw papsp M4dD

Uy om ou, PaIPOW SMS » |
~18q010Q .

Atoaxm _umu:_umz u_<._. mm v Ev_ Y/ 199W 0} _umprmo_o .

Lmn_Emu,n_mm .
Nx __mu_ ¢ co_u\u< SMH e

Nx lled D“.om




_he:ilta.‘Cl)utflov‘v S’c‘ahdard_ el

o
N
=
m;
c
ey
==
©
L—,
Q.
)
o
m
uns
]
- Qa

CvP Export

iy

il

Fm SWP Exports - ;::'1

oo (sp)uodxa/mold




December 18,2017

Delivered via email: paul souza@fws.cov and via U.S. Mail

Mr. Paul Souza

. . DIRECTORS
Regional Director
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Mle;rk _(c;lilktey
residen!
2800 COttage Way Tulare Lake Basin Water
Sacramento, CA 95825 Storage Disirict

. Stephen Arakawa
Subject: Fall X2 10-year Review Vice President
Metropolitan Water District
of Southern California
Dear Mr. Souza:
Matthew Stone
Secretary-Treasurer

The U.S. Fishand Wildlife Service Biological Opinion for continued operations Castaic Lake Water Agency
of the Central Valley Project and State Water Project includes the following Robert Cheng
statement regarding the Fall X2 Action: Coachelg\:a.llft:y Water
1S1171C
The Service shall conduct a comprehensive review of the outcomes of the ‘ CCurtis“f?reelA
Action and the effectiveness of the adaptive management program ten em CountyWater Agency
years from the signing of the biological opinion, or sooner if circumstances <13h_1d3(/ l;ao w
warrant. This review shall entail an independent peer review of the Action. Santa Clava Valley Water

The purposes of the review shall be to evaluate the overall benefits of the

Action and to evaluate the effectiveness of the adaptive management Douglas Headrick

San Bemardino Valley

program. At the end of 10 years or sooner, this action, based on the peer MWD
review and Service determination as to its efficacy shall either be Roland Sanford
continued, modified or terminated. (Biological Opinion at page 283). Solano [Sounty Water
gency
The Biological Opinion did not define how this 10-year review should be Ralyc Stok(:;
conducted, and we have learned much over the last decade with the various o oy

review panels that have engaged on Delta issues. This letter is meant to outline

how the public water agencies believe the review should occur in order to General Manager
maximize its usefulness in ongoing management actions. We look forward to Jennifer Pierre
participating in the review process and believe it should proceed as follows.

(1) The review should be completed in order to allow the Commissioner of the
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation and the Director of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service the latitude to reinitiate with respect to the Fall X2 Action before
September 2018.

1121 L Straet, Suite 1050 « Sacramento, California 95814-3944 © 916.447.7357  FAX 916.447-2734 ® www.swc.org
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Mr. Paul Souza
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(2) The review should include:

()

(4)

(a)

(b)

(©

(d)

A scientific assessment by an independent expert panel directed to the Commissioner
and Director that establishes whether the justification for the Action in the 2008
biological opinion comports with the best available scientific information, whether
scientific information that has emerged since the issuance of the 2008 biological
opinion, on balance, reinforces or refutes the Action, and the effectiveness of the
adaptive management program, including monitoring efforts carried out over the past
decade;

An opportunity for the public to provide input to the experts both in person and in
writing prior to their deliberations, subject to reasonable limitations,

An opportunity for the pubic to provide input to the Commissioner and Director
respecting the panel report before they determine whether or not to reinitiate with respect

to the Fall X2 Action; and

A written response by the Commissioner and/or Director to the panel report.

The independent scientific review should be conducted consistent with the below set of
procedures for review, drawn from best practices including those identified in Appendix I of
the Delta Science Plan (Delta Science Program policy and procedures for independent
scientific review).

The Review Planning Group will be composed of one representative of each of the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service, the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, the Department of Water Resources,
the Central Valley Project contactors, the State Water Project contractors, and the community
of environmental non-governmental organizations.

Recommended Procedures for Fall X2 Independent Science Review

The Review Planning Group will draft the charge to the Independent Scientific Review Panel.

The Review Planning Group will select the membership of the Independent Scientific Review
Panel. The Panel will have no fewer than five members. The selection of panelists will consider
an individual’s standing in the scientific community, expertise in disciplinary areas that include
quantitative ecology, conservation biology, and biostatistics (with emphasis on population
dynamics and species-habitat relationships), and technical skills relevant to the documents and
technical issues subject to review. Panel participation should avoid conflicts of interest; but
where, as here, widely recognized differences in opinion exist regarding pertinent technical
issues, the composition of a panel should encourage representativeness and balance.

The Independent Scientific Review Panel will serve and deliberate as a panel. The review
report should be a report from the Panel as a whole, but will articulate areas of disagreement
on the panel.
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The Review Planning Group will determine the range of materials to be reviewed by the
Independent Scientific Review Panel. At a minimum they should include the 2008 biological
opinion and reasonable and prudent alternatives, the 2010 National Research Council
committee report, the FLaSH documents and peer reviews of draft FLaSH documents, the
“milestone” draft adaptive management plan (Reclamation) and public comments on that
document, the MAST documents and peer reviews of draft MAST documents, pertinent
published works including articles regarding Delta Smelt abundance, distribution, and habitat
requirements, Delta Smelt population-dynamic and life-cycle models, declarations of experts
regarding the Fall X2 Action and analyses provided by court-appointed Rule 706 experts
submitted in the litigation challenging the 2008 biological opinion, and the Fall X2 analysis
conducted to support the BiOp amendment in 2017.

The Independent Scientific Review Panel must be provided sufficient funding and time to
complete their work, but with an objective of completing their report by early summer 2018.

No direct communications by interested parties, including the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
and U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, with panel members on issues pertinent to the review during
the review period should be made without the knowledge and consent of the Review Planning
Group.

Sincerely,

-

Jennifer Pierre
General Manager
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State of California DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES California Natural Resources Agency
CALIFORNIA STATE WATER PROJECT

NOTICE TO STATE WATER PROJECT CONTRACTORS

Dateyee 4 8 2017
Number: 17-11

Subject: Water Ma?gﬁ:ent and the E

Grant Davis, Director .
Department of Water Resources

isting Long-Term Water Supply Contracts

From:

The recent drought in California has highlighted the importance and need for flexibility in
managing the State’s limited water resources. To that end, the Department encourages
the State Water Project Contractors to pursue water management actions that ensure
supplies from the State Water Project (SWP) are used effectively.

In particular, the existing Long-Term Water Supply Contracts (Contracts) provide flexibility
as to how SWP supplies are transferred, exchanged, and managed over extended periods
of time. Accordingly, Attachment A is intended to clarify the Department’s considerations
and objectives with respect to bona fide exchanges and multi-year water transfers. In
reviewing SWP Contractor requests for water management actions, the Department will
follow a similar approach it has used in past years, Thatis,the Department will review
requests on an individual, case-by-case basis and will examine:

1. any adverse impact on the ability of the SWP Contractor to continue to make
payments under its Contract;

2. any adverse effect the action may have on the water rights permits granted to the
Department for the operation of the SWP;

3. any adverse impact on the ability of the Department to make deliveries to other
SWP Contractors or to meet other obligations of the SWP; and

4. consideration of any issues identified by and compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act.

- Furthermore, although the Department believes that the water management actions listed
in Attachment A already are available under the terms of the existing Contracts, the
Department intends to confirm and supplement its position in the public process that was
initially noticed on November 21, 2014. The Department intends to resume this process to
include discussion of the water management actions specified above. The Department
will issue a public notice for these negotiations.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact Joel Ledesma at
(916) 653-8043.

Attachment

DWR 9625 (Rev. 3/12) 23/28 Page 1 of 1



Attachment A
Department Considerations Related to Bona Fide Exchanges and Multi-Year Water
Transfers Under the Water Supply Contracts

In reviewing and approving any proposed bona fide exchanges or multi-year
transfers, the Department will apply the following considerations:

A. Bona Fide Exchanges: Inthe review of bona fide exchanges, the Department will
apply Article 56(f) of the Contracts, which provides that “an exchange of water
involving a contractor and another party where the primary consideration for
one party furnishing water to another is the return of a substantially similar
amount of water, after giving due consideration to the timing or other
nonfinancial considerations of the return.”

1. Return Period: Flexibility is provided under the existing Contracts regarding the
return period, provided the return period is not greater than 10 years or does
not extend beyond the expiration date of the current Contract.

If the return for the exchange cannot be completed within 10 years, the
Department may approve an extension for an additional 10 years or to the
end of the current Contract, whichever is shorter. The exchange parties shall
provide adequate justification for the extension of the exchange agreement.
Adequate justification may include reasons such as hydrologic conditions,
allocation percentages, capacity/conveyance limitations, economic
hardships, health and safety issues, etc.

2. Return Ratio: Flexibility is provided under the existing Contracts regarding .
the exchange ratio, provided the amount of water returned is of a
“substantially similar amount” and considering timing and other non-
financial considerations. The following ratios are consistent with the above
considerations, including differing hydraulic conditions, subject to review
under the Department’s existing authority:

For allocations >= 50%, return ratioisupto 2:1
For allocations >25 & <50%, return ratioisupto3:1
For allocations <25%, return ratioisupto 4 : 1

3. Time of Delivery: If an exchange agreement is executed in the latter half of
the calendar year, capacity limitations may prohibit delivery in the year the
exchange agreement is executed. To allow for delivery in the following year,
the Department will allow reclassification of exchange water so long as it
complies with Article 56 of the Contracts.
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4. Cost Compensation: Maximum cost compensation for a bona fide exchange
may not exceed the exchanging SWP Contractor’s transportation capital
charges. ‘

B. Multi-year Transfers:

1. All multi-year transfers must be consistent with the existing Contracts.

2. Multi-year transfers pertain only to SWP Table A water (not Articles 21, 55,
or 56 and area of origin supplies) in the year in which the water moves from
one SWP Contractor to another for compensation, which does not need to
include the return of water.

w

SWP Contractors can be engaged in multiple multi-year temporary transfers
as a buyer or seller, provided that a Contractor cannot be both a buyer or
seller in the same year.

>

Compensation for multi-year transfers will be determined by the transfer
proponents.

v

Proponents of multi-year transfers must comply with all existing
environmental (including CEQA compliance) and regulatory requirements.
The Department will serve as a lead or responsible agency where applicable.

o

The term of each multi-year transfer must be at least two years.

~

A multi-year transfer cannot be used to pay back any existing water
exchange obligation.

B

. The Department will review and approve multi-year transfers consistent
with the terms of the Contracts, including but not limited to, assuring that:
(1) the terms of multi-year temporary transfer comply with the existing SWP
Contracts; (2) the delivery of the water is possible/feasible considering the
hydrologic conditions and delivery capacity of the SWP; and (3) the financial
and operational integrity of the SWP is not impaired.

©w

The Department retains its right to review and reconsider at any time a multi-
year transfer agreement if it determines that delivery under the agreement is
impairing the financial feasibility of project facilities or is impacting any other
SWP Contractor’s ability to deliver/store its SWP Table A.
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BARF project
lazyb1 to you

9:30AM Show Details

To the members of the Board of Directors:

At our Iast board meeting, President Fenn suggested | communicate my concerns in writing
to the board about rebidding the BARF project and the timeline leading to the rebid.

| will limit my remarks to two main reasons | feel the Board should have waited to go thru the
rebid process.

1. | believe accepting a bid and signing a contract to construct now will hinder the Pass
Agency's ability to receive state grant funding. Even though staff has indicated we would
still be eligible for post construction reimbursement, | believe there would be no incentive for
the state to do so because we would already be funding the construction using local
taxpayers money We should wait until the state releases their grant requirements to

AnmmnTAlA e~k N e et Al Llnin mAbiina AmAl ArmAara Al bavrnmirarae e s Al A Avbna

vl IDIUUI 191 IU\;L 1Yy awmi jcbl (9]} ll 1no iICll.LIIU aliu opai VUl LAAppAaycTio dlly Ul iuuc TAua
expense.

2. The second concern | have with this project is the new findings of potential leaking of the
Bsaumont Basin on the eastern side. It is my understanding that the Watermaster is funding

research that is due out in early 2018 that will help us understand more clearly the extent of
this potential problem and hopefully give some methods to diminish any losses (If indeed it is
Ieaking) | believe we should wait until the science is received and understood before we

Thank you for your consideration of these points
Director Ball
26/28
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Board of Directors

David Hoffman
Division §

John Covington
Division 4

Daniel Slawson
Division 3
Claudeen Diaz .
Division 2

Andy Ramirez
Division 1

Beaumont-Cherry Valley Water District

Phone: {957) 845-9581 Fax: (951) 8450158
Email: info@bevwd.org

December 27, 2017

Jeff Davis, General Manager

San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency
1210 Beaumont Avenue
Beaumont, CA 92223

RE.  Beaumont Avenue Recharge Facility aka Fiesta Recharge Facility
Dear Mr. Davis,

Please be advised that the Beaumont-Cherry Valley Water District (BCVWD) is
concerned that the San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency’s proposed Beaumont Avenue
Recharge Facility may adversely impact BCVWD’s existing and planned recharge
operations at our Noble Creek Recharge Facility Phase 1 and 2, and limit BCVWD's
ability to fully utilize the current capacity available in our Noble Creek Recharge Facility
to meet the current and future needs of our service area.

At this time, BCVWD has invested in excess of $16,000,000 in our Noble Creek
Recharge Facility and associated facilities and could suffer substantial financial
damage if our facility is unable to be fully utilized as intended now or in the future.

BCVWD currently identifies the probable annual capacity of our Noble Creek Recharge
Facility in excess of 25,000 acre feet of recharge per year (possibly as much as 30,000
acre feet per year) based upon its performance in 2017. If constructed in its current
proposed location, the SGPWA's Beaumont Avenue Recharge Facility, once it
becomes operational, may limit the capacity of the Noble Creek Recharge Facility.
Most significantly, SGPWA has identified that its Beaumont Avenue Recharge Facility
will most likely be used when extra water (i.e. Article 21 Water) is available. That
availability of surplus water would likely coincide with BCVWD’s maximum recharge
activities (wet year recharge) at our Noble Creek Recharge Facility, which is necessary
to provide conjunctive use as demand increases.

Based upon the BCVWD Urban Water Management Plan’s projected imported water
supply needs of 17,334 acre feet in 2040, the Noble Creek Recharge Facility was
constructed to provide as much as 25,000 to 30,000 acre feet to meet the needs of our
service area at that time when allowing for an average State Water Project reliability of
62% to 64% (with the California Water Fix). In other words, more recharge capacity
will be needed by BCVWD during wet years in the future to provide conjunctive use of
the basin to meet the District’s service area needs in order to provide the average
annual imported water supply requirement of 17,334 acre feet.

The BCVWD'’s primary concerns related to the SGPWA’s proposed Recharge Facility
are:

1. Proximity to BCVWD’s Existing Recharge Facility: The SGPWA's
proposed Recharge Facility is located directly across the street and downhill

27/28
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Beaumont-Cherry Valley Water District

Phene: (951) B45-9581 Fax: {951) 845-0159
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Jeff Davis, SGPWA
December 27, 2017
Page 2

from the BCVWD's existing Noble Creek Recharge Facility Phase 1 and 2.
The location of the SGPWA'’s Beaumont Avenue Recharge Facility may
hydraulically constrain the BCVWD’s existing and planned recharge operation
at the Noble Creek Recharge Facility due to increased water mounding and
associated hydraulic conductance loss in the vicinity of our recharge operation
now and into the future.

2. Potential for Increased Basin Leakage Due to Stored Water: The location
of the SGPWA'’s proposed Beaumont Avenue Recharge Facility on the
eastern side of the Beaumont Basin may cause increased stored water
leakage from the Basin. At this time, BCVWD understands that the Beaumont
Basin Watermaster’s hydrogeologist believes this leakage occurs near the
southeast edge of the Beaumont Groundwater Basin (i.e. Banning Side). This
leakage is being studied and modeled by the Watermaster’s hydrogeologist as
work currently identified as “Potential Storage Loss Evaluation” and BCVWD
staff understands that the Watermaster’s hydrogeologist will report on this
item in early 2018. In the event increased water storage on the east side of
the Basin creates loss, BCVWD is concerned that any water the SGPWA
stores on the east side of the Basin may adversely impact BCVWD’s existing
and planned Basin storage account volumes due to potential increased
leakage due to increased water storage.

The Beaumont Cherry Valley Water District requests that you and the SGPWA Board
of Directors consider our concerns identified herein and postpone award of construction
of the Beaumont Avenue Recharge Facility Project at least until results of the pending
Beaumont Basin Watermaster Potential Storage Loss Evaluation are available. At that
time, impacts from changes to recharge activities (i.e. increased storage activities, etc.)
may be better understood by all parties and discussed at least between the SGPWA
and BCVWD prior to moving forward with construction of additional recharge facilities
right next door to existing facilities. The Beaumont Avenue Recharge Facility may
ultimately be found to be positioned in a location that inversely condemns the BCVWD’s
existing facilities for the reasons identified above.

Again, BCVWD is very concerned about the impacts of the SGPWA’s proposed
recharge facility on our existing facilities and we welcome the opportunity to discuss
this matter further with you and your staff.

Sincerely,

Dan Jaggers
General Manager

ccC: San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency Board of Directors

28/28
560 Magnolia Avenue Beaumont CA 92223



