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RESTORE THE DELTA |

Fishable, Swimmable, Drinkable, Farmable

April 23, 2014

Assemblymember Anthony Rendon
State Capitol

P.O. Box 942849

Sacramento, CA 94249-0063

Re: AB1331 As Amended April 21, 2014
Dear Assemblymember Rendon:

These comments are jointly submitted on behalf of the Central Delta Water Agency and Local
Agencies of the North Delta (‘LAND”).! As interests within the Delta, we submit these comments in
an effort to constructively engage primarily on the issue primarily on Bond funding for Chapter 8,
Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Sustainability. Because of our concern for existing agriculture and
existing communities in the Delta we, unlike many, are not asking for additional moneys to be
allocated toward our region. Instead, we urge that any Bond investments in the Delta be made with
regard to the existing communities and with the recognition that any bond funded activities in the
Delta must both be supported by sound science and be planned and maintained in a manner that is
consistent with the maintenance of the agriculturally-based economy of the Delta.

Focusing specifically on the fish that have received so much attention, we do not believe that
additional conversion of agricultural land in the Delta to so-called habitat, will help much, if at all. It
is well-documented that the focal fish populations of the Delta crashed after the construction of the
CVP and SWP pumps in the south Delta, well after the reclamation of the Delta islands occurred
around the turn of the 19" century. Looking to habitat creation as a panacea for the damage done to
the Delta by the SWP and CVP — along with other stressors — is not likely to succeed and therefore
does not provide the public benefits necessary to justify Bond funding. Moreover, as explained more
fully below, to the extent the SWP and CVP have obligations to mitigate for existing impacts, those
actions would not represent the types of actions that should be funded by the statewide bonds on
behalf of all taxpayers in the state.

! LAND is a coalition comprised of local reclamation, levee and water districts in the
northern geographic area of the Delta.
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L Background

We appreciate your commitment to a thorough and equitable process of developing the Water
Bond. While we support certain investments in the Delta, we are concerned that AB 1331 currently
allows for a significant portion of the funding to be used to shift the costs of the Bay Delta
Conservation Plan (“BDCP”) away from the project contractors and onto the general taxpayers of the
State. As you know, the BDCP secks issuance of a fifty (50) year take permit of endangered species
for SWP/CVP exports from the Delta.

According to the BDCP itself, “The BDCP is expected to secure a large portion of the funds
allocated to Delta sustainability, as well as smaller portions of funds allocated to conservation and
watershed protection.” (Draft BDCP, Chapter 8, p. 8-84 (Nov. 2013), see Exhibit A, BDCP Chapter
8 excerpts.) The exact amounts intended to be used from two separate statewide bonds are detailed in
Table 8-37, and total over $3.7 billion. It is for this reason, that proponents of BDCP have
consistently called for larger funding allocations to Chapter 8 “Sacramento San Joaquin Delta
Sustainability.”

Proponents of the BDCP claim that the habitat and conservation proposals in the plan as
having statewide public benefits, but clear statewide benefits are not present. The current public
review draft of the BDCP shows that implementation of the BDCP could potentially imperil nine key
species inciuding saimon, Delta smelt and greater sandhill cranes.” Independent scientific review has
repeatedly found that the BDCP is overly optimistic with respect to the potential benefits to imperiled
species by creating new habitat in the Delta, which cannot substitute for flows.> Delta restoration
projects must be developed using the best available science and criteria developed through
transparent, locally inclusive processes to that actually benefit species at risk, not to fulfill regulatory
requirements for one project. The so called “restoration” components of BDCP do not meet these
basic criteria and should not receive public funds through a water bond or any other source. In short,
it is a misnomer to call funds destined for BDCP “Delta Sustainability.”

While we oppose funding of any aspect of BDCP, some habitat improvement and
conservation projects could be helpful in the Delta and its watersheds. It is vital, however, that these
habitat projects be conducted in a manner that is compatible with existing agricultural uses and
communities in the Delta. Notably, there are already thousands of acres of acres of land in the Delta
that are already owned by the state or other entities that are already or are planned for habitat and
related uses. (See Exhibit B, Habitat Types Acreage Table.) Any Bond funds should first be directed

2 See article by Matt Weiser, Fate still unclear for nine species in Delta water tunnel plan
(December 18, 2014), available at: http://www.sacbee.com/2013/12/18/6009767/fate-still-
unclear-for-nine-species.html (species include: Longfin smelt, Delta smelt, Winter Spring and
Fall Chinook salmon, Green sturgeon, White sturgeon, Steclhead and Greater sandhill crane.

3 See, €.g., Delta Science Program Independent Review Panel Report (BDCP Effects
Analysis Review, Phase 3), p. 25 (“The Effects Analysis does not adequately defend conclusions
regarding the net effects of the BDCP, including habitat restoration. The net effects analysis
tends to over-reach conclusions of positive benefits for covered fish species, given the inability to
quantify the overall net effect and the realization of high uncertainty.”) ; see also Nature
Conservancy and American Rivers, Panel Review of the Draft Bay Delta Conservation Plan
(2013), p. 82 (“The BDCP is overly optimistic about the potential benefits to delta and longfin
smelt of physical habitat restoration.”).
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toward improving the habitat values of those lands, prior to the purchase and conversion of new lands
to be modified and managed for habitat purposes. The amendments we propose below promote this
direction.

From a historical perspective, moreover, it is important to note that the costs of the SWP
launched by the passage of the California Water Resources Development Bond Act (1960 General
Election) was to be paid by the project contractors. The argument in favor of passage clearly
provided:

The provision will not be a burden on the taxpayer; no new state taxes
are involved; the bonds are to be repaid from project revenues,
through the sale of water and power. In other words, it will pay for
itself.

(See Exhibit C, copy of the Argument in Favor of the passage; see also Exhibit D, quotation of then
Governor Edmund G. (Pat) Brown in the case of Goodman v. County of Riverside (1983) 140
Cal.App.3rd 900, 906, wherein the Governor stated “the plan itself is completely self-supporting. The
law provides that the contracts have to provide for the repayment of the cost of the entire Project.”

The SWP was a plan to continue to develop water projects at contractor expense to meet the
obligations to the Delta and other areas of origin, including salinity control for the Delta (Water Code,
3311460 et seq. and Water Code,§§ 12200 et seq.); to preserve fish and wiidiife (Water Code,
§11912); and to meet the project Table A entitlements of about 4.25 million acre feet. No water was
to be diverted from the Delta for use elsewhere unless adequate supplies for the Delta were first
provided.

The SWP plan recognized that development within the watersheds, including recapture of
project water and demands for Table A entitlements would build over time and that by the year 2000
five million acre feet per year of supplemental water delivered to the Delta would be required from
developments in North Coast watersheds (Exhibit E). None of such North Coast water was
developed. The lack of developed water together with the failure to provide a drainage system for the
San Joaquin Valley and failure of the SWP to operate with sufficient carryover storage to meet senior
obligations and water quality standards during dry years, are the causes of the crises which confronts
us today.

The financial obligations of the SWP contractors should not now be shifted onto the state
taxpayers. Yet, the BDCP documents clearly show the intent is to shift the cost of conservation
measures claimed to be ecosystem enhancement onto the general taxpayers. Endangered fish have not
been preserved by the SWP and in fact have suffered a severe decline since the start of project
operations and there is no direct correlation between the fish declines and terrestrial or wetland habitat
in the Delta (Exhibit F). In order to ensure the requisite public benefits, conditions around the types
of restoration projects that qualify for funding are needed — whether the restoration is BDCP related

or not.

For historical perspective on why we are here now, it is important to recognize that the State
Water Resources Control Board in its 1978 Decision 1485 at page 13, found that: “To provide full
mitigation of project impacts on all fishery species now would require the virtual shutting down of the
project export pumps.” Yet Project exports were not curtailed and in fact continued to increase after

1978 (Exhibit G).
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IL. Specific Suggestions to April 21, 2014 Version of AB 1331
It is in the context of the above that we request the following amendments:

Page 3, lines 35-37, Section 79701(d)

Replace the last sentence with the following: “However, the planned water storage projects in
the North Coast of California which were to supplement water flowing into the Delta by 5 million
acre ft. per year by the year 2000 were not constructed and the water environment has deteriorated.”

Page 9, line 10, Section 79711(a)

At the beginning before “Funds” insert “Subject to the limitations in Section 79712”.

Page 9, line 12, Section 79711(b)

This language should be replaced with the following language from the earlier versions of AB
1331:

“Funds provided by this division shall not be expended for the acquisition or transfer of water rights
except for a permanent dedication of water approved in accordance with Section 1707

where the state board specifies that the water is in addition to water that is required for regulatory
requirements as provided in subdivision (c) of Section 1707. The requirement that a dedication

of water be permanent shall not preclude the expenditure of funds provided by this division for the
initiation of the dedication as a short-term or temporary urgency change, that is approved in
accordance with Section 1707 and either Chapter 6.6 (commencing with Section 1435) of, or Chapter
10.5 (commencing with Section 1725) of, Part 2 of Division 2, during the period required to prepare
any environmental documentation and for approval of permanent dedication.”

This change is crucial as the proponents of BDCP intend to substitute purchase of water with
public funds when the habitat creation does not show the measureable improvements for species.*
(See Exhibit H, a 2012 document obtained from the Kern County Water Agency showing BDCP
project proponents plan to use bond funds for water purchases, also available at:
http://www.contracostatimes.com/ci_10152127.) The prior language protected against creation of a
new version of the failed Environmental Water Account, which cost taxpayers dearly and delivered
few benefits to fish. This Bond should not become the vehicle for such waste, regardless of the
outcome of BDCP. Moreover, requiring water transfers to go through the normal State Water
Resources Control Board Water Code section 1707 transfer process provides needed protections to
the environment and would help ensure that environmental impacts of water transfers (particularly the
practice of groundwater substitution) are fully reviewed and properly mitigated.

Page 9. line 18, Section 79712

Replace “agencies” with “contractors”.

* We note also that Jerry Meral, the former deputy secretary of the California Natural
Resources Agency in charge of the Bay Delta Conservation Planning Program recently suggested
language on behalf of the National Heritage Institute that explicitly allows for purchase of water
with Water Bond funds.
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Page 9, line 19, Section 79712

After the word “facilities” insert “, and the fifty (50) year ESA take permit secured through
the BDCP.”

Also add the following: “Funds provided by this division shall not be expended for 1) the
mitigation of any of the impacts of the State Water Project or Central Valley Project, or 2) the cost of
compliance of such projects with any regulatory requirements, including without limitation biological
opinions, take permits, reasonable and prudent actions, and water quality standards, or 3) the cost to
carry out the affirmative obligations of the projects to preserve and restore fish and wildlife, including
without limitation achieving the CVPIA restoration of anadromous fish to ensure a sustainable natural
production at levels not less than twice the average levels attained during the period of 1967-1991, or
4) the costs to ensure a San Joaquin Valley drainage solution, or 5) any costs related to the Bay Delta
Conservation Plan (BDCP).”

Page 16, lines 29-31, Section 79732(e)

Delete lines 29-31.

Note: The specific settlements are set forth in Section 79734 and blanket funding of
unspecified settlements is not in the public interest.

Page 17, line 19, Section 79732(n)

Add the following: “Funds provided by this chapter shall not be expended for 1) the
mitigation of any of the impacts of the State Water Project or Central Valley Project, or 2) the cost of
compliance of such projects with any regulatory requirements, including without limitation biological
opinions, take permits, reasonable and prudent actions, and water quality standards, or 3) the cost to
carry out the affirmative obligations of the projects to preserve and restore fish and wildlife, including
without limitation achieving the CVPIA restoration of anadromous fish to ensure a sustainable natural
production at levels not less than twice the average levels attained during the period of 1967-1991, or
4) the costs to ensure a San Joaquin Valley drainage solution, or 5) any costs related to the Bay Delta
Conservation Plan (BDCP).”

Page 19, lines 11 and 12, Section 79741(c)

Include language from prior version regarding reduced future reliance on the Delta, consistent
with the Delta Reform Act of 2009.

“Improve regional water self-reliance, including projects that reduce future reliance on the Delta
watershed in meeting California’s future water supply needs, consistent with Section
85021.”

Page 26, line 20, Section 79750(a)(1)

Change “Four hundred million dollars ($400,000,000)” to “Eight hundred million dollars
($800,000,000)”.

Note: Due to the vast amount of habitat already in place and anticipated from private projects,
including the Delta Wetlands Project, there is less need for investment in ecosystem than there is for
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maintaining and improving levees which are essential to protection of local habitat, agriculture,
recreation, water quality and the export of water from the Delta.

Page 26, line 24, Section 79750(a)(2)

Change “Six hundred million dollars ($600,000,000)” to “Two hundred million dollars
($200,000,000)".

As discussed above, we submit that there is limited justification for conversion of agricultural
lands to create additional habitat in the Delta. Moreover, the SWP and the CVP are already required
to create significant acreages of habitat under the Biological Opinions, including 8,000 acres of
intertidal and associated subtidal habitat in the Delta and Suisun Marsh to benefit longfin smelt.
These Biological Opinions were recently upheld by the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals, and the
SWP/CVP are already moving forward with those projects. (See Exhibit I, showing map of planned
habitat restoration projects already underway to meet the requirements of the Biological Opinion.)

Page 26, line 28, Section 79750(a)(2)

Add ““and the Delta Protection Commission’s Delta Investment Fund established under Public
Resources Code, section 29778.5 . ..”

The Delta Investment Fund, established in 2009 and administered by the Delta Protection
Commission is the vehicle to promote the sustainability of the Delta. (See Exhibit J, What is the Delta
Investment Fund?) Without such funding, proposed section 79751, subdivision (c), cannot be
adequately carried out.

Page 26, lines 29-31, Section 79750(a)(3)
Delete the entirety of (3).
Note: Specific allocation is necessary to avoid circumvention of the purpose and need. The

levee programs require a net gain in habitat although such is incidental to the primary purpose of
levee maintenance and improvement. The mix of the two objectives in the Delta is not cost effective.

Page 26, line 35, Section 79750(b)

Add “subject to the funding restrictions in Section 79712”.

Page 27 after line 16, Section 79754

Add “(d) In the Delta as defined in 12220 the implementation of this section shall to the
maximum extent possible seek to achieve the objectives through projects located in the channels, on
the channel islands, on the former islands and areas which were in a flooded condition as of January
1, 2014, on lands owned in fee as of January 1, 2014 by State and Federal agencies, for habitat on
those lands in public or nonprofit ownership for conservation purposes as of January 1, 2014, and for
operation, maintenance and improvement of facilities at Brannan Andrus State Park and other existing
state and local parks, for operation, maintenance and improvement of existing public and commercial
boat launching, docking and service facilities, for improvements, policing and refuse clean-up of
public access locations along existing public roadways and for the improvement and addition of
camping areas as a part of existing public and commercial marinas. Project funding shall include
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grants to public agencies sufficient to establish annuities or endowments to pay all future property
taxes, local agency and local district assessments, fees and charges and other levies against the
property had the property remained in private ownership. Title to lands and easements shall to the
maximum extent possible remain with the landowner and/or a local agency with property
management capability. Projects that propagate or include endangered or threatened species shall
include adequate buffers and safe harbor or other protective measures to avoid interference with
agricultural operations on both the subject land and neighboring lands. Adequate funding for such
measures and for acquiring, managing and monitoring shall be included in the grant. Projects outside
the scope of the above listing shall be limited to the funding of projects approved in advance by the
Board of Supervisors of the county or counties in which the project is located.”

Page 27. line 21, Section 79755(a)

Replace “for any of the following” with “as follows™.

Page 27. line 22, Section 79755(a)(1)

Before “Local” insert the following: “Of the funds provided by this section, not less than two
hundred million dollars ($200,000,000) shall be committed to fund”.

Page 27, line 24, Section 79755(a)(1)

Add “The commitment of funding and program shall extend for a period of years until the
funding is exhausted.”

Page 27, line 25, Section 79755(a)(2)

Before “Special” insert the following: “Of the funds provided by this section, not less than
four hundred million dollars ($400,000,000) shall be committed to fund”.

Page 27, line 26, Section 79755(a)(2)

Add “The commitment of funding and program shall extend for a period of years until the
funding is exhausted.”

Page 27 after line 37, Section 79755

Add new section (d) as follows: “Funding for levee projects in the Delta as defined in 12220
shall seek to achieve a base level of protection for all levee systems at least equivalent to the PL 84-99
USACE standard for agricultural levees and for those levee systems most critical to protect
infrastructure, water quality or water delivery a higher level of protection as deemed appropriate by
the Department of Water Resources.”

Page 30 after line 2, Section 79765

Add the following: *“(c) Funds provided by this chapter shall not be expended for 1) the
mitigation of any of the impacts of the State Water Project or Central Valley Project, or 2) the cost of
compliance of such projects with any regulatory requirements, including without limitation biological
opinions, take permits, reasonable and prudent actions, and water quality standards, or 3) the cost to
carry out the affirmative obligations of the projects to preserve and restore fish and wildlife, including
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without limitation achieving the CVPIA restoration of anadromous fish to ensure a sustainable natural
production at levels not less than twice the average levels attained during the period of 1967-1991, or

4) the costs to ensure a San Joaquin Valley drainage solution, or 5) any costs related to the Bay Delta

Conservation Plan (BDCP).”

* % ok

Thank you for considering these comments. Please contact the undersigned to discuss any of
the suggestions in this letter.

Yours very truly,
ZZ oA Mo
- //?M
Danite John Nomellini Osha R. Meserve
Manager and Co-counsei CDWA Connsel for LAND
Barbara Barrigan-Parrilla Bill Jennings, Chairman
Restore the Delta Executive Director

California Sportfishing Protection Alliance

Y )ﬁw ‘! &"y-&m

\.j John Hesrick
Manager and Counszef SDWA

DJN:db
Enclosures

cc: Senator Lois Wolk
Jim Metropolous
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ImEiementation Costs anc Funding Sources Chapter 8

Estiniated Funding by Plan Corponent (in millians $)° _ |

Monttoring, - Natural |
Research, Natural Communky
Adaptive Commumnity Restoration Other
Management, Water Ficliities Protectionand  (CMZ2, CMA— Stressors
Program and Remedial and Operztion Management CM10,CM1Z, Conservation i

I Patential Funding Source® Administration  Measures {cm1) {cva, cmay €M22)  (CAM3-CM21)  Tots %
(Exdicing Pederal Crants , e S -
Wetlands R=serve Pragram {NRCS) - : - : - $125 - - $125 9.5%
ooperative Endangered Species Conservation Fund(USFWS) - - ~ $5¢ . - - $50 9.2%
[Environmwental Guallty Incentives Program (NRCS) - I - s - - $50 0.2%

Lan and Wfffr-(_:nas_:-::ﬁ_mtlon Fuad _ B " ‘V - - i _- :.a__ ol _-_ s l . _T | 325 0.11‘-’3 )
[Natlional Coactal Wetlands conservation grants (USFWS) 1 - N o— - — - . B - ) g5 0% —;
{Restoration Partuership Grants (NMFS) : - - - - §7 8 sw0o00%
{3an Francisco Bay Area Water Quality Imprevement Fund (EFA) ) - - - - $5 - 550.0% |
Subtotal Federal Fanding __$160 840 - $396 $1.062 $1,0B7  $3,545 143%
Othes T'anding Scarces

Interest income $145 - - - - $20 $165 0.7
Summary ) |
Totai Funding $336 £1,09¢ $16,027 $1,061 \ 53,612_: $2,622 $724,756100.0%
ITota! Costs $335 $1,097 $16,027 §1,001 $3,610 $2,623 $24,754 - t
IDiffercnce funding minus cost} i $0 $1 gn ) 3 $0 $400%
*otes:

2 [nmost cases, funding amounts are estimates only based on funding history, overlap with BDCP goals, and of competit of BDCP projects, Where a range ia provided in |

the text, the midpeint of the range is used for this table unless otherwise described. Funcing ectimates irom state and fedcral agencies do not represent commitments and are subjecttr !
| gantzwaris, annual appropristions from Congress, and passage of vater bonds by the voters of Californ;a. Totals may r.ot sum directly Srom components due tc rounding r7or. |
|* Sec text for explanation of funding source, Including legal citations for federal and state funding.

See taxt for rationale of funding estimate, Where funding sources apply to multiple Flan components, iunding is allocated proportional to cost across applicoble components, unless th.ere
is 2 basis tc allocate funds differently. Allocations are estin:ates nf patential funding and do not Imply dedicated or guaranteed funding. 1

3

Incindes property ‘ax revenue replacement for 'and acquired in fee title from private parties,

'+ Funding ma;r be pravided from this source but ¢ is not assumeddye to the uncertainty 1t funding to support the BDCE. ) [
* See Tabin 8-55, Potential Funding jrom Californta Bay-Delta Restoration Appropriations, by Federa! Agency and Plaz Component, for details on funding. ,
E=cludes EIR/EIS mitigation costs.

Ray Delta Conservation Plan L November 203
Pubiic Draft (CF00343.17
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Implemeitation Crsts and Funding Sources Chapter &

Teble 8-38. Potential Funding Source by Conservition Measure—Water Facilities and Cperstion, Yolo Bypass Enhancement, and Avoldance Measures

! CM1: Water Facllities and  CM2: Yolo Bypass Fishories  CMI22: Avoldance and_
| Potential Funding Sourcas” Opearation Enhancement Minimization leasares” !

{Authorized Entity Funding ]
DWR—revgnqc bonds ~ ) ) ) X !
State water contracto:s X ) X |
Central Valley Praject Improvemeni Act | ;l_o;stg_rz!_ifn_'ﬁ_u_nd__(_kf_qla_mggg_]_ ez K o X _ i
California Bay-Delta Restoration appropriations—waterapg e lated resources Y I
by E e it adet | o 1 ; : t
I
1
|
Y

Fedcral water contractors X X
Other State Funding Souices

Ecogystem Regtoration Progam [COFW),

X
New WaterBonds _ N X ___ -
| Propasition 18 _ I R

Propositios;: 84 o
Other Federal Funding Sources

_C;Hfot;l_ﬂa Ba_v-Dglta R_esiazlﬁ_on appy_upﬁa&‘nns all fgv.:le!-al_ageng'_esg ]'

1 Estuary Restoration Act {INMFS]

(Restoratior partnorship grants NMFS) -

Investigations, snergy, and watcr development appropriations {USACE) A

Diher Funding Sources X

| Interest income X X X

! Nates: X

|# Sew texty or rationale of funding availability. Tais table notes potential funding sources and does not imply dedicated or guaranteed, furding. |
i “ Avoidance and minimizzéion measures are applicd te many conservation measures {including restoration) to avold and minimize effects an the coverer species, These [

;  mcasurss would be incorporated intc mosi of the profects conducted under other conservation measures, so would be funded by a wide range f sources.

1© Applicabie for refuge water provided bv Reclumation {not facility construction). |

1¢ All federal agencies in:ludes appropriations to Reclamation, USACE, NRCS, NMFS, USGS, USFWS, and EPA.

| DWR = Califoriif= Department of Water Resources; CDFW = California Department of Fish and Wildlife; NMFS = Nstional Marine Fisherics Service: USFWWS = U.S. Fisk znd
Wildliie Service: USACE = U.S. Army Corps of Enginears; Reclamation = Bureau of Reclamation; NRCS = Natural Resources Lonservation Service; USGS = U.S. Geological
{Survey; EPA = US, Environmental Proteciion Agency

E

E -
.

Bay Delta Conservation Plan e November 1022
Public Draft o 12X 0034:7,17



Irralementation Costs and Funting Sources

1  Table 8-39. Potential Funding Source by Conservation Measure—Habitat Protection, Restoration, and Management

Chapter 8

Potential Funding Sources”

ICM3 Natural Communities
ion and Restoration

ICMA: Tidal Natural
CMS5: Seasonstly inundated
Fioodpiain Restoration
C'ME: Channel Margin
rnhnm:ement

M?7: Riparian Natural

munity Restoration

Anthoriced ¥

L:MI: Grassiand Natursl

agement

11: Natural Communities

9: Vernal Pool and Alkall
M10:
Restoration
an
>

Seasonal Wetland Com

mmunity Restoration
ru_mmlcn

10: Nontidal Marsh
‘nhancement and
M12: Methyimarcury

nagement

#| ICommunities Restoration

(Authoticed Entsty Funding =
DWR—biological opinlons for long-term coordinated operations of SWP
State ing Sources

New Water Bonds . o

i Propositiop 18
 Propasiticn 84,

)
> ><_><i>=
1

5 2¢ e
|
1
'

1
:
i

xlx,x o
ol

(peise e

|

| Wildlife Lonscrvation Board
Fedesal Funding Sourves =

Central Valley Project Improvement Act Restoratton Fund [Reclamatinn] __

Califorma Bay-Delta Restoration appropriations—water and related resources

l:—c BT

'
Wl e

Ea Tt

 California Ray-Delta Restoration appropriations (all federal agencies) _ _
; Regional Beosysters Conservation (NMFS) - .
Astuary Restoration Act {NMFS}
'Wetlardis Reserve Progmm (NRCST T T 7 °
Couperative Undangered Speciesonser-ation Fund (USFWS) .. . __ _ .
Environments! Quality Incentives Program (NRCS)_ B —

jLand and Water Conservation Fund o -

j Nationai Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grants {USFWS)

! Restoration rartmership Grants INMFS)

! Sar: Francisoo bay &rea Water Quality Improvement Fund (EPa) ~ ~

(e f><'s¢

i
1

:
]
Toe}  2e'ne o

.
1z ¢ balve]elme
]

S50 91,5¢

i

e der
%85 pd 3434

3

|

i

i

Feyrepe
i

.,
ETFC I T
¥
i
5a.5¢ 3¢,

 Dther Funding Sourtes
| Interest income

I B

!
e

{ Endowment (post permit]
{ Notes:

# See text for rationale of funding avallability. This tabi= notes potential funding sources and does not imply cedicated or guaranteed funding.

* All federal agencies includes appropriations to Reclamation,
¢ Applicable to land acquisition that might be needed to support restoration.

l DWR = California Department of Water Resources; CDFW = California Department of Fish and Wildlife; USFWS = U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service;

USACE, NRCS, NMFS, USGS, USFWS, and EPA

NMFS = Nationalparine F isheries Service;

LNRCE = Natural Resourcus Conservation Service; USGS = U.S. Geological Survey; EPA = IS, Environmental Protection Agency

2
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‘riplementaiion Costs ana Funding Sourias Chapterg

Table ¥-30. Petential Funding Source by Conservation Messure~Other Aquatic Stresse

— ——g— 5
! 2 g 5 g g |
| ¥ e &£ g & § : l
' - 3 % ?; o] E E g N E
! g g d »n = 2 e a [ - g |
[ £ 58, F2 B 2 3 & £8 5 |
HEHE I T T O
| £E§ S5% Er £ g£: 53 2y k2 g |
a8 28 8 = =8 9% 28 & %
89 f3P 83 9 5% &% af &4 5
b Potertls Fonding Sousces” —bf B%K 65 55 E3 ES FE RE B |
1 Autierzed Patity Fondg e = ) N I | i
{ Ceniral Valley Froject improvement Act Restcration Fund (T mation) X TR T N P T X x
L’J' Bay-Deltap - cioras ion appropriations—~water and related resources X X X |
i Saate I ding Sovires e Al i
1 New Water Ponds . _ X . X _ X X __X X X X, X
[Propesijor 18 _ . 1 . . X o
I Propaositicn 64 —t X X :
[Eodetal PandvSowrcss o (in ]
'L;AE_ag-D_e!mRﬂmm icr apyropriations. (all f2desal sguncies) ¥ X X x ¥ ES zo
| Rugional Boosystem Conservation (HMTS) _ _ X _ X iy e . _ R X}
| Estumry Restoration Act (WM L o _X . S _ N X
, Resteraiion Partnership Grasts X X S = oo
i Gifaor Paeuding Sources _
(Ineresty o 3 X X X, X X X L

mm;s:
* See texipor rativnaie of funding avsilehility, This tablej dentifics poteritialr unding soutves and dozs net imply dedicated or guarantec fanding, :
j° Al federal agencles includes apcrepriations to Reclamation, USACE, NRCS. NMES, USGS, USKFWS, and FEA.
1¢ Fuiiding for the operation and nisintenarce of the Stockisn Dasp Water Ship Channel Aeration Facilitr is being provided thy wugh 2913 under 2 3-yeer joint agreement ]
i with tie Porz of Stockton, San Jexuin River Group Authority, the 3an Luis and Lelta Mencsta Vater Authority, the San Jozquin Vallry Drainage Autharity, and GWR. |
This funding agreenent has two option years (2014 and 2515) that msy be exercived. Bacause of the Linited term of this fanding source, it s net includ«d as partof |
the long-term fuding stratogy, i
CLEW = California Department ci Fisk andwy: ialife; NMFE = National Morine Fishories Service; USACE = U135, Ariny Corps <% Engineers: NRCS = Naiural Resources |

Corservatien Service: UEGS = 11.5. Grelogical Survey; USFWS = U.S. Fish and Wilidlife Service; EPA = U=, Envirerrisntal Protectior Agency
Bay Cafte Conomrvation Plzn - Novemter 773
= ICF 5345 12
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Implementaiion Coms Chapter 8

1

2 i of 3 Supplemental A

1 .f'}.Z_,.?»w:m Y 671 nm’m.ur fve Manape

i  nse it swram daptive 3

5 Conservation e LTy ) 5 Hian ]

& k.,,;pL iental Ad ='We Z‘-‘ianagefnez.u Fand wi provided bv rbmum.or

7 Stmteo amd. med States. The components of the fond ‘ma“ the proce:

8 Bile 10 8 5 te conservaiion o

ter 2, Section 3.4

Lo
11 8.3.4.2 Financing through Bonds
iz The state and federal water contractors could issue either general ob gatioa or revenue honds
13 finance the costs of UM Water Facilitfes and Gperation, State and federal water contractons are
i4 maore likely iz issue revenae bends to finance their contribation to the BDOT hocause they can issue
K hiers on thelr cwn vathier than general abiigarion bonds s that require votor approval. Additionsily,
i6 revernue boands mav hs, a preferavle financing mechanism becanse they do not count tawards the
17 } i entity. How n:'f:»‘--:', revenue bonds carty a higher fterest i die than
is ? they are bucked only by the assets provided by project revennes.
19 P may he issued by & vaviety of sources. DWR may [ssue hondg
206 % 1% does to Brance the construction of other SW¥ faciliv les, which would then be repaid oy

i participatiog SW? contractors. Individual water coniractors may also iseus their own f‘V""Dh-_ bonds
2z or they may du s¢ cniirwvelv *h}"oug}-a!umtgmw ® authm Feds

Z3 Lontraciors Water Agency {SFOWA ). ! :Fg;a_..
24 Tenntractons and member sgen

£ - P gl - T i 3
SFCWA may be usad as p funding veh

e iu.zs.z.lg and hackstapped by the pariich

a7 revenue ponds, 70% of all 8
a8 fic bonds must be appen m-_d hx ctors wha r*y‘“:mt the
29 oS v.‘in arz parddpating members of the pﬁv,u L Gl sv n the geonomic benefits ¢

¥

ibed later in this sention and in ﬁv“ﬂm 3441, Willingnesz do Fro
- SWE conteactors and members 1me an Luls
icipaiz in the issuance of necessary revenue b

nicipated 1

Autherity waald p

B.3.4.2.1

2 ".-a!."tns-s‘:a‘-'.e and tede

oo nds, eaa‘i‘s v.‘i.h @ re ; |
exsmnpt, long-terio debt, The four seriex are d‘:.-.scrihad helow and in Tabie B-42,

38 = istbend serdes: fond first 2 years of constructicn,

S8 Only water contraciors with p! ARErty tRE revenue are able to issue genersl obligation bouds, For ¢xampele,
Metropalitan Water Districy of Southern Califernis issued 2 $39.5 mitiion n genersi obligation bund iz 2016,
Reweune honds are an available tso! for all watey con'raciors.

ay Dalta Conservation Plan 878
‘ubidic Draft
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Table 8-45. Estimated Funding for 2014 Water Bond Relevant to the BDCP (based on 2010 allocations}

Rzicvant 1o the BOCP
.;w.r.fzﬁ Eond Secdcm

| T
Fota! Funding Progortinn Estimiated for
Assumsed Assumed {or the tha BOCR
{miilions)® BF”“F“ {'m.dwm}

s and counties

i Flan

i .fmser aticn az:.d Watem?&ezi Protection

f_ ERE Ni—

a

LA

:F‘xrg'"::m" {7 ‘?""’-sa

'f snirg! Valley Projecs
: Izproves galmonid st pas Sag

™ ( 76 ‘n\

e
{ Suﬁh.rcl C.

2,

Improwi n eni At 3,;a.¢,m th
acvamenus River

2}

Lonzery ridle

d Waterched Frotertion

50%

ﬁt;'_i F
| Motes:

ta Baszﬂd on

s

8.3.5

Fublic Drefi

ding Lstimated for the PDCP

aito

AT

V5. CoTan: Senate Bill 2, 2665-10 T

118 ‘:'3-.«*-'.3: amourts in 2034 oeina f-x‘fur-'- yea' may ‘a"ﬂe different.

ow of one every 4 yr.qm, 0 AVarRg
fatly fund the BDCP ave alzo like!

> of the permii term, pre

n Table 8-47, 12 waisrhonds have boep

Lign, The tﬂu.i':!;

1.1 History of Water Bonds in California

i by Califormis veters
nistory. subsequant
the perinit term.

of any subsi
unding for
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BECIION 4

DRAFT DELTA PLAN PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL iNFAGT REPUHT )
BICLOBICAL RESPURCES

Table 4-4
Area (in Acres) of Natural Communtty Tvnes in the Belta sind Sulsun Marsh
Total for Dels
Naiurd end Agnleuitieal Aroa of and pisun
Comsumily Types Delix Sulscn Marshy  Overdap Marsh®
Tidad cpon weter B8 257 110 20,750
Tidei brackish marsh e 8350 " 830
Tidel freatrmier marsh 8,080 - - 8,080
Nonticsl opan waisr 10,520 30 = 1055
Nontidal bricusk: mar<h, meneged 2549 4848 1,480 50,169
Moniidal freshwatsr merst, unmeaneged 3,260 10 10 3,289
Nontidal freshwaler marsh, maneged 14,300 - - 14,309
Alicall seswonal wetiands 5470 170 10 5,530
Qrasstands vath vemal peals 8083 1,150 10 19,080
Ripatian foreet 8,080 - - 8,830
Ripartan scnuh 7,080 170 20 7,180
Fopulan investws 70 - - 17
Gmssiond 53,450 18310 " sm £.200
Iniand dune serub 20 - - 20
*Agricultarc iands ] _ _
Alfaif2 - 82,410 - -  emo
Inigated pasture 51,590 = - @
Com — _ 28,220 - - 10620
Rco 3,760 = - = 766
Vioeywd 28,859 = - 22,850
Orchad o 17,080 _ = = 1708
Other culbivatzd ciops . 114,940 - - 114,543
Other sarinim _ 82 750 2640 320 72480
Osk voodiany - A50 - L)
Devsioead _ 0,110 1,560 100 81,910
Undafinad _ - 20 E 2
Total ) e 106,620 4320 ey

Nede: Numbarm have Zeen rouraded t @ noaanel 10 mgn,

*Tho Deie wrd Sidson Moo prass e }0). The orrosgs chews rrsgicats tres extont &f ovaikapping aoresge Sor sesh nutum oy
swieun commurity fps,

! Tha tote repzermmts 315 combingd aoresgs of the Daliz ard Buium Fessh arase. The evstiapping eomage ot o ongs,

*The tolal iy ot exsd 2 sum of the sorergas for Mt ynes bacves of rounfe,

DELTA 178,190 Acres

MARSH 101,380 Acres

4188
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Tiile

THE CALIFORNIA WATER RESCURLES DEVELOPMENT BOND ACT

Year/Bieetion 1962 geneyn}

Praposition
type

Fopulsyr vote

PazafiFail
Stmmasy

For

nong (lap)

Yos: 3,008,328 {51.5%); No: 2.63 5,264 (45.595)
Paze

This sct provide: for a bond issue of one hiion, sevey Wandrad fifty million
dodiars (33,750,050,060) to be neeg by G Deperanent of Water Resourses far the
devalopment of i water rasources of k= Stets,

Argrument in Tevor of Californis Water Resomrees Development Boad Aat

Weour voie on {his measurs will decids whether Californiz will cuntipue to prosper,

This Act, if approved, will Jaunch the sugevwide yester devc?@pmeu%gg@g_sm
which will mset prosausi snd fite demmands of ali secas of California 7T Progremn m’i_ﬂi '

) i Mwﬂ.tmwaﬁmﬁmmﬁﬁ@maﬁmmm
1for it The bonds will ka wsed over o pesicd of many years and will involve an
approxiconte Roaus] wopenditare avemnging only 375 million, as comparsd, for Sstapls
with $6U0 milifon & yuse we spend on highvavs, .

Exigting facilities for farnishing veatur for California's ueedy will soon be
exhousted decauss of our rapid Popuistion growth andd industrial end egricuiturs!
expansion. *¥c now fase o Rurther aritical loss s the Colorwdo River supply, Withow the
projects mede pessible Ly this Act, we face & major water cisis. We can stand no more
delzy.
e B

TP Tafl 10 a5t pore e peevide pew rodgeee of water, lnd develagmeont in the ;
, greai Son Jonguin Valles will slow to s hgl oy 1958 mnd the remn of coltivats? areas i i

| wastelagd will bepdn. In sovshany Cujifoenis, Bie exigting souines of water which bave |
| penrished ita tremendons sxpeasion will reoch copantty by 1970 and further ,
devalopment st whelly coase. o aorthers Calitornis desperainiy nonded flood sagtrsi ‘.

| #od water suppiies for many loes) mreas will be desied, P

This Act will assare construciion firnds far new wator facilitlas o
smeet California’s requirernmsis novs and in fie furare., erea of water
i_anothey.

To met questiors whick concemed, southern Califoris, the bonds will finunce
compiction of el fieilities nesded, as deseribed in the &gt Coatracis for delivesy of
IVBEOF iy not be sliered by the Lagisintire, The tap will be e, wed oo amoeid of
poltical mvsuvestug can g it off

Ty

5 Under this Act the water rigits of morthens California will remain secursiy
i protected. In addition, sufficien: psaney is fevvided for construction of local projecis yo I
f mest the pressing needs fix Ao EREie0E, ranealion ivegies i serits,

K
i o M 2 weiy

’ A maucly ooeded drainage syslem and water supply wil] be provided in the San f
Juansin Valley i

YAt g e——

1, v
Construction here autharized will provide thousands of jobe, And the prograts wili
nowsish remendovs industrial and farre ane uban expansion which will develop an
ever-growing source of erplovimen: and sconmmic pronperity for Califomians,

Our Legiziniore has spproprigted millisns of dollars o work i proparaion, and
cansinsetion s now underveay. 1t would be tragic 4 this i ey e sUar tovwnrd sphudion
ol sur water problems were pow 2bendoped,

I we &l w wct pow 1o lnsas worspietinn of this consiragtive frograr, serious ,
exdsting water shoriages will saly get worse, The suceess of our State i3 m siske. Woie
Des i waker Sov peoyle. G nromress, fox mrosperite!
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206 SIOUDMAN v, DOUNTY O RrvERs
3l Callagp -4 196 CaLRpE 7 (Mad, (083

in additicn-ts the Senpte Conauittes Report, tae cmtraciing principies, and
e MWD conimct, there wene politica! press releasis,® 2a anabnis Yy ke
League of Woruen Vaters,* snd reports by vutsicie cotsultants® which all bz~
dizeted thet contraus paynents wauld pay for the cost of the entire Project, and
tha: lezal property s, ib addiion 10 12er charges, were availabls if feveaces
from water sales were not enoupgh tv pay soch cost. i :

P R . P : ' P af-

*Als Cronsiox, ther State £ uarllor, nited in a press nulonss: *Ag additionsd seourity i
t::gmaa and tn preveat a drvin on s Genors: Pavd incase o Geficionsy, i loca) coptractng
meses will have ad valotom tesfig poser dvar and sbovo the cot of water wi'zh the zser vwii)
%}: I8) Lol agencies wili theretore b ubiet«‘»msthdr&;mmmlq thd St even if
Tvesfuss from: fooal tales, . wates aré nor, sufBicient for this purpoes, [ Thaoueh thin pai-
eedure. the hopofick.cies of the Watiz Plag; bev:owe the financisl keystone ond sunport ruther
Yine, the Geaen] Fond arie the pears} axpavee," >
Covernor Pat BRown's e commuess « the Sy aee alg: pfiemative:
“Goversor, whai is your enswer people who sy, “Tdon't want t5 pey fir somebads elic's
watsz,’ Liko 8q2 Frencisenu: . % have alvcary st fof vne wats: prosect: Why shoald I Be com-
“Orrvnioi Hiszws: Well. ey s |

4d

45

A e T R

“Ihe League of Womee Votees' unalyaia observed: *“The stete will wonirect with public asen-
adiss huving: the jesasomes prwer s the: can meet the required pavwent @ the stk b the nve
OF teies axWwli =¢ waler xotew iF they on desiee I this vy 50 ik Will by shsadizig water for
.mﬁh.e'mgigﬁ" j - . EE P | Y . qi D oo

*Agihe ropect of Chas, 7. Moin, ., sonsubtint i th Depertowni of Wiaier Rescurces, ruid:

‘Rittes o7 wgier vk power 2 dor other nambrerble wews Jic,, gh :

cin] Wilk be Stdisdiod w A8 w rew to the St oY castr of o s s o
avy replecongtiet, @t priveipal sod wswest on ¢ #; ponds, (2) expendiages som i Californiy
Wates P v £5) aber seonics uged in s constraction o iae praject wurks. Sinco thr waee
deliiver; contirely rre propousd = ctesi 45 Jong 23 e bond ieraymnt pesiod. we copsder. et
iz wrder to T the dhove reqrmedal revinuss soust Do develipeg duning this prrisd suii-
it to return b sck onage ™ (Bipad Repon, “Coneral Byvaluanos of e Prowosed Promrms:: 100
smingiay s Constructing the Stare Watcr Resauresr Dovaopment Svstem of G Sate of
Califernis: Tioparunent of Watte Resoarcas, ™ (Ot 1965 p 23

Dlaa Rond'® Lo, T, 2 scoond cmside cprsiltant or, the *finansla) sspees GF e Boue's
liCt prORESIN, 1eposted o Ootober, bedors s stiidnade wutn! “Tiss Prograan cootarmi
Sat & cugltrmutos: for e woter 15 by delivened uy' the Progresi will bs wunicipal orpomtion:.
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Summsany yemplate

For
BICP Financlng Commitiee Action fems

Astion Itemy: Use of Hahltet Funds to Provide Outfiow
This issue may be tegrared into the deddsion-iree 1 the resutt ofihe
State/federal wecrtings v a decision tree with lnsuthcient vield te support the
project Even U doss oot becume part of the decison-tree i ghonld rewam
wr thi g of tole that (e be esed throush the adaptaer management
progrant. Under this ides hood funds oviginally wegeted soward habiay
restiraticn could be reprogrammed f oapital owllay programs sueh as
purchase ut water rights, Gallowing programs, development of cuordinated
preurslwader conjuackive use programy, and otlier witer managergent
1echnigues which would provide cutflew pended for fish,

Issue Leader: BrontWalihall

for nse in hoying water [or species protecien, L
previdme more benslitg than would kawe besn py
srves to vaduce the pen i
[s. Sprmg, Summer, Fall X2).

s the pnkanced value Jor the species of
uvided by habimme parchases, snd also
necd o flose coiterla Bas lek sofficlent selentific support

Thz fellowing lasgoage & included in the 2014 bund air. The Finance {ommites apreed
that this language 18 dear enough to sliow funds nuade avsdlable weder this paragraph w be
usud far water puchases for specles progstion,

Wit 3 " - 13400 makin: ek ey, pyusy; ¥
Frosottn LT protent e Lhe jugtalunaniisey e LA bulys
" S AT DPREL T 3 g any oL the Lol ipwingi

Vi) Prowsectsy for the eveYemaent and imelene il
Yo tESL MYy geakistent ¥ LE Chupts

0 ODRvIaden ot Y el an LDame
L b iemiamentodd Fatotsh & cootwrz Al st o TRUs

B Gy vgtu i e At potentially feguiated ¢
T resudsan xl2te and Tedernl wator
By b eapetided 103 e poepaii ¥ G Y
i smwizonmeora ¥ TN
3 haie ekt 1 il fehgo parkzp il dini wildils
1hh rougi Py eRiAYRT, bl ERding LE A o! wal
' i MR 4 seluetl undvisfralide Javardve speres,”

Hour Step
1. This St ea regpines the passam of the 2010 water hand



Prior s passage of e 2004 swater bond the BOCE and e DHOTP slostd Be written
o spevifically allow tor water parchiases wo be substituted tor lubitay prrchases Fthe
BODOT aalapeive nianagement plan indicares thon iz vonlogivally preferabie,

T The BUCP ctsts ehapters should be wanlen w scknowiedpe the poteninl nse of
ot funding far habitag ne water purchases,

]

See Attarhment below



Water for Habitat

A part ot the BCP somber satinn measures, 40,000 ac'es of squatic iabitst vt e deveioped in the
Bost Db years. The benedits of this habitat development fov pelage spocles like Usla snd Longfin Smelt
will be determined throwgh careful mondtorion and resganch

H anuatlc habitet development does not make sufficlent peggroes n agtiuying the BUCR hlvlogical goals
and ebjuctives, Punds Uk ars projected to e poed foy additonal develupms of anualic habitst snay
b wsesd for nthr anbuns 1st would be 3 sunrogaie Lo Labitet, For examiple, Il addiviona: seaunal
custfinw b vaded, the funds ceuld he used Yior acguisition of water for outfioss Outfioy: {maintenanee
O salinity af various incations througl releass of weator From upsresm reservoirs] iy o ancthne iy
1w achizve binlogical poals and oojectives. subject to sclantific pnabyis 1o be conducicd n the urainlng
yoars, Th funds moy glso be used fur olner consarvasion purpnsas which could jedore dsaaslons to
nnfleve thi: soals and ehjactine,

Tha costs of develomag e 30,000 s0res of anuodc mubitatUwil Da soversd In part be future bond funds,
and i gt by funds provded by water avoncius purssant to OUAP ghligations. T e additlund? tidal
Midl 31 Fabtiats ate deviloped dfter the stz of Gperstion of TV, araunt 53 hillion weould st be
pvallable to develop water jor cadiiow parpecos from fulure bing *unds,

e amoun of watee tha may be veeded for sdditional suifiow has not boan chzturmined, aut ik could
Dt g2 much 35 1.5 mal on an eonusl averege bosis, IG5 has estinaed thal the sctual differeary on an
anuil averngs basih could he nuch ipwer, asummp that what s neaded to s7iisly the T:hgy agency
utflows renuiremonts wonld be about 00 Laf pes year {experts ot & lovel of £ malhed and the grmnal
proposed projent (5.5 matiyl.

Punds could be userd In & number of wavs to produce an average of 700wl of additosal outflow
Purchase Watsr From Upsteeam Potitieg

Woter plirehasts, boll; shus sid lonpterm, s mpertant component of the water cort soior's
supplery nial water pragoama, A by condteation for supporsting o wate puchasn progrs ¥or Dol
niahhat fequiromments will ke whethae those programs cetnpein with sdlatlig or planned supplamnta
watur iranster supalies,

Witer Pights Purghaselleass ol o 2 portion of the 53 0 billon would be ussd ta mirchsst water fiom
vistuatary sellurs This opfaon waold incdude the surchace of bandy with the appropsiate wirter rights in

0

“dtigr ne Delta or the sacasmento Yalesy where the water supply coudd e spomanamed tor outhlaw or | Commant QIM3J: &1y vz da esmn e
Iy laitn halitat benefis, Whils transfees foom the Sansnts Valloy wpuld fmiost dhuly eroste mesin ey NCeni 0 kTt wpileg otes

2 . i ‘n = " R W S ST e Yeront et e Tuch g
sretest amount of water, analons fiom e San Jequin Valley worald alse pead 1o be nvestimsied, | Sismctan ."_,t... b wiito b By is

foig athort has the polendisl 1o Interirre with i2ng e transfers beleg o steaaplatad Dy SWER o (0
South of Dudta santractons, whith eouly inmpact the avellabliity 4nd piicieg o sugplemental woiter
suppites macded Py ¥he Water ponliacors Lo et hydeologn or repuli (57y Stedtigns. 0 1he wslaics
i peogram eoult ampact Dhe st contractirs, Sdditionally, there cauid by cegative Imacts in the
e o vy e land and w Jghre gvs bals parchased, Thase migce Ay have o oe Hiltlaied
Anrwal Transfor Mackay, MarkeUranstars includo ohiaining Taitow LS, trtading

eonune e e deredmenty. oF changing the tine of yeer fuyg o rewaEse, Thasy &e generally
coniidered asual wansturs because (0sts e sntiated misually ind e highly verishle sublect 1o
feeterd comin odisy of nput values, sspacially w ricy markor., waich iave Gradilicnally sappurted 4
erajortty of e Pallessdng transfier oo wis, Tho Lost of comdansive e watel bas historicolly tracked
with fallowing prices with o siighi dwrount ane a1e, therefors, als subiect 10 snpiel negoliutons. The
seepanisgine ol of roe Libworer s orcently Bemng capivoe! by the water contracioare 92 an sdhbitoenal

sarmey

(W]

org Wl et te g oA pemab iy U



toul lo meet sydialogle or regulatory shortages. Fo we bond funide, these agreemerss would hive Lo
L domg gmeam, evan though orice may hawi 1o BEGOTRLed BN a0 nnud! basis,
Fatiowanig and conjunciive use transfers o took thel the SWRCYP contractors curmantty uss on a
regular basls b meet snnusl water shorfeges. Therefore. additona) competitan for & Bnlied
suppleniental supply (estimated at 200.300 taf per ver! would impact the weler condiactois,
Deyeioo New Storage
Sevier s storege prajecis havy Sosn considered thas includs QEpa NG Sriding reservoly syuiems o
oot new aRslizam storage (sciies, Misw wtorage could he tsad 10 fApuItE water funng high
o peerlads Yor use e To onhanco Deits ciiflow . Posporial projecis Bl within v geoorst coneepls
ST of Dolra slorags and Upstreain of DBelta Sloragi,
Dl Horpme Devsl S 07 QERa] Bxisling siorags capabllity within the SVR/Swb place ol
s ability 0 improve the water sudpfy assacnted with an olated facliity s graetly afinciad by the
. Expaid ng e spabiity S captire water when B is svaiiabio will Imiprove
WAL Seply. Far exampin, analyies have bera done o conskier e heneiits of wpanee SInIge O
Jnimited demend, (hese goplyses shoow 1y gs murh 3¢ 5309 Lot of sddmng waie Augyhy couild Lo
proviged with addltienal Tedbillyy downsiesan, Ao sborse seth or the CYPAYD @Rport
facilities could ircludie:

o Enpand San Luls Resayols

v Deveglon néw off-stream storage south of the Della

* L Banos Grands - 1.73 10 2,04 wal {Called 1567}
¥ Cresboiba - 0.8 10 1,04 mal {Calfed 1997)

Sins!
%0,
titnporal drlivery puttoy

: oy

if the BOLP devalaps new sturage or expands edisting storage south of the Delta, such nrifacis would po
longer be svaiatie for south-of-Delta coniracions ™ develop as part of i gwn wats sanagemant
profrers, Therafurs, this option s considerad non ceubialto the SWRIIVE sontrastors botiuse sach
project will compate with the 2:poris tn duwslen Smilir prmjects that waeld allow e o §
wil v flow thet court be captured in the Delts thrnugh ¢ new ronvante Tociliny angd use in drio: o
fastrin i o years,
Upatenpm of Dalts Sigrage: Develon new or expand existion slocgs capatility upsteeam of the Della,
Addivanal upstrasn: sturage coold b usert W duvdon & water supply durlng wal years to mogs
additionsl outfluw reguinements 1 other weary.
< Pevalop new on sLeeant storsge spstioan of e Dot
Examplo: Liemperance Flst Keserval: - .7 40 1 3 %AF a1 3 noostruction cost of 52 6
e 5.0 biliion,
v Doyclop new ofl wtream ciorage wstreany of the Didia
Cxprnple: Sltes Reservalr - 1 0 {0 L6 MAZ 61 2 st o $3 6 0 53,9 billion. 1he
repesry frtlity heludes the ~autlic benofits” ehiscrhor of asogvigem

fapravernents i the dorn of atgplerentis Govws for the Delia, wots suslity, wd
} semparatuie, The profect estinsates that roughly o080 waf 6] vooeysien: storps
willl b guwitahle and roughiy 20 taf of o asys tem e will e develnped atialy.
“lasta Expansion - 5.5 10 (8.5 fool re 1256 15 639 1af stpraun) 2t 8 condinistics cost
of 55850 010 Biln], Recont Tttty srudies idontifiog (he pomary shanming
shyfeciives g5 1 increase anmionious fish sundval and ) incisee water ity
reilabiity, Thee srniacd has idonilfion ¢ vass supply berc i of betwess 16 Lo 127 wat
anmly with improvad coldwatiy pool manioement,




New ar @ausidud «toage north of the Ditts tht ncluges doidic ated saurage for ecesystem benehts ore
wontkfered noutral o the water contractor,



Exhibit I



PLANNED FRP AND OTHER TIDAL HABITAT RESTORATION |-
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‘What is the

Delta Investment Fund?

" The Delta Investment Fund was originally proposed in 2008 by the Governor’s Dslfa Vision’s Blue '
. Ribbon Task Force. That recommendation was adopted in the Delta Reform Act of 2009, which

i
l
* established the coequal goals of water supply reliability and Delta ecosystem restoration — “in |
| a manner that protects and enhiances the unique cultural, recreational, natural resourca, |
J and agricultural velues of the Delta as an evolving place” (Water Code section 85054) |

{ * AND established the Dalta Investment Fund, to be administered by the Delta Protection 5
Commission (Public Resources Code, section 29778.5). i

_j What does if do?

‘ Delta Investment Fund would fund projects that
advance regional aconomic sustainability and
enhance Delta communities. The 2012 Econcmic
Sustainablility Plan for the Delta recommends the
following priorities:

e ——

Infrastructure improvements

Gap funding for catalytic development projects
Economic development assistance
Marketing/branding efforts

* @ 9 @

e ———m— ————

Where's the monay?

— e

No funds have yet been allocated to the Dalta Investment Fund. Itis authorizad to receive funds from
federal, state, local, and private sources. Various water bonds being proposed may provide an
opportunity ior the State o invest in capital improvemenis ‘o Delta infrastruciure.

— —— —

7

(4]

| How would DPC atminister fund

DPC would develop guidelines and processes for allocation of public funds in a fair and transparent
manner. Stakehoiders would be encouraged to participate in development of associated programs in |
order to focus funding on efforts that would have the maximum positive impact on Delta regional
economic sustainability.



| When funded, what kind of projects would be aligible?
Depending on the source of available funding, the Dzlta Investment Fund might suppori: |

* Enhancement of Delta agriculture, such as
locai, velue-added processing of Celta crops

| * Recreation and tourism development,
including park facilities, agri-tourism,
‘Gateways” for Delta visitors

} e Branding and marketing efforts

 Local community econcmic development
planning

] * Grants cr low-interest loans to allow privaie
enterprise upgrades or development, such
as improvements for agricultural direct-sales,
or marina improverents

i e Local government participation in Delta-

{ wide regulatory process streamlining and

l regional economic development activities

i

i If general obligation bond funds are available, projects would typically be “capital improvement"
| Pprojects, such as:

Educaticnal facilities improvements

Emergency preparedness and response facilities

Expansion and improvement of Poit facilitles, as well as roads, bridges, trails, and signage
Building improvements, including historic and recreational facilities, as well as

Seismic & life-safety building improvements, and modernization of aging infrastructures

e m—— e =

S g o —

For riore information about the Delta Protection Act, ihe Delia Reform At or the Delta Investment
Fund. see the Public Resources Code secticn 29778 5 belovr, or
contact DPC.

e T —

Public Resources Code, section 29778.5: The Delta Investment
Fund is hereby created in the State Treasury. Any funds within the

Detta Investment Fund shall be available, upon appropriation by the |
Legislature, to the commission for the implementation of the regional !
economic sustainability plan, devaioped pursuant to Section 29759, for |
the purposes of enhancing Delta communities. The Delta investment ﬂ
Fund may receive funds from federal, state, local, and private sources. |
(Added by Stats. 2009, 7th Ex. Sess., Ch. 5, Sec. 35. Effective !
February 3. 2010.)

Delta Proteciion Commission
2101 Stone Boulevard, Suite 210
West Sacramento, CA 95631
916-375-4800
DPC@delia.ca.gov




