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April 23, 2014

Assemblymember Anthony Rendon
State Capitol

P.O. Box 942849

Sacramento, CA 94249-0063

Re: AB2554 As Amended March 24, 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

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

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 2554
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 seeks 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 including salmon, 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

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, Délta smelt, Winter Spring and
Fall Chinook salmon, Green sturgeon, White sturgeon, Steelhead and Greater sandhill crane.

3 See, e.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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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 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, §§11460 et seq. and Water Code,§§ 12200 et seq.); to preserve fish and wildlife
(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,
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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).

IL Specific Suggestions to March 24, 2014 Version of AB 2554
It is in the context of the above that we request the following amendments:

Page 4, lines 3-5. 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 9, Section 79711(a)

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

Page 9. line 15, Section 79711(b)

This language should be replaced with the following:

“(b)  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:

4 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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http://www.contracostatimes.com/ci_10152127.) This change will protect 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 21, Section 79712

Replace “agencies” with “contractors”.

Page 9. line 22, 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 17, lines 25-27, Section 79732(e)

Delete lines 25-27.

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

Page 18. line 18, 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).”
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Page 27, line 1, 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 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 27, line 4, 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 27, line 6, 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 (¢), cannot
be adequately carried out.

Page 27, lines 7-9, 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 27, line 13, Section 79750(b)

Add “The funding restrictions in Section 79712 shall apply”.
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Page 27 after line 34, 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 fuinding shall include 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 39, Section 79755(a)

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

Page 28, line 1, 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 28. line 3, Section 79755(a)(1)

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

Page 28, line 4, 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 28, line 6. Section 79755(a)(2)

Add “The commitment of funding and program shall extend for a period of years until the
funding is exhausted.”
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Page 28 after line 13, Section 79755

Add new section (c) 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 21, 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 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).”

® % %k

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

Yours very truly,
/) / vy /
2 L/zl.é v Sl

Dante John Nomellini Osha R. Meserve

Munager and Co-couasel CDWA Counsel fi rur LAVD

@J s r’f\ﬂ V',
)

Barbara Barrigan-Pardila Bill Jennings, Chairman
Restore the Delta Executive Director

California Sporifishing Protection Alliance

YLW iﬂp‘ {i«'..-uj

.J John Hemm
Manager and Counsel SDWA

DJIN:db

Enclosures

cc: Senator Lois Wolk
Jim Metropolous
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Implementatia: Costs ana Funding Sources Chepter@

. Estimated Funding by Plan Comyp (iv: millions $)° 7
' Monltoring, Natural
Research, Natural Community
i Adaptive Community Restoration Other
l Management, Wnter Frelities Protection and {Chi2, CMa~ Stressors
Program and Remedizl  and Operation Managsment CMI0,CM12,  Conservation
Potential Funding Source® Administration  Messures [(=7E1 {cm3, o) CM22) (CMI13-CM21)  Total %
Eisting Federal Gronts . i
Wetlands Reserve Pragram (NRCS] - — — §i25 - - $125 050
(Cooperative Endangered Spezies Conservation Fund{USFWSE) - N - $50 - - $50 £.2%
[Brvironmental Quality Incontives Program (NRCS) - - I Y T
Land and Waster Conservation Fand L - o ooss_ - T T T Tasony |
National Coastal Wetlands conservation grants (USFWS) - - =T T T $5 0.2%
Restoration Partnership Grarts (NMFS) — N - - 57 2 s1000%
[san Franciszo Bay Arec Water Quality Improvement Fund (EPA) - B = . $5 - | s 00%
Subtotal Federal Fanding ____si60 $e40 B $396 $1,062 $1,087 $3,545 1433
Othes. z‘ung_igm
Interest income $145 - - - - $20 $1650.7%
Suniimai y ‘s
- (Total Funding $336 $.,008 $16,027 $1,261 , 33613  $2,623 $24,758100,0%

Total Costs $336 $1,007 $16,027 $1.061 £3,610 $2.623 $24,754.-
Difference {fundiog minus cost) $0 $1 $0 $0 £3 $0 $40.9%
Notes:

2 In most cases, funding amounts are estimates only based on fending history, avetlap with BDCP goals, and assessmen? of competitivenrss of BDCP projects. Wherc a range is provided in
the tesi. the midpoint of the range Is used; for this table unles: otherwise described, Funding estimates from stats anc federal agencies do not Tepresent commitments and are subject to
grant awards, annual sppropriations from Congress, and pasiage of water bonds hy the voters of Calliornia. Totais may not surc directly from components due t» rounding error.

See text for explanation of funding source, including legal -itations for federal and state funding.

See text for rationale of funding estimate. Where funding saurces apply to multiple Plai components, funding is allocated proportional to cost across applicable compernents, unless there
is a hasis to allocate funds differently. Allocations are estimates of patential funding and do not imply dedicated or guaranteed funding.

Includes property ‘ax reenue replacernent for jand acquired in fee title from private parties.

* Funding ma; be provided from this sour:e but it s not assumed e tp the uncertainty in funding to support the BDCP.

See Tablz 8-55, Potential Funding from Caltjornia Bay-Delta Restoration Appropriations. by Federa! Agency and Plan Component, for details on funding,

J: Escludes EIR/EIS mitigation costs,

=

i

Bay Dalta Ccaservation Plan it November 2013
Public Drait IC7 00d43 73
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inplementatisn Costs and Funding Souices

Chagter 2

Tabie 8-33. Potentizl Funding Source by Conservation Mcasure—Water Facilities ancd Operation, Yolo Bypass Enhancement, and Avoldance Measures

i CM1: Water Facilitiesand ~ CM2: Yolo Dypass Fisheries  CM22: Awa'dance and

l Potential Funding Sources" Operation Enhancement Minimization Measures”

jAuthorized Entity Funding 1
DWR—revenue _hoi\d_s X X }
State water contractors X o 'e I
 Central Vailey Project Improvement Act Restaration Fund (Reclamation) X X
California Bay-Delta Restoration appropriations—wutergn re lated I"ES_OTI-I“.t;; e X T T
Federal water contractors - C - X ) - X
Other State Funding Sources

I E;.us_yitem E&ustgrx‘:mp _;Prggra__m [CQFW') . _ . T X

[Neg.f WaterBonds . o x ]
Propositon 1€ "~ x 7]
_;r:;us—iEion 84 - =~ )_(h i
Cther Federsl Funding Sources & |

: California Bay-Delta Restoration appropriations fa]! federal agenciesd ) e X X |

i_g.;tliary R_es'::_n'_aﬂor:‘:ﬂ‘-: [NMFS) _ B . . _~ X h _ __:__ o
Reroration partnershin grantsNWESY  ©_ C T - _ X —_—

| Investipntions, energy, and water development appropriations [USACE) A X ¥

'Loﬂmr Funding Sources A

|lnt=nest income X X X

:.'wlotes: X

|* Seetexteur rationale of funding availability. This aable notes potential funding sources and does not tmply dedicated or guaranteed funding,
1v Avoldance and minimization measures zre applicd to many conservation mzasures (including restoration) to avuid and minimize effects on the
| measures would be incorporated into most of the projects conducted under other conservation measures,

i Applicuble for rofuge weter provided by Reclamation (not faciiity construction).

¢ All tederal agencies includes appropriations to Reclamation, USACE, NRCS, NMFS, USGS, USFWS, and EPA.
| DWR = California Department: of Water Resources; COFW = Calitornia Department of Fish znd Wildlife,
i Wildlife Scrice: USACE = D.S. Army Corps of Enginccrs; Reclamation = Bureau of Reclamation;

Survey; EPA = U.£, Environmental Proteciion Agency

covered species. These |
s would be funded by a wide rangz o sources, 1

|

; NNiFS = Naticnal Marinc Fisheries Service; USFW'S = U.3, Fish and |
NRCS = Natura] Resources Conservation Service; USGS = U.S. Geelogical

Bay Dalta Conservation Plan
Public Craft

Novembar 2313
107 0034552



Implamentation Costs and “unding Sources

Table 8-39. Potential Funding Source by Conservation Measure—Habitat Protection, Restaration,

Chaptar 8

and Management

CM3 Natural Communities
Protection and Restoration
JCMA4: Tidal Natural

CMS: Seasonally Inundated
Floodpiain Ristoration

lon
Nontidal Marsh

Riparisn Natural
Grassiand Natural
mmunity Restoration
tion

Channel Margin
munity Restoration

ancement

9: Vernal Pool and Alkall
asonal Wetland Complex

nagement

=

"M11: Natural Communities

hancement and
anagement

M12: Methylmarcury

km7:

Patential Funding Sources®
Authorized Fun

;| (Communities Restoration

E

DWR—briological opinions for long-term coordinated Operations of SWP
State Fui Sowrces

New Water Bonds
: Propositiop 1E
| Proposition 81

B

pe ¢ e
i

04

{
"t
[,

)
!
|
il ne
i
1€ 54 ¢
_1 !

3¢, 54 ndda
e ue
|

| Wildlife L‘Ense[yaﬁon_ﬂ—oard
i Federal Yunding Sources

Central Vallev Project Improvement, Act Restoration Fund {Reclamation)
Califoruia Bay-Delta Restoration a priations-—-water and related resources

I

>

| California Ray-Deltu Resioration approoriations (al federal agencies)
| Reglunal Ecosystem Conservation (NMFS) _—_~ ~

| Estiary Restoration Act INMFS) —

 Wetlands Reserve: Program (ifRCS)_ e e
Coopermtive Endangered Speciesconsar atior Fund (LSEWS) __ _ .
Emironmenta!Cuaiey x_.,_cf%ms Prgam (NRCS)

Land and Water Conservation Fund_ e
National Coastal Wetlands Canservation Grants (USFWS)
Restoration Partnership Grants (NMFS)

S ><;>< ing] b

e

"¢, b¢ 32

g
! |
Sl

o B i [5e

x:x > ol

"xi e >e aeloafaeine

Dther F Somces

San Francisco Bay Area Water Quality Improvement Fund (EFA)
(ther Funding Somces

Interest income

»
ine

Endowment (post permit}
Notes:

“ All federal agencies includes appropriations to Reclamation, USACE, NRCS, NMFS, USGS, USFWS, and EPA
|© Applicable to land acquisition that might be needed to support restoration.
| DWR = California Department of Water Resources; CDFW = California Department of Fish and Wildlife;

USFWS = U, Fish and Wildlife Service;

a Ses.hext for rationale of funding availability. This table notes potential funding sources and does not imply Gedlcatet: or guaranteed funding. |

NMFS = Nationalpy; jne F isheries Service:

| NRCS = Natural Resources Conservation Service; USGS = LS. Geologica) Survry; EPA = IS, Environmental Protection Agency |

Bay Dalta Conservation Plan
Public Draft

November 2013
ICF ca3 13,12



Iniplemzntation Costs and Funding Sours Lnapter 2

Table &-42. Potential Funding Source by Conservetion Measure=-Other Aguatic Stressors

| 5 T g 1
! 3 g . ee |
Z £ § g |
| i3} ¥ f s 38§ |
g3 (28 g E & E g g E :
<E 43 Sa £ £ 5 £ gL § |
5E §&v. B2 £ T : 2 5 8 g |
%8 _§ g9 =8 s, s § g gH £
g e 2 EE £ 5 ® 52 £ § é‘ g |
E2 8] 8¢ 2, 35 8% % P o3 &
9% g2 43 8¢ 5§ a2 sf s§ 5 |
| _ Potential Funing Sources' 6f RgA aF 88 FF 2§ SF FE R
|_§_nﬂmxm-z’d~‘m';}- Fuzding . S 1
| Central Valiey Project Improrement Act Restoration Fung (Reclamation) X ey S i X j
;_S:AEF\'-Pe{@wif::a propriations—water aad related resources X _ X X 4
i Biate Tundias Sowrss N1 S . . :
|New Water Ronds | = XX X _ _ X x _X Y x !
(Preposidon1E . I S i T S X _
{Fropositonge XX %
Federgl Tandimg Sautees N o —
{4 Bay-Deltage..omq ion anpropriations . X _X X _X X X X x |
| Eegional Feosystem Conscrvssion (N3 - L L ¥ I ¢ _ X I . o X ]
| Estmngy Rexioratlen fict (NMFS} T ——— . X _ . X . S T = N X 1
| Restoration Furtrezship Grants INMPS) R e ¥ X i g ) __1
| Other Punding Sourses b
[ Incerestip o ¥ X X X X . x X ! X
Na ]
! « 5 ‘e of fundiug availability, This tzble; dentifies Ppoisriiairunding smurce und does not Imply dedicated or fuarantzed funding |
i* All federal agencies inciudes appropriacicns tn Reclamaticn, ISACE, NRLS, NMFS, USGS, USFW5, and EPA. |
1 3

|¢ Funding for thr aperztion and miaintenance of the Stockton Deap Water Ship Channe! Acration Facility is beir.gz provided through 2013 under a 2-year joint agreement |
| with the Port of Stockeem, San Jos:min River Group Autharity, the Zan Luis and Delta Mendata Warer Autherily, the Sar Jexquin Valley Drainage Authority, and DWR.
This funding sgrzement has U« option vears (2014 and 26 15) that may be excreiszd. Because of the Fnstted tori of this fundirg source, it is not included as pact of
| the long-term funding strategy.
COFW = Laliforniz Dopartment of Fish andyy; Ldlife; NMFS = Nationai Marine Fisheries Serviee: USACE = U.5. Army Corps o Engineers; NRCS = Nztura! Risourcas :
Lonservaticn Service; USLY = U.S. Geclogica! Survey, USFWS = 118, Fisk and Wildiife Service; BPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency |

By Delta Censervition Plai: i £-59 Navember 2033
b §°F 30342 23

Fublic Draft
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8.2.4.3.3 Supplemental Adaptive Management Fund

3, Sect ik A::, :wwﬂ.f.maz.

o, GECURN 5

1-'1’1'.55-.‘](;!".' A

;!.Lr:"g.w'f tn

“"Acn.tdutbxp'.x ¢ i‘»” ek Purﬂ will !;n. jO"". s provids
State of Californiz, and the UIIIL“K t..uL\. The compenes t.s uf the fun..; and the q“‘r.

; hle to support changes 1o conservad 3
] ‘hapter 3, Sectipn :

Tes i 5.- mport Adapiive

reanagement |
Munagemnent,

8.3.4.2 Financing through Bonds

The state and federal water contractors could issue sither general obligation or revenue bonds™ ig
fnarce the costs of (01 Water Facilities and Operaiion. State and federal water contracts:
more lkely to issue yevenoe honds to finance their contribution w tha BUCE becanse they con issus
them o their own rather than ganeral cbligation honds that vequire voter appr

oval. Addis alky,
ronds may be a prefevable financing mechanism becagse they do not cownt towards the
ired dabt Kinit of the issuing entity. However, revenus ‘he“m-w" T & high

mer intersst rate than
it siligation bond because thay are backed only hy the assets provided bp project revenmes,

s for the BDCP may be issued by 2 vavigiy of sources. DWR i uay issue bonds for the
©5 o finanre the construciicn of cther SWE facilities, which would thon he vepaid by
g SWP contractore. Individual water contractors may alse iszue their own revenue houds

ot
or ihey may 4 .iu ] "ulwc*sve‘y f*:*fug,h a -ma,t powers autharity. such as the Siate and ¥Fedaya
Qonﬁ: cicrs Water Agency (SFCWA). SFCWA s a Joint Powers Authority uxqi. M‘u.n formed in 2004 by

saver contractors aud memher 3gerues af the San Luls & Delra-) 2 AUtoiity
‘A muay be vsed as a funding vehicle for the BDCP, jex uing revenua b Ondaﬂ- hebinif of ifs

o

hip and backstepped by the pary Icipating racmbers (water contractors),

ssues revenie honds, 70% of all SECWA directors mast o wiprove of the project. In

e specific bonds must be approved hy 704 of 1:1"""=.‘7“'-r(;=;q wihe represent
m:ta’acs:—*;rs 1-vh.~::.~ are pa m ng -_qumhc.u .‘f tr;.-- prove't Glven the economic uevefm«, o water
contractors, des i L Wiilingness & Wm'rlr'}a:?m'mg, it
is anticipated that most 'W*' CONDRCIGTS an .d members of the San Luis % Delta-Mend
1 G o i"'um!‘c\h, ir: the issuauge of NECESSArY revenue bonds,

Q

Debt Financing

Cme seenario under consideration o finance e BUCE costs i lentified for the state and fadevai

'-;zf't:;i‘ I s;-r.’actsrr [Section 8.3.4.1, SW# and (VP Funding Respensihilities) is the lssvanse of 4 a¢

of four reveme hmd;,, cach with a te mn~4dy=¢“a’. The: rosts of CH1 would be Snanced with tax
¥

exemys, ieng-terni debt. The four series ave descibed helow and in Table 8-43,

*  1stbond series: fund first 2 years of construcion.

58 ‘{)nl} !

#ater coniractors with property tax ravenue are abie 1o jssue geizeral nofigation beads. Fer exanpls,
Matvopoiiian Water District of Southern California issued a £35.5 mllh.m genetai obligation bond in 2614,
Revenoe hends are an available tool for all water coniractars,

:arvation Plan November 2613
878 E 60355 17
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Tuble 8-48, Estimated Funding for 2014 Water Bond Relevant to the BCp (based on 2G1D aitoes

— S

Total Funding | Proportion
Category Relevant 1o the BOCP Assumed Assurand for the
{2010 Froposed Bond Section) {miifions)” apoe®

i ‘ta Suxstamabllety (79731}

i

l « hmprevements in Delta cities and counties $750 13%
i. = 3 w ¥yt al > yalh . T * ey ' . g
i= lmplement Bay Detis Conservation Pian 1,300 gOuG

& s We t\.rsh'.-d protection {7

| Coagral Conssavancy (79750(a)) €250
$215

l&' :ldlﬁ Conservation .T.»o,qru {79759 (c))
{5 G tied Coordinato: erant

orin a future year may be different.
wirpese of the program and petential

snd; Amounts in 7
ion mz:mllre-‘ k '-:iﬂ'-.- ths

sed nn a‘irr"-iainr? o Zull'-

fFihal ;.,‘P W

BOCE assumes ge of o second waler bond to fully fund the state porticen of the Plag, The toial
BRCP funding essumied for the subsequent watcr bond is $2.25 billion. The S.imn.Ar of any subsegeent
bond is unknown but would likely occur by year 15 of the eernil term, sroeviding funding for
approximately 10 year, or its passapge.

8.3.5.1.1 History of Water Bonds in Califernia

red by Caltioraia vaters since 1960, 2
h‘f:; -"3 subseguent water bonds

neeratian Flan i W =mber 2013
2 -85 i
euilic Deaft IF 024312
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DRAFT DELT/, PLAN PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL INFAGT FEP iy : SECTION 4
BIOLOGICAL AEBNURCES
Table 44
Ares (in Acres) of Hatural Community Types in the Dalts and Sulsin Marsh . —
Yol for Delta
Fatoved endd Ageicuiturs Aica of and Sulsun
Cemmsmity Types etz Suisun Marsh  Ovesiap Marsh®
Tidel cpon water ' B340 27T 1am £0.760
"Tidel brackish march - I a0
Tidal freshvmiar meveh 5,580 - - 850
Mantidal opan water 10,620 30 - 1082
Notibudal brigut: n:a7sh, mansgad 2.54) 48 1800 50,189
Montial freshwates essh, unmannged 3,260 ‘ 10 10 3,330
Nontilal freshwader marsh, managzd 14,500 - = 14,200
Al sousomal wottsors 8470 170 100 5,550
Crussiands with veme poals 8,030 1,150 10 10,050
Riparan forest 8,630 - - 883
Riperian acru i 7,030 170 2 7,180
Reparion vecves 170 ~ - 17
Grussland 53,460 18310 sa 9,200
Intand dune scrub 20 - - 20
“Agricttoral landa —— -
__ Alfaita T 62,410 - - a0
Imgotod posturs 51,680 - - G
Com 108 220 - - 108.220 —
Rica 3.7 - T 730
Vinayerd 28,850 = - 28,850
Orchad e 17,080 _ = - 17.600
Other cultivalzd wops - 114,940 - - 114,540
Ot 2oiicuiune B 6 7z0 2540 13 72480
Cak woodard - 499 - )
Devclorad . 80,54 1,880 100 51,910
Undafired ) - 20 - 20
Total s 6,855 435 s

Heste: Mumbaes kavs bean moulided 10 B2 raovned 10 msa,

*Tha Dede a0 § dota Wienh argas ouniep. The srrngs ehovn epmooal: B exied of sestazoing eoerge S st pogun) [
sgricufarel eommurity typs.

" Tha tatzl spreamss 413 combingd sersase of e Deita and Suison Merch a-00a. Tha avainpping comage 8 coumiad oo o7,

"Vl total may nel squed the sum o thg SSreages for Ingiviid Bpes bacsuss of oungGng,

DELTA 178,190 Acre

MARSH 101,380 Acres

4155
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Tille THE CALIFORNIA WATER RESOURLIES DEVELOPMENT BOND ACT

Veapilieetton 1964 punernl

Proposition  bond (lsg)

type

Pogaiss vote Yes: 3,008,323 {51.59%); No: 2,834,784 4B8.5%)

FPagslfail
Errmmary

For

&
-
14

Pass

_ This aet provides for o bond issas of one dithom, seven mdesd fifty miiion
tdolers (52 »13C000,050% to be need by the Depurtiment of Water Resourcss for the
devilopment of the water resowroes of the Siate.

Axgumseni ia Pevor of California Water Resources Development Boad Agt
Wour vote on this speasnne will decide whather California will continve o Prospées.

This Act, if epproved, will vach the statevwide water devclopment progeany
meatl prageot and fatme demunds of all mrons of Caltfornin. [The TR v |
&9 o BT, P nee s m:amwm%??“ B
) Ataugh Bae, s it sod posese, In e sende. it T ey |

i The bonds will ba uod over a period of many years sud will invelve an
Approxitonts snaes] wipenditure wvesaging only $75 million, ss compared, for exerapls
with 500 million a year we gpead on highways,

Bristing focilitier for furnishing vrater for Celifornia’s accds will soop be
czhausted becanse of our repid Fopuisxtion growth andg industrist and agricuihrs;
expansion. "We pow fse a further aritical lose in the Colorado Rives supply. Withowt the
projects meds posethle by this Act, we face major wuier cosis. Wo can stand o mors
delry.

! 2l water suppdies for mmny loen] preas will be demged.

poneidhed it yemandung capigviion will rench cesmeity by (970 and filvbes

—

- 3 wes Bl 1o st G W peovide new sovrces of water, lend denvaioprngad iy Phe
sread San Jonoudn Valler w40 slow to 4 halt by 19565 wad the rotnn of coltfuaied avess w |
wanieizawd wall bugla. In soudhem Cuiforsia, the exinting snorees nf waier wihwh have

developinent st wholly coess, In sorthern Calitornis deepersisly poeded flood ot

This Aot will sssure constriction Awds for new water dev facilitlap ty

mest Callforain's requirements nove and i the fuiara, ared of 1 i
rwwmﬁ?ﬁﬁmmw*ﬁ“ DY PRy wr delivare: :
L anciher, . A

To ment questions which concemen, southsrn Califoords, the bonds wili Somoes
compistion of ali fcilities nevded, as deseribed i the At Contraciy for delivesy of
wator may not be altered by the Legisletwe, The tap will be apem, wad oo amouis of
political xanneuvaring cay shut it off,

R

Under Uxis Act the water sights of noethes Ca
v flowd conzol reeve

! }
SIS

meet the sresing nesds

1
i
i
:5
|

i
H
|
i
5 |

3
5
<
L
B
2
:
£
:
i
4
o
]
S
&
a
¥
g?

Joami Vi

D R

Constroction bere autharized will provide thousande of iobs, And the prograzs wili
souxish remenddons indestria) and farm and urben expansion which will dovelig an
ever-growing sowrce of ewployment and sconomic prosperity for Califsrminms,

Qur Legidistvre has spproprisied ; vas of dellars for work in propuration, and
sensirastion is sow undervay, It wonld be wegic i this mpressive stan tawwnpd silagion
of sur water probiems wers 30wy abendnned,

I we fdl to aet pow o gure corapletion of dds conmracilveg Drogean, serione
exiziing water shortages will auly gon worss, The sweecss of sur Susge is atake. Voig
\|

T¥esl S watsr or peonle. fox prozmss, for_progpesitsl
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906 FooDMax v. Cowry or Rrvrauoe
140-Coltgp S50, 160 Cu Rpd, 7 jMer, 1983

P e 4 e ey =5z TR e,

in adaifion-to ihe Sonpte Conuzcittee Report, the voriracting peincipies, und

B2 MWE comguct, there wene politica! procs rdenses,® an anadings by whé

Leagoe of Women Voters,* wod roports by cutsice consultsnts® wizich all -

diceied thet contoaut puy meals would pay for the cost of the entire Project, and

thel lecal proparty taxes. 1 eddition to wies charges, were availaide H feveancs

from wuter solss wers ot cnqugh & pay sech cost. ¢ '
e .

L sty Lt . ' bin .

“Alan ey, ek Sate & “wazller, modad in  prees nolemss: As aditional sevurity
ta 1\:=nds and o prevent & druin on e Gemerz! Mued i cgse of oeficiorcy, iz lonal soroting
asocsts. will bave 2.2 valotam taxfng posrer dbar and above the cost of v der Wliich the user will
oy %Y Lovdl agencies wili thieresore e ablé th moer their woavaments to i S cven if
svpanes from lecal wles, ook waner aré 0o sutBelen: fou this parpess. {5 Thaoush this pro-
onrdare. ;bc hapelipirics of the W, = Plag bonooie the financial keyston: and support ratier
Yt G5 Ovaend Fond 299 the georrs? waxpayer,**

Covenar Pat BIown's press commcns g the 9o are ale infurmative:

“Governor, whai is vour srswer D people who sev, ‘Tdon’t want t pay for somends elie's
wate:,' Like S5 Prenewenns. “Thave atsuany phid fof one water profest: Wh shoald I be com-
Mie-‘i:‘ | £ 3 LN S _“.' i . 3 -

“q‘;n
Thigt 'e it feril et

“The Loegue of Women Vaters' analyais obacrved: *The state will wonirect with pobiic agen-
Giesi hsving: (i assasamons pawes s they onp meer ik requisod: payruent o the wtte by the e
of takes sl as water ravs i ey sn desire: i this Wy 20 wide Wil be sotistdizay water for
amtber recion ™ L B e ot - 9 s T

*Asthe roprist of Cluas, 7' Main, Ing., cunsulting 1o the Pepartment of Water Rescurces, 2cid:

“Ratex for water and power wna for cther relmbiarsible sioms jic., dhunges fo the ool sy
eoa] il ke apdlled v A8 w rewes o e Stais Gl cosre ol wreisst epvtica, LI TR A TR
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Summniary Template
For
BICE Finandng Lommitiee Action Items

Action Itemy:  Lse of Hahlrey Funds vo Provids Outflow
Thig tesue may be tegrated into the decision-tree i the result of the
Sate ffedera mesTings s & declsion trep with insufficient wisgld to support the
proselt Even i doss ot hegome part ol the décisiuneares i shodd remam
oy the max of tools that can ba used through the adaytoe management
progeam. Uader this ides bond fumibs oviginatly argeted toward habitat
restoration sowld be veprogrammned for capatal sutloy proprams such as
prrchase obwater rights, llewing programs, development of cuerdinated
proundwater corjnolive us programs, and mther water management
techniaues which would provide outfiow neoded for fish,

£

Issue Leader; Brest Walthall

Sormmary: Thls funlng whew was to 2llow pablie Tusdlog for habitar te be meprogramned
for vsg in buying water for speries protection, 10 has the eahanced value for the spedies of
provsling nwere benefite then would Lave hoen provided by babita porcbases, and Wsa
serves in reduce the perceteed necd Ty favw eriteyia thas Lack sefficlent sclentific suppart
fedn Sprmg. Summer, Fall K27,

[he foliowing languape is inchuled in the 2004 bepdacy The Finance Commites aproed
that this languoge s Jear enough 15 aliow funds miade avadiable unde shis paragraph to be

used fur water purshuses fyy specivs protedction.
wik TH Lin ser Lol eyt madtiow dedsass 3400, b, I
FROJECTH LL Protost innoet thee guztaltanidsy T lhe wlts
i s AY o n iy oty b the Loliosinyg:

\ Prisadota Log the e lopsent and implementab ton 28 the By
it Capsnrvelion Moo cotrisrent wigh Cisproy 10 jengsensing #0bh
fiesn 12n X400, T DavlEiea 3ot Yo PLeY 66rc Gake e . the peolects
halr b o et TR LSOO Al e ot meny 4= § v,

FEN LA, Leeulits] auel g vally Iegulated entibaus, TG
paryle; ididann aTaty ann tedvial wuter 1AL LS nids
may e oapindan 102 Ll Blepnie W=l anv i vahmenial A

el A nta i it

(L Jucts |\ o we ey At E + i Jd3lz
witmsnteg L ihidt Ry TS, BUANMA NG 1r vk ton ol eat

g vl 2lie Temova A e ardin L eal LOvaEdve nporLng "

Hoxr Sieps:
1. Thiv Hosncing klea reqisires ihe passapy of the 20709 water hund



i prassage of the 20104 warer bond the BOUF and the DHOCE skondd he written
to spectfically ailing ror watey prrclases to be substitated for kubitat prrchases [ the
BOCE adapive management phin indicates that is sinlogivally preferabie.

1. The BUCF casty chapters showld he written to acknowledpe the potenial use of
hond funding for habitar ar water purchases.

See Attachment below



Water for Habitat

s part of the BLCR el vatian nmasyras, $0,000 aces of anuatic habitat wili be develnpad ir: 3t
fat 1% vears. The nevsdit of this habiiat develonent for pelagic spedies ke Celte gad Langfin St
will be detemined thraugh carefis monfioring and ressarch,
1 aquatic hadital devidipment dous oot make suificant ArogrEss in achioving the BUUE Belomesl goss
and objectives, funds Ut are projcted 1o be Bsed for agdiona dovelupmarn of sruatc habital tnay
B used Sor athes artiuss That woukd e & surcogae for habitar, By aexample, 1 additionm seasonat
sulfipsy b= rgoded, th fonds et be used for seguisition of srater Tor outfiow Tuaflow: Imaintenance
O xaliniy a1 warkous Incetians througs refease of water from upsiream rssevoirs) m v v anaine e wey
i auhisve biolomes! guals sod oblectives. subjedt to sclentific anabys to be conduiod in the upcomiog
e, The funds mey slin ba wsed fur olhur conservanion purposes snich coulit taduce divesions o
arlskeve the soads and abiectiven,
Tive costs uf develoming the 30,000 armes of aaunil ratidal will he covered In pot by future band funds,
A i ey b Funds provaded By wati AR pUPLERNE o CUAR obligetians i no adglitonal Hdal
mialsh Fabfas are developed after the steri of opestion of CANL, weauns 83 Billian wigiied S8 b
avallabie to devatop water lor aultiow purprons from filure hond *unds
e amount of water tha may e secded for adaitlons) sutflow has not bosn gatermined, but it copid
bt e el &5 5.5 i o &n annual average busis. 107 has simated that the acwal diffarence nn an
annual avarage basls could be aruch wower, sssuming that what b nesded 10 sty the o y agoney
outflow aquiramonts would be abuut 700 Gl per pear fexnerls o a level gb L7 malfyt and the onpinal
proposen projent (5.9 mafivg,
Tunds could be wsed In 8 nuibor of waws o prodice an averae of 700 81 of additoeal sutfiows
Purchase Water From Upstream Soilties
Water plachases, both short aned lonp-term, are an Imaoergant conpanent of the water cont:actor’s
supplemontal water progiams. & kay tonsideagion for supporting o wete puchase grogesn for Mol
hahinat segUinanents will be whethe those programs compes s ywith el i & pignmed supplemental
wator 1ranyier supalies,
Watey Bights Purchasellesss: Al or g poetion of the 33.0 billion would be used to ourchiasy wate fiom
sufuntary sellurs This opiion wonk! indude the purchace of ods v the appropriate waler nEhie in
=it Ine Defta 2 the sanameno Yalley where the water suppiy couid beip munaped e gutfiow or
in-Delea habitar boraflls, Whils transfers tom the Sactaavaty Wallay wovold ingst el ereate the
prestest anowt o waler, fanslors from the San Josguin Valisy would slso nec 10 oo Investipaied,
“his sttt has the pulential winteriens with Inng-2e0m wansfers bedag contengpiated oy WP or (VD
solsh of Twiita enn pton s, which souts fmpaes th availabiliny ang Diiciag O Sunpleraaial water
suppliss secdesd by the watar contractors o meet hydrelngic or risgubuinry sheriapss, 0 the nsisice
L Q1ungeam could Impart e deatn contracions. Additionafly, there could e egathve Imoacis in the
vreas o wiberg land God weakin rghte v belag puichaiad. These npens Tay e g ve mnitigated,
Al jransfor Markew, Markol transters include obiesing falowiag 15, #rosting,
CORJURT YD Dse apreemienis, o Chorging thy Hnr of vesr Soy #los el s aiane i generally
conyigeod amual v Decause costs me noptlared anrwilly and are highly vamable. subject 1o
pEoieted comingr ity or b valucs, copacally m e mevko. weich hive Sratiainnally SippuTted &
fnatority of U fallowing tranesfer proge s, he cost of SO LR s wate Das listoricolly asked
with fallowmg prices with o slight diseouniy ang 31e, Buaolp, diso subject fa anniel nesotislons. The
rieniansgemunt of r witwater Is oerrently bong colonl iy the water Lomteatiors 95 an sdlilenal

i Coenenetit 3MA): Aoy —w e o ieen e

Fip poreny ) U Swrond oo S S
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Py Voo WALy dy wang e,



1 L meet iytlislogle o ngpdatory dortazes. o i bond Sunide, these A eeonTs Wolhd buws 10
b tong tera, even hougl: prive sy hev, 1o negetiatod on an winual bass,

Talowiag sl confunciive use transies o0 toub thal the SWIYLYE rastrastor: sun anihy usg ora
regular basis tumes? asnusl waeter shortages. Thereforg adustional somprtlion & s fred
suppiemental supply (estimated ol 200-200 T o year) would impuaet the wtor contractos,
Drurion few Storage
Seval stovage projecls have boen considered thal include apanding exlling reserply systenis o
develapbig new offslrgam storage Taulitles, Maw storage could b used 1o cHpRe vty duning byt
flowe pertods fo use ltor to onthance Daeite cotflow . Privgal peafscts fall within tasn penersl cungepty
South of Dairs sterage and Upnirearn of Delta Luvage.
South ol Deha Storne: Davtiop ndes or oxpand wehting sinrags camatdity within the CYRAWE glice o)
w0 e abdlity m improve the water suaply sssaciated with an olated facllity is greatly affucies fry thy
oAl delivery pattoor, Expaind g the sapsbillty fo vaphire water when i s avallable wiff in qarov
WAL supply. Fol example, sralyses tae bees done b consider Lo henefizs of cepended siorage o
anlimited densnd, These analyies show that as misch 85 800 1af of wid s suppby Gould i
provided with addiuons] Tedbifity dewnsteeam, Adiditlonl sturaye south of the CURISYR wport
Tacifities could molude:

oo Exgrand San Luls Resoyngs
> Levalop new off-siveam «tlorge south of th Delia
= Los Banos bravde - L7310 .00 weal {Calfed 1987}
o Drestaridea - D38 1o 106 maf {Citfud 1997)

if the BOCH develops new storag® &r axpangds axisting storage south of the Delta, such profocts seould no
longer be availaiie for south-ufBeits contracions @ dovelop s part of Bl s wster i ANEARMIN
proframa. Therulusy, thiz option  eonsiderod non et o thi SWP Ve ronteactors bocause such
profect will compete with the supons o divtlon Smiler prmjects fhal el allos thom 1o ity atiline
wet yral flow that 2owd be saptured In the Delts through & new sonvevanze Teeillty 20 used In driv g
Tustricied years,
Upstream of Dalts Stomage: Davelon neow or expsaid existng sionags vapabilily unsivoam of e Delta,
Additional upstrean: storge sl be ased Lo devilop 3 water supply uring wel yEars 1o moeet
additional outfluw requirements in athor vaars,
< Develop new on supam storage upstioam of the Defty
Exagnple Drmoeranse Flad keservair 0.7 1o 1.3 WIAT 20 3 construction qost oF 52 ¢
o 54,0 billine,
v Devnlop cew oft stream suwage estreans of the Uelte
Trampba SHes Buservur — 10 10 LE NeF ol acust of §3 €0 5238 bilns, The
proposad fasility inludes the "pobiic benedis” objuctives of seosyiiem
mpravernests e form of supplementai lows for the Deltz, wale: quality, and
winter lempearatule, fne project eatioades that roushly G0 5af of vrosysien storape
will b svalinbie and raughhe 200 s of siosystom fivss will ha desdopig annuaily,
Sharda Expanialon — 6.5 0 10,5 fuol relse [256 to 634 taf sturaee) at & constristion cost
o GAg D1 Bilfon), Recoot fessiblliny soudies Idantifiod te primesy glaaning
obpectives oy 1) inCepase anadramous fish sundval and ) s water Jppiy
reliablice. The penjesc as Tdoentified 2 veated supphy beno it of Brawoen 76 10 433 (af
anrvaaily with imgrons cobd sty pool mean eemont,




New or asisaiunt sioage north of te Dalte that fivcluges dedic

atesd sterage for ecosystin benerts ore
considerad noutrol 4o the water contracior,
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What is the

Delta Investment Fund?

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

|
* established the coequal goals of water supply reliabiiity and Delta ecosystem restoration — “in f
a manner that protects and enhances the unigue cuitural, recreational, natural resource, |
and agricultural values of the Delta as an evolving place” (Water Code section 85054) !
| = AND established the Delta Investment Fund, to be administered by the Delta Protection
Commission (Public Resources Code, section 29778.5).

j What does it cio?

* Delta Investment Fund would fund projects that
advance regional economic sustainability and
enhance Delta communities. The 2012 Economic
Sustainability Plan for the Delta recommends the
foliowing priorities:

Infrastructure improvements

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

Where's the monay?

No funds have yet been allocated to the Delta Investment Fund. It is authorized to receive funds from ﬁ
| federal, state, Jocal, and private sourcas. Various water bonds being proposed may provide an
opportunity for the State to invest in capital improvements to Delta infrastructurs.

How would DPC administer funds?

DPC would develop guidelines and processes for allocation of public funds in a fair and transparent 1
' manner. Stakehoiders wouki be encouraged to participate in development of associated programsin |
order {o focus funding on efforts that would have the maximum posiiive impact on Delta regional
economic sustainability.



| When funded, what kind of proiects woulid ba giigible?

Depending o the source of avaiiable funding, the Delta Invesiment Fund rmight support: r

If general obligation bond funds are available, projects would typically be “capital improvement”
projects, such as: :

For rore informiation about the Delta Protection Act, the Delta Reform A<t or the Delta Investment

Enhancement of Delta agriculture, such as
local, value-added processing of Delta crops

Recreation and tourism development,
including park facilities, agri-tourisri,
“Gateways"” for Delia visitors

Branding and marketing efforts

Local community economic devealopment
planning

Grants or low-interest loans to allow private
enterprise upgrades or development, such
as improvements for agricultural direct-sales,
or marina improvements

L.ocal government partizipation in Delta-
wide regulatory process streamlining and
regional economic development activities

e

Educational facilities improvements

Emergency preparedness and response facilities

Expansion and improvement of Port facllitles, as well as roads, bridges, trails, and signage
Building improvements, including historic and recreational facilitias, as well as

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

Fund see the Public Resources Code secticn 29778.5 belov:, or
contact DPC.

e E————

Public Resources Code, sectlon 29778.5: The Delta Investment
Fund is hereby created in the Stzie Treasury. Any funds within the
Delta Investment Fund shall be available, upon appropriation by the
Legislature, to the commission for the implementation of the regional |
econonic sustainability plan, developad pursuant to Section 29759, for |
the purposes of enhancing Delta communities. The Delta Investment
Fund may receive funds from federal, state, local, and private sourcas. |
(Added by Stats. 2009, 7th Ex. Sess., Ch. 5, Sec. 35. Effective
February 3, 2010.)

Delta Protection Commission
2101 Stone Boulevard, Suite 210
West Sacramento, CA 95891
916-375-4800
DPC@cdelia.ca.gov



