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California Water Code § 11900-11925
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LAO Policy Concerns and Recommendations Made in Past Years. We have raised concerns in the past
(again, see “Funding Recreation at the State Water Project,” as well as our analyses of the 2009-10 and 20102011 Governor’s budgets) over DWR's practice of using SCRB to calculate the state’s share of SWP costs. Most
importantly, the practical implication of the use of this methodology (as implemented by DWR) is that DWR
assigns cost responsibility to the state for aspects of SWP that lack any direct recreational component.
Seehttp://www.lao.ca.gov/laoapp/budgetlist/PublicSearch.aspx?Yr=2011&KeyCol=401
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See http://www.lao.ca.gov/laoapp/budgetlist/PublicSearch.aspx?Yr=2011&KeyCol=401

http://www.c-win.org/webfm_send/13. Originally, the General Fund paid the costs assigned to recreation,
and fish and wildlife purposes. Since 1989, those costs not reimbursed by the General Fund offset an equal
amount the SWP owes the California Water Fund. Recreation and fish and wildlife enhancement costs are nonreimbursable by SWP contractors. (However, contractors are responsible for reimbursing mitigation costs
related to recreation, fish and wildlife.)
4

5

DWR Bulletin 117 pg 8

2

http://www.lao.ca.gov/analysis_2009/resources/res_anl09004003.aspx Points include: Over–Allocation of
Total SWP Costs to Recreation; Operational Costs at Recreation Incurred Without Legislative Review; Regulatory
Compliance Costs Are Being Allocated by DWR to Davis–Dolwig: The DWR has allocated a portion of the added
costs of these facilities to Davis–Dolwig and the state, rather than including them in charges to SWP contractors,
even though these costs are the result of regulatory requirements that must be met to operate the hydroelectric
plant. Currently, these regulatory–related costs for providing recreation at Lake Oroville amount to
approximately $1.5 million annually. However, DWR has estimated that these regulatory–related costs could
increase to $11.5 million per year, for a period of 50 years.
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http://mavensnotebook.com/2014/02/19/assembly-oversight-hearing-on-the-funding-structure-andeconomic-impacts-of-the-bay-delta-conservation-plan-part-1/
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