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Regular Meeting of the 
BOARD OF TRUSTEES 

SANTA YNEZ RIVER WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT, IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT NO. 1 
will be held at 3:00 P.M., Tuesday, April 17, 2018 

at 1070 Faraday Street, Santa Ynez, Ca. - Conference Room 
 

I. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL 
 

II. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 

III. REPORT BY THE SECRETARY TO THE BOARD REGARDING COMPLIANCE WITH THE REQUIREMENTS 
FOR POSTING OF THE AGENDA 
 

IV. CONSIDERATION OF THE MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF MARCH 20, 2018 
 

V. ADDITIONS OR CORRECTIONS, IF ANY, TO THE AGENDA 
 

VI. PUBLIC COMMENT - Any member of the public may address the Board relating to any non-agenda matter within the District’s 
jurisdiction.  The total time for all public participation shall not exceed fifteen (15) minutes and the time allotted for each individual 
shall not exceed three (3) minutes.  The District is not responsible for the content or accuracy of statements made by members of the 
public.  No Action will be taken by the Board on any public comment item.  
 

VII. CONSENT AGENDA - All items listed on the Consent Agenda are considered to be routine and will be approved or rejected in a 
single motion without separate discussion.  Any item placed on the Consent Agenda can be removed and placed on the Regular 
Agenda for discussion and possible action upon the request of any Trustee. 
CA-1. Water Supply and Production Report 
CA-2. Status of WR 89-18 Above Narrows Account 
CA-3. Report on State Water Project – Central Coast Water Authority Activities 
CA-4. Status of State Water Resources Control Board Permits, Environmental Compliance and 

Hearings Update 
CA-5. National Marine Fisheries Service – September 7, 2000 Biological Opinion for Cachuma 

Project Continuing Operations 
CA-6. Cachuma Project and Water Service Contract Update 
CA-7. Update on Security Measures for Water Utilities 
 

VIII. MANAGER’S REPORT - STATUS, DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE BOARD ACTION ON THE FOLLOWING 
SUBJECTS: 
A. DISTRICT ADMINISTRATION – (Est. 30 Minutes) 

1. Financial Report on Administrative Matters 
a) Presentation of Monthly Financial Statements – Revenues and Expenses 

 
2. Board Member Meeting Compensation 

a) Presentation and Ad Hoc Committee Report  
 

3. Consider Tort Claim Filed by Hollister & Brace LLC on behalf of  Stephen L. Harper, dba 
Steve’s Backflow Testing and Repair Service 
 

4. Oak Hill Cemetery – Response to Newspaper Article 
 

B. OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE – PROJECTS, PROGRAMS AND ACTIVITIES 
1. 21-inch Valve New Installation – Gainey Ranch 
2. 21-inch Valve Replacement – School Street 
3. Zone 3 Reservoir Recoating Project 
4. 18-inch Valve New Installation – Numancia Street 

 
IX. REPORT, DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE BOARD ACTION ON THE FOLLOWING SUBJECTS: 

A. Cachuma Project – U.S. Bureau of Reclamation Continuing Operations (Est. 20 Minutes) 
1. Cachuma Project Water Service Contract No. I75r-1802R, Water Deliveries, Exchange 

Agreement, Entitlement, Water Storage, Accounting, Water Supply Projections and ESA 
Fisheries 
 

2. 2020 Water Service Contract Process and Negotiations – U.S. Bureau of Reclamation 
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3. 2020 O&M Transferred Project Works Process and Negotiations – U.S. Bureau of 
Reclamation 

 
B. Integrated Regional Water Management Program (IRWMP) 2018 Memorandum of 

Understanding 
 

X. REPORTS BY THE BOARD MEMBERS OR STAFF, QUESTIONS OF STAFF, STATUS REPORTS, 
ANNOUNCEMENTS, COMMITTEE REPORTS, OBSERVATIONS AND OTHER MATTERS AND/OR 
COMMUNICATIONS NOT REQUIRING ACTION 
 

XI. APPROVAL OF ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 
 

XII. REQUESTS FOR ITEMS TO BE INCLUDED ON THE NEXT REGULAR MEETING AGENDA:  Any member of the 
Board of Trustees may place an item on the meeting agenda for the next regular meeting.  Any member of the public may submit a 
written request to the General Manager of the District to place an item on a future meeting agenda, provided that the General Manager 
and the Board of Trustees retain sole discretion to determine which items to include on meeting agendas. 
 

XIII. CORRESPONDENCE: GENERAL MANAGER RECOMMENDS THE ITEMS NOT MARKED WITH AN 
ASTERISK (*) FOR FILE 

 
XIV. NEXT MEETING OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES:  Consider cancelling the May 15, 2018 Regular 

Meeting and scheduling a Special meeting of the Board of Trustees for May 22, 2018 at 3:00 p.m. 
 

XV. CLOSED SESSION -  The Board will hold a closed session to discuss the following items: 
A. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - EXISTING LITIGATION 

[Subdivision (d)(1) of Section 54956.9 of the Government Code] 
1. Name of Case: Adjudicatory proceedings pending before the State Water Resources 

Control Board regarding Permits 11308 and 11310 issued on Applications 11331 and 
11332 to the United States Bureau of Reclamation and complaints filed by the 
California Sport fishing Protection Alliance regarding the operating of the Cachuma 
Project and State Board Orders WR73-37, 89-18 and 94-5; and proposed changes to the 
place of use of waters obtained through aforementioned permits for the Cachuma 
Project 
 

2. Name of Case: Adjudicatory proceedings pending before the State Water Resources 
Control Board regarding Permit 15878 issued on Application 22423 to the City of 
Solvang regarding petitions for change and extension of time and protests to the 
petitions 
 

B. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – POTENTIAL LITIGATION 
Potential initiation of litigation against the agency [Subdivision (d)(2) of Section 54956.9 of the 
Government Code – 1 case] 

1. Cachuma Operations and Maintenance Board; Membership and Assessments 
 

C. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – POTENTIAL LITIGATION 
Potential initiation of litigation by the agency [Subdivision (d)(4) of Section 54956.9 of the 
Government Code – 1 case] 

 
D. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – POTENTIAL LITIGATION 

Potential initiation of litigation against the agency [Subdivision (d)(2) of Section 54956.9 of the 
Government Code – 1 case] 

1. Tort Claim Filed by Hollister & Brace LLC on behalf of  Stephen L. Harper, dba Steve’s 
Backflow Testing and Repair Service 
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XVI. RECONVENE INTO OPEN SESSION 
[Sections 54957.1 and 54957.7 of the Government Code] 
 

XVII. ADJOURNMENT 
 
 
 
 
This Agenda was posted at 3622 Sagunto Street, Santa Ynez, California and notice was delivered in accordance with Government Code Section 54954.  This Agenda contains a 
brief general description of each item to be considered.  The Board reserves the right to change the order in which items are heard.  Copies of the staff reports or other written 
documentation relating to each item of business on the Agenda are on file with the District and available for public inspection during normal business hours.  A person who 
has a question concerning any of the agenda items may call the District’s General Manager at (805) 688-6015.  Written materials relating to an item on this Agenda that are 
distributed to the Board of Trustees within 72 hours (for Regular meetings) or 24 hours (for Special meetings) before it is to consider the item at its regularly or special 
scheduled meeting(s) will be made available for public inspection at 3622 Sagunto Street, during normal business hours.  Such written materials will also be made available on 
the District's website, subject to staff’s ability to post the documents before the regularly scheduled meeting.  If you challenge any of the Board’s decisions related to the 
agenda items above in court, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the public hearing described in this notice or in written 
correspondence to the Board prior to the public hearing.  In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to review agenda materials or 
participate in this meeting, please contact the District Secretary at (805) 688-6015.  Notification 72 hours prior to the meeting will enable the District to make reasonable 
arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting.  
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SANTA YNEZ RIVER WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT Agenda Item IV. 
IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT NO.1 

MARCH 20, 2018 REGULAR MEETING MINUTES 
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A Regular Meeting of the Board of Trustees of the Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District, 
Improvement District No. 1, was held at 3:00 p.m. on Tuesday, March 20, 2018 in the Conference Room at 
1070 Faraday Street, Santa Ynez. 
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Trustees Present: 

Trustees Absent: 

Others Present: 

Kevin Walsh 
Michael Burchardi 

None 

Chris Dahlstrom 
Karen King 
Penny Knowles 

I. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL: 

Harlan Burchardi 
Brad Joos 

Paeter Garcia 
Eric T arnbini 

18 
19 President Walsh called the meeting to order at 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 

II. 

25 III. 
26 
27 
28 

the Board of Trustees. Mrs. Martone reported q,ll. rn'em,bers 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: 
President Walsh led the Pledge of Allegiance. 

29 c~:~~~%~~~~ 3 0 District. The af 
31 
32 IV. 
33 
34 

Jeff Clay 

35 President:Walsh .. asked an:yochruigi!s or additions to the Regular Meeting of February 
20, 2018.''th§~§wete no chan:~eE:.request:ed 36 

37 
38 
39 
40 
41 v. 
42 
43 
44 VI. 
45 
46 
47 VII. 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 

rt:\:~as MOVED ~:''frust~e H. / . · seconded by Trustee Joos and carried by a unanimous 
voi~,~yote, to approve the;february 20, 2018 minutes as presented. 

ADDirtdNSOR CORRECTibNS, IF ANY, TO THE AGENDA: 
There we!:\l'bio additions o1"corrections. 

'>:::':~~U\:: .. 
PUBLIC COM~~Nt; 
Mr. Fred Koval pl"'ovided comments to the Board. 

CONSENT AGENDA: 
The Consent Agenda report was provided in the Board Packet. 

Mr. Dal11strom reported there was an error on CA-l - Water Supply Production Report. He 
indicated that the last sentence of the first paragraph should read - "Tizis resulted in total water 
production tlzat was ±9Ei 75 acre foet (AF) greater for t/ze montlz as slzowu 011 t/1e Water Production Report." 

Trustee Joos MOVED to approve the Consent Agenda as corrected, the motion was seconded by 
Trustee Clay and carried by a unanimous voice vote. c;cc1 
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VIII. MANAGER'S REPORT- STATUS, DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE BOARD ACTION ON THE FOLLOWING 

SUBTECTS: 
A. DISTRICT ADMINISTRATION: 

1. Financial Report on Administrative Matters 
a) Presentation of Monthly Financial Statements- Revenues and Expenses 

The Board was provided the Statement of Revenues and Expenses for the month of 
February in the handout materials. 

Mr. Dahlstrom reviewed the Statement of Revenues and Expenses for the month of 
February. He reported the revenues exceeded the expenses by $202,910.12 for the month 
of February and the year-to-date net income was $2,,"-(tf7,~~9.94. Mr. Dahlstrom 
reiterated the surplus revenues accumulated during th~;#!\tal year are earmarked for the 
annual State Water Project and COMB Bond paymeTI)?'qi)'~;,;jn June 2018. 

Mr. Dahlstrom explained that pursuant to both tll~,'~e~~~i,jitfr.~<l.St Water Authority and 
the SeriesA 2004 Bond Indentures, the District;;if fequired to''~]lally submit financial 
information to the Bond Trustees to ensur,g(tli.afthe District is c6il}pJying with the 125% 
rate covenant requirement for each B(Jhd. He stated the Distriti:.'.~c:eeded the rate 
covenant requirement at 1.88% for tl}~ic:;'Slltral Coast Water Authorify:i:J?ppd'and 6.17% 
for the SeriesA 2004 Bond. He teport~(i.the FY,'2,Q16-2017 Contimfrtg Disclosure 
information was submitted to CCW A in J<'lli\:!'¥J .and to the Banlc of New' York in Marcl1. 
Mr. Dahlstrom reported that the SeriesA 2004'B!JI\<i. payments will cease in FY2022. 

b) Authorize Purcl1ase of Dit~llWitchFx25/500 Va:,llrii,Excavation Unit 
The Board packet included ti M<if2h;;2, 2018 purch~se'f"rder and quotation for Ditcl1 
Witch Central California in th~'amoi.iritaf$:'\1,596.57. · 

Mr. Dahlstrornreviewed PurchEtse Ord~;~~~.if~lrlch'surnmarized costs associated with 
the purcha~e'df'~f@it~h Witcl1 Fxis&loo Vacuum)E~~avation Unit. He explained that the 
unit is <i;;time-sti~g·.and a cost effe,ctive option for work being done in the field. He 
statf!d{fu.~t, the puri:!}~se of a ditch witc:h "~'ill effectively reduce expenses, by decreasing 
tlleamb'ilr}t;:pf longtform permits reqJ.Iired by the County for digging/ trenching, the 
number off!E1l(i,q~t\iii.il}~!J:lpers requrr~Cl to be on-site, and a significant reduction in the 

.)8.b()T time i~erll¥i=d ta"'"ff~.i1cll; and pothole. He indicated that staff received a 
d~rriol'l§tl·,<ltion of::l;Lli=,:;f!quipment and were very rrnpressed with it ease of operation and 
versatilityiil}Iocatihgl.p~pes, excavation, reparrs, etc. He explained that the unit will be 
used a ~]lm of 4:5;•fi.ines per month. He reported the FY 2017/18 budget includes 

· ... ·.·. funds for tlte'·p)lrcllase,\S£ major tool/ equipment to assist with field operations and tl1e 
'.\!\'::.:;. ditch witch ha~iiJ?een s~fected as the as piece of equipment to fund this year. 

'''i~,,,DahlstrmrDi·ecommended approval of the purchase order to Ditcll Witcl1 Central 
Gllifgrnia in,tl1e amount of $41,596.57. 

It was'i'MOVED by Trustee M. Burchardi, seconded by H. Burchardi and carried by a 
unanirrlous voice vote to authorize the purchase of a Ditch Witcl1 Fx25/500 Vacuum 
Excavation Unit in the amount of $41,596.57. 

2. District Rules & Regulations 
a) Resolution No 775: A Resolution of the Board of Trustees of the Santa Ynez River Water 

Conse17Jation District, Improvemeut No. 1 - Rescinding Article 20 - Relief in Special 
Circumstances of the District's Rules and Regulatious 
The Board packet included Resolution No. 775 and Article 20. 
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Mr. Dahlstrom reported the Board was provided a draft resolution at the February 
meeting regarding an amendment/change to the District Rules & Regulations as 
required 20-days prior to any Board action. 

Mr. Dahlstrom stated the language of Article 20- Relief in Special Circumstances is now 
deemed obsolete and non-compliant with current State law, specifically under 
Proposition 218, and should be rescinded. 

Mr. Dahlstrom recommended approval of Resolution No. 775 rescinding Article 20 -
Relief in Special Circumstances of the District Rules and Regulations. 

It was MOVED by Trustee H. Burchardi, seconded by .. Ji~~¥~~\·M. Burchardi, to adopt 
Resolution No. 775 Rescinding Article 20 - Relie{crffi~·:special Circumstances of the 
District's Rules and Regulations. There was no pug:tj.it'tE~e,nt. 

The Resolution was adopted and carried by the,.follqwing 5-B~o.'it8¥ call vote: 

AYES, Trustees: 

NOES, Trustees: 
ABSENT, Trustees: 

Kevin Wa1§~mn> 
HarlartBmchardi 
Miclt&~I\Burcl1ardi\; 
Br~d Jo<:l~:m::: 
Jeff clay \:•:::tmm: ••.• :'\'' 

"{~:~:}':';~:· 

None 

b) Resolution No 776: A Resollttiol:;·'~j\~j~~]:~(]~!:dof Tnt;tees:::~ftl!e Santa Ynez River Water 
Conservation District, Improvement No.l:i'--.•ApjJi~~ingalrAmendment to the District's Rules 
and Regulati9nsjiz:~cle - 809 - C01i~·()lpJBnclcfloii/~f1~CSoss Connections 
The Boarcipa~~~n\mcluded Resoll.l~(:m No. 776/and Article 809 -Control of Backflow 
and Cross-Connecl:i&hs. · · 

Mr.''''D~h~trom rep'Wf'ted the Board ~e.;;;•i'provided a draft resolution at the February 
meeting reg<1.ftJ.irtglt'f\~;fll?:l<Ondmen~,J6 Article 809 Control of Backflow and Cross 

,;:Connections. f-Ie. explained;R_..,soliition No. 776 amends the Dish·ict's Rules and 
Regulations speg£fp.,to Article 809 - Control of Backflow and Cross-Connection 
requiremeiJ_ts. Mr:\!@~]]lstrom briefly reviewed Article 809 and stated there were no 
additionaLchanges frorii;l;qw draft presented at the February meeting. He indicated that 
the proposed: amendl}ients are more in line with the actual backflow program 

.· .,Jll:: .. requirements'~d allo~s staff to implement policy in an efficient and effective manner. 
••::,:•:lyfr. Dahlstron'r''recommended approval of the amendment to the District Rules and 

''Rligylations - . .Article 809- Control of Backflow and Cross-Connections. 
---- ··-· ... 

It was''•MoV!m by Trustee H. Burchardi, seconded by Trustee M. Burchardi, to adopt 
Resolution No. 776 Approving and Amendment to the District's Rules and Regulations 
Article809- Conh·ol of Backflow and Cross Connections. There was no public comment. 

The Resolution was adopted and carried by the following 5-0-0 roll call vote: 

AYES, Trustees: 

March 20, 2018 Regular Meeting Minutes 
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IX. 

NOES, Trustees: 
ABSENT, Trustees: 

None 
None 

REPORT, DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE BOARD ACTION ON THE FOLLOWING SUBJECTS: 
A. Cachuma Project- U.S. Bureau of Reclamation Continuing Operations 

1. Cachurna Project Water Service Contract No. I75r-1802R, Water Deliveries, Exchange 
Agreement, Entitlement, Water Storage, Accounting, Water Supply Projections and ESA 
Fisheries 
The Board packet included a Marcl120, 2018 Staff Report discussing tile Cachuma Project. 
Mr. Dahlstrom reported on tl1e Cachurna Project activities. H<;+§Iated Cachurna Operation 
and Maintenance Board (COMB) continues to report water d,.,Jiv""ries.,to tile soutll coast tllat 
is "unaccounted for" or lost in tile system conveyance. I}!C.J'~J<plained that according to tile 
January COMB accounting report, tile "unaccounted fP~~'iii(i\ysJem/ conveyance losses) are 
absorbed by tl1e Lake and have not been accountet:f,@dr prdp~f,l}'. He stated tl1e January 
COMB accounting report indicated there was 39.~,.¢:-f''of "unac26tWt~d for" water, which is 
now being deducted from the four soutl1 sga.St,<ty,feinber Unitsi,:,@sgunts. He further 
explained the conveyance losses or "unaccq)i:Rfed for'' water losses ~t:Jl<J.Ve accumulated 
over time for tl1e last several years aresfiii,a topic ofdiscussion wit:li!:i'tl1~,T)$:-,Bureau of 
Reclamation and remain unresolved attbls-';tirne. Heindicated tllat the Di~trict issued a 
second letter to tl1e USBR and County of sfu.((~:::flarl;>a,f~·testating tile nee,dto correct the 

accounting. '''"' lmii''' 
Mr. Dahlstrom reported on tl1~,YY-Nttier & Thomas ffr~j~i.[i:<J.tion impacts to Lake storage. He 
stated tllere has been no substav,ti~L'l")llloff impact in the:\\~tti~· bum area altllough with 
tile pending rainstorm tl1ere maype in tl}~j~pmas fire area~;,.·;~:: 

Mr. Dahlstrom reported tllat COlvlB co~~~2f~a\\''§~n~tgr Fl~ah Beth Jackson regarding 
funding for tlle,:p"'fge. He explaine<.l, ,t:f!iil: the D!il~i(Jt and tl1e Parent District botll wrote 
letters opposiil'gthepj:(jj~ct. · ··· · · ·· 

2. 2020 W<{t~~~~eprice C;~~~ct Process an~jl'if,<cg9tiations- U.S. Bureau of Reclamation 
Mr. DahlstroiliJ:.,portet'(;!!!:J:\ilt staff met wit:(i''i:he Bureau of Reclamation representatives on 
J anu~ry 18th and F'e]J,rulliy!22n<ljirl Fresnq t<:l discuss tile Cachurna Project 2020 Water Service 
('2<:lril:ractj,o_ptions foi,p?No.1.· He stated' the primary discussion at the February meeting was 

' co~tracl:irig options w~,_is.tt included a multi-agency signature contract between USBR, SB 
County and the Memb""t'l@llits, which is si:tnilar to an existing contract tile USBR has with 

, , ,. anotl1er agency:fu,Califorilia''br a partial assignment of the contract. He stated staff will 
···.,.::ontinue to keepj(lialog op~n witl1 USBR regardi:t1g contracting options and explore all 

''8.B11qns. . .... 

3. 2020',(Zl~M Trari!;ferred Project Works Process and Negotiations - U.S. Bureau of 
Reclamation · · 
Mr. Dahlsl:-rprn stated tllere has been no new activity on tl1e 2020 O&M Transferred Project 
works process. 

X. REPORTS BY THE BOARD MEMBERS OR STAFF, QUESTIONS OF STAFF, STATUS REPORTS, 
ANNOUNCEMENTS, COMMITTEE REPORTS, OBSERVATIONS AND OTHER MATTERS AND/OR 
COMMUNICATIONS NOT REQUIRING ACTION: 

The Board packet i:t1cluded a February 2018 Association of California Water Agencies Newsletter 
titled "We can solve it without a Drinking Water Tax," and February 20, 2018 District letters to the 
Honorable Hannah-Beth Jackson, Honorable Monique Limon, Honorable Bob Wieckowski and 
Honorable Richard Bloom opposing the Proposed Drinking Water Tax; Budget Trailer Bill and 

,,--.-::::; c::-::::1 
'J /! 
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SB623. Mr. Dahlstrom reported that the District sent the aforementioned letters and explained that 
the committees have currently tabled tl1e bilL He reported that in an effort to get information out to 
District customers, tile ACWA newsletter was posted on the homepage of tile District's website and 
a note was included on tile February customer bills tilat included information on tl1e proposed 
drinking water tax. Mr. Dahlstrom reported tilat staff will continue to monitor tile activity on 
SB623 and provide furtiler information to tl1e Board as it becomes available. 

The Board packet included a February 23, 2018 letter from tile District to Mr. Jeff Hodge, General 
Manager, Santa Ynez Community Services District regarding tile ID No.1 comments on tl1e Draft 
Recycled Water Facilities Plan prepared by RMC. 

Mr. Dahlstrom stated tl1e City of Solvang City Council has discu~§~\i{'''ili~'''ifunexation process and 
sphere of influence/ annexation study land use scenarios. He reng£~s! if tile City of Solvang moves 
forward with proposing any annexations of additional areasp;ti11e'd'itjr,;pf Solvang, ID No.1 will be 
required to annex the same areas in order to comply witl1 tlie Place b£\'JlJ:\\~ Regulations under tile 
US Bureau of Reclamation Permit/Water Rights. He l!@!<thle<;l tile Solif~g;lepresentatives have 
also discussed consolidation of Solvang water and,;~1lstewater facilities/lil'fi:<tstructure with ID 
No.1. Mr. Dahlstrom reported tllis would requireg'stibstanti~l amount of wc:JE!<;),i£§sources, studies 
and funding. He requested tl1e Solvang AdHo~{~~mmittee, Trustee Clay arid.l\'flmstee Walsh, 
contact the City of Solvang Ad Hoc Representatives'to:\meet anc!futl1er discuss tllis'~ohcept. 

.... _.,,,,,,,.- -.-----;·· ''" ''-" 

The Board was provided a March 5, 2018 letter fro;'m~:\,§~ta Y~ez Valley U~on High Sclwol 
District regarding the cl1ange in tileg water rate classific~q()tl from agricultural to domestic to 
comply witil the District Rules and R~Wf\tipns. Mr. Dahlstrci!Il,stated tilat he has contacted the 
Santa Ynez Valley Union High Scl1ool DJSt:rigi:)o,set up a meet±hg:c(Wil;]l''school representatives and 
Trustees Walsh and Clay and staff to discu.' .. s .. s tl1eir.letter. · · · 

'"''''''''"'''''" 

. in tile handdtitfuaterial for:J36ard action. The Warrant List covers 
tile time period of February 21 tltrough Marcl1 20, 2018 in tl1e 

Joos and carried by a unanimous voice vote to 

43 XfV. ~~OQF[TH~£E~~~Q[IR~~~ 
44 the next Regular Meeting of the Board of Trustees will be held on April 17, 
45 
46 
47 XV. CLOSED SESSION: 

48 The Board adjourned to closed session at 4:06p.m. to discuss XV. A, B., C., D. and F. 
49 
50 A CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL- EXISTING LITIGATION 

51 [Subdivision (d)(1) of Section 54956.9 of the Government Code] 
52 1. Name of Case: Adjudicatory proceedings pending before the State Water Resources 
53 Control Board regarding Permits 11308 and 11310 issued on Applications 11331 and 
54 11332 to the United States Bureau of Reclamation and complaints filed by the California 
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XVI. 

XVII. 

Sport fishing Protection Alliance regarding the operating of the Cachuma Project and 
State Board Orders WR73-37, 89-18 and 94-5; and proposed ·changes to the place of use 
of waters obtained through aforementioned permits for the Cachuma Project 

2. Name of Case: Adjudicatory proceedings pending before the State Water Resources 
Control Board regarding Permit 15878 issued on Application 22423 to the City of 
Solvang regarding petitions for change and extension of time and protests to the 
petitions 

B. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL- POTENTIAL LITIGATION 

Potential initiation of litigation against the agency [Subdivision (d)(?) of Section 54956.9 of the 
Government Code -1 case] "'"' ,.,,,.,,,,,,,,, 

1. Cachuma Operations and Maintenance Board; Membe,±~iP and Assessments 

C. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL- POTENTIAL LITIGATION·''''''i';i'i,,i"l\:c,, 

Potential initiation of litigation by the agency [Subdi~ion (d)(4):'':c:>f Section 54956.9 of the 
Government Code -1 case] ... ···· · '·"· 

D. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL- POTENTIAJjLti;~ATI~N , :: "i:, 
Potential initiation of litigation against the ;ig~:gcy [Subdivision (d)(2) of Sectip:g§4956.9 of the 
Government Code -1 case] ··· · · ·· . ····· · 

E. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - POTENTIAL ir'ri~AJICl~ 
Potential initiation of litigation the agency [Srilitjj,:v:ision (d)(2) of Section 54956.9 of the 
Government Code -Tort Claim L. Harper, dba'§,t<!:V:e' s Backflow Testing and Repair 
Service)] 

RECONVENE INTO OPEN SESSION: 

[Sections 54957.1 and 54957.7 of the Govermnent '-U''""' <:.;:,:,:,: ,, 

TI1e Board reconveJ:-yei:l\E\:6\['§l?tn session 
reportable actionp!)''Agenda':itWs XV A., C., 

no 

Mr. Dalllstroni'~~~i:Jti:E!cl that ui-[der Agenda , ...... . 
the Tolling Agreemeh.fbetwtffii1§¥RX\ICD, ID .··· . 
Brownsteb;l,J'ii!Per, Hyatt,s<ihred<;:t,I..g,;:L · 

the Board authorized a 60-day extension to 
and COMB to be prepared and executed by 

·--· '\!~,?LL:. ..M''<.>:;:::.":' 

rt{~~u:M~~:,:er~Hswess,,Itii\~~~;:;MOVED by Trustee H. Burchardi, seconded by 
Bur(:hardi and carriedbJ':,a,unanirrjptis voice vote, to adjourn the meeting at 5:14p.m. 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED, r:::<' 
-;:::;' "\1. 

~II_, ' 
~::.:;; ::--- L\ 

A \Icc::'~ I u 
Mary Martone)~i:Jkt~ry to the Board 

Trustee M. 

Karen Kmg, Board Administrative Assistant 
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BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
SANTA YNEZ RIVER WATER 

CONSERVATION DISTRICT, ID No.1 
April17, 2018 

Consent Agenda Report 

Agenda Item VII. 

CA-l. Water Supply and Production Report. Overall, the water production was less than the 10-year 
running average for the month of March to meet the lower demand for domestic, rural residential and 
agriculture water caused by cool and wet weather conditions. This is atypical of water produced for this 
month in past years. Water conservation by ID No.1 customers remains a major factor in overall total use. 
This resulted in total water production that was 137 acre feet (AF) less for the month as shown on the 
Water Production Report. 

With the minimal rainfall over the past several months, unusually warm temperatures, and less than 
normal rainfall conditions, water conservation remain entrenched within this District region. Water 
production for 2017 was only 3,955 AF as compared to the average production of 5,374 AF. The Water 
year 2018 is trending again to be below the 10-year running average of 5,350 AF. 

Coming off of the wettest year on record for the northern Sierra, and second for central Sierra with the 
March 2018 record month snowfall, the State's and USBR's reservoirs at near or at capacity with the 
exception of Lake Oroville which is the primary SWP Reservoir. DWR has constrained water storage in 
Oroville to 80% with the remainder being released until spillway repairs are complete. And, the snow 
water content increased from an average of only 7% to 58% in April; however, the State is on track for the 
second driest precipitation year. Given these conditions, the DWR allocation remains at 20% delivery of 
SWP water for the remainder of the year. The District's SWP "Table A" delivery was 0 acre-feet for the 
month inclusive of 0 AF transferred from the City of Solvang in an effort to avoid spill of its purchased 
supplemental SWP and stored in San Luis Reservoir. 

Based on above average rainfall in March at Lake Cachuma, with no additional appreciable runoff 
and remaining dry conditions, USBR will not likely adjust the 40% water delivery in WY2017-18. 
IDl 's prorated share is 1,060 AF. The amount of Cachuma Project Exchange Water delivered was 
0 AF for the month. The 2017-18 rainfall season beginning September 1 has started well below 
average o{onlyJ% ofnormal through December 2017 at the Lake. 

The USBR daily statistics for Lake Cachuma for March reported the lake elevation at 703.45'with the end 
of month storage of77,799 AF compared to the end of February level of 701.79' or 75,074 AF. The Lake 
storage is supplemented with SWP water being imported by the South Coast agencies at 975.9 AF at the 
end of March with actual Evaporation of 382.3 AF. USBR reinitiated actual evaporation being deducted 
from Project Carryover and SWP water effective October 1, 2017. At a point when the reservoir storage 
reaches 100,000 AF and with the continuation of dry weather conditions, no runoff into the lake, typical 
water demand, and the downstream water rights release occurring, the Cachuma Member Units agreed to 
take reductions in deliveries by 20%. 

The January 2018 Water Production reportfrom COMB indicates 117.9 AF of tunnel yield for the WY 
Total of 302.9 AF. Year-end WY 201 7 totaled 916 AF of Tunnel infiltration in addition to the 882 AF of 
tunnel yieldfor WY 2016. Also COMB has delivered to the South Coast CMU's 734 AF year ending 2016 
along with an additional 640 AF (September year-end 2017 report) of unaccounted for water plus 348.3 
AF in WY 2017-18. Note that January 2018 has 39.8 AF compared to December 2017 at 150.6 AF of 
unaccounted for water. February unaccounted for water continues to increase to 117.0 AF with only 
partial deductions from the south coast allocation according to COMB records. Reconciliation of these 
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accounts is needed and ID1 should receive credit for its proportionate share of water delivered to the 
south coast. 

Fish Conservation Pool filled in 2010 to elevation 753.00 ' to capture approximately 9,200 AF for fish 
releases the year of a spill condition and the year following as is now being used. The fish Passage 
Supplement Account (PSA) of 3,200 AF and the Adaptive Management Account (AMA) water was reset 
at 500 AF. As of October 1, 2015 the AMA is at 351 AF for a total of3,551 AF fish account water. This 
Fish Account was restored 3,551 AF with the lake level rebound this past winter. 

There were Fish releases as incorporated in the Downstream Water Rights Releases as part of the 
Settlement Agreement. Below explains the reasons for the flows recorded in Hilton Creek and in the 
Stilling basin which are direct excerpts from the ESA Section 7 Consultation 2000 Biological Opinion 
i ssued to USBR: 

NMFS 2000 Biological Opinion Requirements in a Spill Year with Surcharge 
• I 0 cfs at Hwy 154 Bridge- year of a spill exceeding 20,000 AF 
• 1. 5 cfs at A lisa/ Bridge -year of a spill exceeding 20,000 AF and steelhead are present at A lisa/ 

Reach 
• 1.5 cfs at Alisal Bridge -year immediately following a spill exceeding 20,000 AF and jf 

steelhead are present at Alisal Reach 

NMFS 2000 Biological Opinion Requirements in a Minimal or No-Spill Year with Surcharge 
• 5 cfs at Hwy 154- less than 20,000 AF spill or No Spill and Reservoir Storage above 120,000 AF 
• 2.5 cfs at Hwy 154 - in all years with Reservoir Storage below 120,000 AF but greater than 

30,000AF 
• 30 AF per month to "refresh stilling basin and long pool" - less than 30,000 AF in Reservoir 

Storage andre-initiate consultation. 

Currently, the gravity flows originating at the outlet works through the Hilton Creek Emergency Backup 
System (HCEBS) travel through the Hilton Creek Watering System piping and are released directly to the 
diffuser box at the Lower Release Point (LRP), with delivery to Hilton Creek now averaging 4. 74 AFD for 
February or 147.0 AF plus 71 AF from the outlet works. 

As of March 31, 2018, there has been 21,787.9 AF of"Project" water released for fish since the year after 
the spill. During a Downstream Water Rights release, fish water is included within the release amounts 
according to the settlement agreement. Once those releases concluded, "Project" water will continue to be 
debited although the fish water is being diverted from the Stilling Basin below Bradbury Dam. With the 
fish Conservation Pool rearing water account, a total of26,472.0 AF has been released for fish during the 
period following the spill condition in 2011. 

The District's river water supply production remains available and consistent with all licensed well fields 
operational. Currently, without livestream conditions downstream in accordance with WR89-18, credit in 
the ANA is first priority water being replenished in Cachuma and expected to be whole with the end of the 
inflow recession. This allows for the District to produce its full licensed amount should it be needed. The 
District's Upland Groundwater well production that was once constrained by the Cr6 MCL State Standard 
in 2014 is now operational. 

Direct diversion to the USBR and the County Park was 1. 74 acre-feet. For the month. 28.40 AF was 
produced (rom the Santa Ynez Upland wells. The 6.0 c(s river well field produced 110.43 AF for the 
month and 0.80 AF was produced (rom the 4.0 c(s well field. 
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The CIMIS weather station site in Santa Ynez was partially operational for precipitation for March 
recording 5.08 inches of rainfall. The daytime high temperature was 82.3 degrees with an average of 67.8 
degrees and a minimum temperature recorded of 27.1 degrees with the average low for the month of 40.4 
degrees. There were 6 days of below freezing temperatures during the recording period with one day 
agricultural frost protection occurring. Santa Barbara County recorded rainfall for March in Santa Y nez 
at 4.72 inches. The average rainfall is 4.76 inches for the month and the year-to-date (September 1 to 
August 30) total of 8.05 inches or 51% of the year. The Santa Ynez River watershed Antecedent Index 
(AI) or soil saturation remains at a dry condition. In March, rainfall in the upper watershed of the Santa 
Ynez River Basin above Cachuma was 6.79 inches or 43% for the year. USBR Daily Operations Report 
for March shows 4.85 inches for a Y1D total of 9.28 inches or 52% of precipitation for the year. 

NEW INFORMATION BELOW IS PRESENTED IN BOLD TYPE 

CA-2. Status ofWR 89-18 Above Narrows Account. 
The USBR report for February 2018 shows the Above Narrow Account (ANA) and Below Narrows 
Account (BNA) at 13,879.7 AF and -112.0 AF, respectively. An Above and Below Narrows water 
rights release began on August 21, 2017 in order to replenish the dewatered alluvial in particular in the 
Lompoc forebay and alluvial plains. The ANNBNA releases concluded on November 7, 2017. ID No.1 
staff performed field monitoring on behalf of the Parent District and fisheries data collection during the 
release period. Staff also conducts stream gauging to determine live-stream events at San Lucas Creek 
for reporting to the SYRWCD and USBR. An event was measured in mid-March 

CA-3. Report on State Water Project - Central Coast Water Authority Activities. Due to the Lake Oroville 
condition, late season snowpack water content and below normal precipitation year, DWR's 20% 
SWP water deliveries for 2018 have not changed. The next announcement is May. 

The CCW A Board of Directors held a meeting on March 22, 2018. The Board of Directors 
considered the controllers report and the operations report. The State-wide and regional water 
supply situation report was presented including the snow-water content survey, state-wide reservoir 
conditions, and precipitation indexes, and the status of Oroville dam. The Board beard the 
summary of the status and availability of water through the 2018 SWPP, brokering possibilities, 
exchanges and purchases, and those requests by the participating CCW A contractors. 

T he Board was provided a detailed summary of the State Water Contract Amendment update 
involving the negotiations with DWR, with two issues; exempting agencies from Cal Waterfix, and 
water management with the ability to make exchanges and multi-year transfers among the 
contractors. Cal WaterFix was also discussed including the potential costs, agency participation, 
and feasibility of the project. 

The Board was provided a brief report on chemical contract actions needed with approval to award. 
Also, the Board was presented with the FY 2018-19 Preliminary Budget, annual disclosure report 
and personnel policy changes. 

The acquisition of the 12,214 AF of Suspended SWP Water has moved forward with approval by the 
Board of Supervisors at a meeting in February. CCW A will continue to pursue the acquisition through 
DWR on behalf of the parties requesting water including the Cities of Santa Maria and Guadalupe, ID 
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No.1 , and the City of Solvang through ID No.1's contract. DWR and the County will require 
reimbursement of those past costs. ID No.1's share is estimate to be $1.4 million based on its 500 af 
request. The annual cost of the water is anticipated at $150/af plus treatments costs. The Board of 
Supervisors met on October 4th and did not approve the reacquisition of the 12,214 for Santa Maria, ID 
No.1 and Solvang, Guadalupe, and the newest request from Carpinteria Valley Water District. This is a 
setback with the Supervisors not acting in the best interest of the requesting agencies and possibly 
jeopardizing ID No.I 's 800 AF of the last available SWP water. 

The Board of Supervisors acting as the Board of Directors ofthe SBCFCWCD met again on November 1, 
2016, heard public comments from all the participating CCW A agencies, and voted to move forward with 
developing an agreement with CCWA to acquire the remaining 12,214 AF on behalf of the five requesting 
agencies. An agreement is expected completed prior to the end of the year. A meeting is scheduled for 
December 13, 2016. 

The Board of Supervisors approved the liability and indemnification agreement between the County and 
CCW A and voted 3 to 2 to move approve the reacquisition of the Suspended SWP water for the parties 
including ID 1 that will receive 500 AF. 

DWR has authorized CCW A to prepare an EIR on the suspended water reacquisition. A CEQA lead 
agency agreement was approved by CCW A; the county has yet to approve the agreement. Additionally, to 
ensure the County will move forward with the acquisition process once those participating agencies 
(including ID No.1) commit to funding the CEQA review, CCW A is seeking an implementation 
agreement with the County. The agreement tem1s are being negotiated between CCWA and SB County. 

Board of Supervisors acting as the Board of Directors of the SBFC& WCD met on May 2, 2017 to discuss 
and concur with the lead agency agreement between DWR and CCW A authorizing CCW A to proceed 
with EIR for the suspended water reacquisition. Supervisor Williams conditioned the agreement to use 
this water as a mechanism to control growth by not allowing transfers or sale of this water by those parties 
acquiring this suspended water including ID 1, the north county agencies, and the Carpinteria Valley Water 
District which entered this arrangement very late in the process. There was opposition to CCW A 
preparing the EIR and comments made to re-open the Water Supply Retention Agreement. 
Misinformation was presented about the reacquisition process and the SWP agreements. Following this 
diversion from the agenda item, the Board voted 3-2 approving CCW A as the lead agency. 

The contract assignment underway between CCW A and SB County may have an effect on the Suspended 
Water Reacquisition timing and process. 

On August 29, 2017, CCWA provided costs and fmancing of the California WaterFix project, (the Twin 
Tunnels). The information is presented to give an idea of the estimated costs of the Cal WaterFix project 
for each agency as well as the fmancing structures being proposed to fmance the project. 

As of November 2017, all irrigation contractors in the Cal WaterFix have withdrawn from or substantially 
reduced participation. This will likely create a shift in the cost allocation and increase the acre foot costs 
of the project as defmed and require a reevaluation of the contracting language. 

CCW A and the contracting agencies continue to work on our pursuit of the assignment of the State Water 
Contract from Santa Barbara County to CCW A. CCW A Board is scheduled to vote on the amendment to 
the JPA agreement and the amendments to the Water Supply Agreements at its meeting on October 26, 
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2017. ID No.1 needs approval prior to the October 26th CCWA Board meeting. Additionally, CCWA is 
meeting with DWR on September 19th and hope to get more clarification from DWR on its positions 
regarding the assignment. 

With the CCW A and its contracting agencies approval of the assignment and a Bond rating analysis, this 
paves the way for DWR to take action consenting to the assignment. Once this occurs prior to the end of 
the calendar year, it is anticipated that SB County will take action in January 2018. 

The Bond Rating for CCW A was accepted by DWR in March 2018 and CCW A expects DWR' s approval 
of the assignment. 

CA-4. State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) Permits, Environmental Compliance and Hearings 
Update 

The first phase of the SWRCB continuing jurisdiction hearing on the Cachuma Project Applications 11331 
and 11332 took place in November 2000 and were specific to the "Place of Use" revisions. The SWRCB 
continued the hearing for the Phase 2 portion which was held in October and November of 2003 and based 
on the SWRCB's Draft Environmental Impact Report ("EIR") released in August 2003 for the continuing 
operation of the Cachurna Project. Joint legal representation at this hearing involved USBR, SYRWCD, 
SYRWCD, ID No.1 and CCRB and the focus was proposed changes in the Cachurna Project operations 
based on the protection of the public trust resources - the Southern Steelhead trout, modifications to the 
water rights permits, and the Settlement Agreement. 

Since then, the SWRCB revised the DEIR in 2007 and included two additional alternatives that could 
affect the hearings and decisions before the SWRCB in 2003. ID No.1 provided extensive comment 
during the review period as did others involved in the joint representation. In order to update the RDEIR, 
the SWRCB engaged Impact Sciences Inc in November 2009 to review the hearing testimony, analyze 
two DEIR's and provide the necessary updates, and complete to a final EIR with response to comments . 

Because the SWRCB did not have adequate funding for Impact Sciences to conduct the required work, in 
May 2010 the SWRCB division of water rights requested that CCRB and ID No.1 provide fmancial 
assistance which was approved by both agencies in the amount of $85,000 and forwarded to the State 
General Services in June 2010. 

Impact Sciences has delivered the Administrative Final EIR to the SWRCB staff on August 27, 2010 with 
an expected water rights decision issuance in late fall early or winter 2010, or should a hearing be needed, 
spring 20 11 . 

Based on a meeting on February 71
h with the SWRCB staff, additional delays will occur in the EIR process 

which will affect the hearing date. Circumstances, including staff availability and funding in the water 
rights division has now pushed the possible date for a decision without water rights hearing for a least 6 
months. Should a hearing be required, it may take up to 2 years. 

Recent discussions indicate that the State Board staff may revise the DEIR alternatives and 
environmentally preferred alternative. It is the position of ID No.1 and CCRB that alternative 3C which 
analyzed current operations with the existing BiOp and Water Rights Order 89-18 with modifications, and 
recognizes the Settlement Agreement is the environmentally preferred alternative. Other alternatives will 
have impacts on water supplies and the continuing operations of the Cachuma Project. No time frame has 
been indicated by the State Board Staff as to the completion of the Final EIR. 

On April 1, 2011, ID No.1 received the re-circulated and modified "2"d Revised Draft Environmental 
Impact Report" from the SWB for comment which were due on May 16th 2011. The 2DEIR shows the 
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new "no action" alternative as 3C and the "environmentally superior" alternative as 4B the SWP exchange 
for BNA water to Lompoc. Other SWB updates are incorporated in the 2DEIR. ID No.1 management, 
special legal counsel BB&K, consultants Stetson Engineers and Hanson Environmental will review the 
2DEIR for changes and provide water resources, hydrology, biologic, and legal comment letter by the 
deadline. This will be coordinated with the Parent District and CCRB. 

The Parent District and ID No.1 legal counsel and management are in the process of completing a joint 
comment letter to the SWRCB, which the Parent District took the lead in preparing. The letter content is 
being coordinated with the CCRB for consistency. Comment period was extended from May 16th to May 
31st. 

The SWRCB has assigned David Rose as the legal counsel to handle the responsibilities for the 2DEIR. in 
place of Dana Differding who is on maternity leave for up to one year. It appears that the State Board 
Staff will make an effort to finalize the EIR, including the responses to comments by year's end. 
However, this will require the ID No. I and CCRB (excluding Carpinteria Valley Water District because it 
withdrew from CCRB) to provide additional funding for the completion of the document. 

With the recent additional funding approved by both ID No.1 and CCRB 3 in the amount of $45,000 to 
fund the SWRCB for completion of the FEIR, to date the Member Units have provided a grand total of 
over $675,000 for this SWRCB environmental process. Carpinteria Valley Water District participated as a 
Cachuma Project Member Unit in sharing the $45,000. 

Impact Sciences, the SWRCB consultant for the preparation of the FEIR, completed work on the response 
to comments and finalizing the EIR. SWB staff has indicated that a Final EIR may be completed by mid
November. 

On December 8, 2011, the SWRCB as the lead agency under CEQA announced the completion and 
availability of the FEIR for consideration of modifications to the Cachuma Project Water Right 
Application 11331 and 11332. The FEIR will be included in the SWRCB hearing administrative record 
unless Parties to the proceedings object by January 9, 2012. Should there be an objection and it is likely 
the SWB will hold a hearing. 

The SWRCB received comment and objection letters from several parties including the Environmental 
Defense Center on behalf of CalTrout, Department ofFish and Game, National Marine Fisheries Service, 
among others. 

The SWRCB has supportive documentation by its deadline of February 28th. The hearing date for the 
FEIR to be incorporated into the administrative record is set for March 29 and 30, 2012. A significant 
collaborative effort is underway between USBR, ID No.1 , Parent District, and CCRB to prepare for the 
hearings. 

The SWRCB hearing involved the joint advocacy participants and witnesses of ID No. 1, Parent District, 
and CCRB along with USBR to support and defend the SWRCB's FEIR and the elements contained 
within the document to be incorporated into the record for a later determination of the Water Rights Order. 
The opposing parties were the Environmental Defense Center (EDC) and their witnesses on behalf of 
CalTrout, who representatives were noticeably absent from the hearings, as well as the National Marine 
Fisheries Service and the California Department of Fish and Game. The Board Hearing Officer issued the 
ruling on April 5 to incorporate the FEIR into the record with minor corrections to be made prior to the 
Board certification of the document. 

The SWRCB Division of Water Rights may have a water rights order issued by October 2012. 
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In a recent update from the SWRCB Division of Water Rights, it is unlikely that a hearing will take place 
in 2012 on a Water Rights Order and FEIR certification for the continuing operation of the Cachuma 
Project under permits 11308 and 11310. No time has been set by the SWB for 2013. 

On Thursday, February 7th, the SWRCB staff rescinded the place-of-use issuance in the 2000 Phase I 
hearing for the GWD. Although this is not expected to affect the issuance of a draft water rights order for 
continuing operation of the Cachuma Project. Charlie Hoppin, SWRCB Chairman will not be continuing 
his position which is likely to significantly affect the timing of the draft water rights order. 

SWRCB has indicated that a draft order is scheduled for 1/14/2014 which is one year nine months from 
the hearing in 2012. 

Recent indications that the SWRCB will schedule a hearing on the Draft Water Right Order for permits 
11308 and 11310 in October 2013 as reported by Cal-Strategies. However, information from other 
sources now report that the State Board now appears to have delayed the timing of a hearing to after the 
first of the year. 

Cal-Strategies recently reported that an internal closed session of the SWRCB may occur on January 7, 
2014. At this point, no progress has been made in accelerating the water rights order issuance. 

Information indicates that the SWB will meet in closed session now in mid to late February on the internal 
draft water rights order. The State Board is discussing water transfers and drought preparedness in 
response to the lowest allocations on record to agricultural users and communities. 

The SWB has cancelled all water rights activities and hearings due to the drought proclamation by the 
Governor. The latest information from SWRCB staff is that the hearing may occur in October. 

SWB staff has indicated that the Board may meet in closed session in late July or early August. Recent 
communications with SWB staff indicate that the drought and state-wide water supply issues will take 
priority and the focus of the SWB will be on those matters. No time has been provided for a hearing. 

The State Board may meet in closed session in December to review a Draft Water Rights Order for 
permits 11308 and 11310 as a result of the hearings that took place in October 2003 and March 2012 on 
the EIR. 

The SWRCB calendar does not show any session in December for Draft Water Rights Order on the 
Cachuma Project. The last SWB hearing activity was March 2012. SWRCB calendar does not show any 
session in January 20 15. 

After hearing a report and confirmation from CCRB 's consultant Cal Strategies that the SWRCB would 
have its closed session hearing on February 17, 2015 with a release of a draft Water Rights Order the 
following day, this date has once again been pushed. IDl will continue to check the SWRCB hearing 
calendar. 

No SWRCB hearing date has been set due to the recent Governors orders for continuing State-wide 
drought conditions and increased regulatory actions taking priority. 

The SWRCB held a closed session on the Draft Water Orders on August 22, 2016. Although there was 
nothing to report out of the closed, management contacted SWRCB staff to inquire about timing of the 
Order. On September 7, 2016 the Draft Order amending permits 11308 and 11310 was issued to the 
Bureau of Reclamation and copied to the parties in the past hearings including lD No.1. The Draft Order 
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is under review by ID No.1 management, its consultants (Stetson Engineers and Hanson Environmental), 
and special legal counsel with comments due back to the SWRCB by noon on October 25, 2016. 

The SYRWCD and ID No.1 jointly requested a time extension to provide comments from the SWRCB 
that is consistent with USBR and others. Because of the complexity of the Draft Order, 45-days were not 
enough time and therefore the request extends to after the first of the year. The SWRCB granted a time 
extension to December 9, 2016 as the deadline for submittal of comments. 

ID No.1 submitted its comment letter to the SWRCB by the deadline. The comment objected to the 
SWRCB adoption of 5C or more water for public trust resources steelhead rather than the adoption of the 
environmentally superior alternative of 3C, a balanced water option between steelhead and water supply. 
ID No.1 coordinated with the SYRWCD to develop a common position but separate letter. Other parties 
providing comments on the SWRCB Draft Order included USBR, CCRB, NOAA-NMFS, CDFW, 
EDC/Caltrout, & Cal Farm Bureau. 

The special interest group 's submitted comment suggesting the SWRCB extend beyond alternative 5C and 
the NMFS recommended postponing the adoption of the Order to include the 2016 BO. Sample letters are 
in the Board packet and the entire set of letters can be made available upon request. 

A notice was provided in early March 2018related to the change in the noticing recipient list. 

No response from the SWRCB as of March 2018. 

CA-5. National Marine Fisheries Service - 2000 Biological Opinion issued to USBR for the Continuing 
Operations of the Cachuma Project and Section 7 Re-Consultation 

The 2000 Biological Opinion (BiOp) issued by NMFS requires USBR to comply with the terms and 
conditions (T&C's) and reasonable and prudent measures (RPM's) to avoid a take condition of the listed 
Steelhead/rainbow trout which allows for the continuing operations of the Cachuma Project for water 
supply purposes. The Cachuma Project Member Units are carrying out those requirements out on behalf 
of the USBR. 

Under the 2001 MOU, CCRB representing the four south coast Member Units, and ID No.1 have jointly 
funded and conducted the studies, projects and monitoring requirements as defined in the T&C's and 
RPM's. 

Two passage barrier removal projects have now received full and partial grant funding; Quiota Creek 
crossings #2 and #7 respectively. Although #2 was not the responsibility of the Member Units, (it is 
identified in the EIR as a Santa Barbara County Project), both projects may be needed to comply with the 
BiOp and avoid additional measures that may include additional water releases from Member Unit water 
supply for fish downstream of Bradbury Dam. The combined cost of these two bridge projects are 
estimated at $1.8 million. 

The Quiota Creek Crossings #2 was completed in 20 II within the contract time. A complete accounting 
will be provided. Crossing #7 funding is pending approval by the granting agencies. COMB included this 
crossing in the 2012-2013 Budget and the majority of the Board approved entering into a sole source 
contract with Lapidus Construction to build crossing #7. 

Construction on crossing #7 is complete and a report from COMB regarding the budget will be 
forthcoming. Grant funding for Crossing #0 is being processed. 
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During the week of February 25th - 28th, USBR Staff Nick Zaninovich and Doug Deflitch were 
conducting Routine Operation & Maintenance Inspection of the Cachuma Project facilities. This is a 
routine inspection according to the SOP protocols. On Thursday February 28th, they visited the USBR 
owned and operated Hilton Creek watering system siphon/pump barge in order to perform maintenance on 
the pumps. After "testing the apparatus" on February 28, in the early hours of March 1st, an " incident" 
occurred and the Hilton Creek watering system lost the ability to siphon water from the lake, flows 
stopped at both the upper and lower release valves, and there was no water in Hilton Creek. The Cachuma 
Project Biology Staff (CPBS) was notified by the USBR Dam Tender at approximately 1 Oam and 
immediately went to Hilton Creek to rescue fish. NMFS was also notified by USBR of the situation and 
the fish mortality. At 12:30pm on March 1st, the pumps were activated and the water started flowing 
agam. 

CPBS is documenting the situation with an incident report which will be submitted to the USBR. The 
USBR is currently working on an incident report. The system is currently using the pumps for pressurized 
releases at a higher rate of 8 cfs (16AFD) rather than 6 cfs (12 AFD) as the required target flows. USBR 
is attempting to install a temporary delivery system so that the Hilton Creek watering system can be 
assessed. The apparent USBR operator error or system infrastructure failure will be confirmed in a report. 

A report was filed by USBR on March 13, 2013 regarding the Hilton Creek water system failure. 

A regional power outage on June 24th created another HCWS failure to deliver flows into the creek 
habitat. Because the HCWS was operating on power only and not in siphon mode, the system was down 
for several hours from 11 :30 pm to 4:45 am according to USBR. Additional fish losses occurred and 
NMFS was notified. USBR has been working internally to develop a reliable and redundant HCWS. No 
definitive plans have been presented. Costs are reason that a backup system (Rain for Rent) was not put 
into place. 

Currently, the system is functioning on a static level delivery flow of7.7 cfs with no plans discussed with 
the MU's on the remedies to vary the flow rates or the system. 

Hilton Creek water system continues to release 9.2 AFD or 4.6 cfs which is greater than the requirements 
in the 2000 BO. This water is "Project" contract water used as water supplies for the Cachuma Member 
Units. USBR has not yet remedied this problem because of funding issues. 

Reclamation is investigating a redundant HCWS and repairs to the existing system with a time frame of a 
year or more. 

On June 9, Michael Jackson ofUSBR reported to ID No.1 management that on the previous Thursday and 
Friday, USBR airlifted (using a helicopter) a replacement Hilton Creek pump onto the barge and now have 
both pumps repaired and operational. USBR staff will continue to monitor its system. 

USBR installed a by-pass water line to the 1 0-inch outlet valve at the Control bouse for the purpose of 
supplying colder water to Hilton Creek. This installation may create constraints in the downstream water 
rights releases. USBR also compelled CCW A to install a by-pass and a high line over the radial gate sill 
to deliver SWP water into the lake rather than through the control house and intake works. The 
consequences of both actions have not yet been fully evaluated. 

USBR has prepared a Draft BO on the focused consultation for the Drought Operations and Hilton Creek 
Watering System including the 30,000 AF Storage trigger in the reservoir thus reducing fish flows. The 
contents of the fmal Draft BO have not been made available, however, there are Parent District and ID 
No.1 concerns over any permanent connection at the outlet works to serve Hilton Creek affecting 
downstream and contract water delivery capabilities. 
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Negotiations are on-going with USBR regarding the 30,000 AF Storage triggering point for fish flows. 
The focused Draft BO for Drought operations and the reduced fish flows was withdrawn by USBR. 
No.1 and CCRB are meeting with USBR to present information to assist USBR in the consultation with 
NMFS related to lowering the fish flows to 1.0 AFD of 30 AF per month according to the 2000 BO. This 
is in comparison to the nearly 400 AF per month currently being released for fish into Hilton Creek. 

ID No.1 jointly requested with CCRB that USBR modify and reduce fish releases into Hilton Creek to 30 
Acre-feet per month in accordance with the 2000 BiOp. A joint letter was sent on July 15, 2014 and 
USBR subsequently requested additional information on the Cachuma Storage and hydrology. This joint 
information was forwarded on December 12, 2014. A request was made on January 5 as to the status of 
this action by USBR. 

In accordance with the 2000 Biological Opinion, since the available water in storage is below the 30,000 
AF trigger, USBR will consultant with NMFS to determine the outcome of the reduced fish flows to 1.0 
AFD or 30 AF per month. No action has been taken to date and NMFS requested additional studies and 
analysis. 

USBR submitted the additional information prepared jointly by USBR, CCRB, ID No. I , and CCRB as 
requested by NMFS for the Critical Drought Operations on June 1Oth and July 15

\ 2015. 

There is pending litigation, USBR v. Caltrout related to Hilton Creek and the Emergency Hilton Creek 
Pumping System. ID No.1 is an Intervener with the SYRWCD and CCRB with USBR in this case. The 
plaintiffs claim is "take" of the Endangered Steelhead/rainbow trout and temporary and permanent fixes to 
the HCEPS. 

Settlement documents have been submitted by the USBR, the Intervening Parties and the Environmental 
Defense Center for CalTrout on September 23, 2015. 

USBR successfully tested the Hilton Creek Emergency pumping System in late October to meet the 
conditions of the Settlement. 

The parties to the USBR v. Caltrout settlement Agreement accepted the USBR the Hilton Creek 
Emergency Backup System as complete. As part Settlement conditions- Stipulation #2, the USBR called 
the parties to meet on January 27, 2016 to review and take comments on the "Hilton Creek Enhanced 
Gravity Flow System" (HCEGFS) and proposed connection to the penstock. IDl representatives Walsh 
and Dahlstrom provided testimony to USBR as well as the SYRWCD General Manager. Cal Trout and 
CCRB also provided input. Dale Francisco, a member of the public attended the meeting that was meant 
only for those parties to the litigation and Settlement Agreement. IDl submitted its issues with this 
situation to USBR. This was neither a Brown Act meeting nor a public meeting. 

USBR has not yet responded to comments regarding the HCEGFS. 

With the Cachuma Project water available to the Member Units being less than 7,000 AF, on April 6, 
2016 IDl requested that USBR convene an AMC meeting to consider changes in passage, maintenance, 
rearing and critical dry year water for fish downstream of Bradbury Dam. ID1 requested that USBR lead 
this meeting to propose to NMFS that it allow the reduction of flows to 1 Acre Foot per day in accordance 
with the 2000 BO. It was suggested that this meeting is urgent given the lake levels and available water 
supply for human consumption. 

Two AMC meetings meeting were conducted on April29 and again on May 3 to discuss the reduction of 
fish flows, the emergency Hilton Creek pumping system, and fish rescue. NMFS and USBR are 

Dahl/C:Jsywdlboard/Consent Agenda Apr 17, 201 8 10 



negotiating possible solutions. However, fish relocation will require a NMFS 135-day process at which 
time water will be unavailable. 

Several AMC conference calls have occurred in May and June to determine the best means to sustain the 
existing population of trout in Hilton Creek. No final decision has been made to relocate fish except to 
consider trucking water to the creek as a temporary fix. An action will be needed prior and following to 
the downstream water rights releases. 

The latest decision by NMFS and USBR following the July AMC meeting was to have water trucks 
available to flil tanks for making temporary releases into the lower release point of Hilton Creek as the 
downstream water rights releases commence and after the releases are terminated. Once those releases 
start from the outlet works, pressure to the Hilton Creek piping will cease and therefore no water would be 
delivered. Monitoring of the 57 trout in the Creek will continue. 

Hilton Creek is being watered at the lower release point from trucked water into a set of tanks. Water 
comes from a source at outlet works. NMFS has not approved the trapping and relocation of those 
remaining Rainbow trout to a facility capable of ensuring survivaL 

Water to the lower release point of Hilton creek is provided from a pump system in the Stilling Basin. 
The water is essentially being recirculated with no refreshing releases anticipated from the outlet works. 
USBR is the lead on this project. 

With the elevation of the lake now at 712', USBR will be testing the Hilton Creek pump barge in March in 
anticipation of NMFS mandating fish flow resume to Hilton Creek beginning in April. Flows will be 
subject to the criteria in the 2000 BO. 

USBR tested the Hilton Creek pump barge on April 7 and resulted in a failure mode which requires the 
continued use of the HCEBS at the outlet works to continue to gravity force water to the lower release 
point in Hilton Creek. No time or a cost estimate is forecast for repairs by USBR. As a result, CCW A 
was forced to re-install the bypass pipeline up the spillway and through Gate #4 rather than connect to the 
penstock at the outlet works control house as has been done over the past 25 years. CCW A deliveries of 
SWP water to the south coast will be through this temporary bypass. 

CCW A was directed by USBR to cease delivery operations through the Bradbury Dam penstock by March 
23, 2017. On April 14, 2017, the CCWA bypass pipeline was re-installed based on modifications and 
approval by USBR which allows CCW A deliveries of SWP water to resume. CCW A south coast 
agencies paid for the re-installation. 

As of March 2018, CCWA deliveries to the lake were shut down from March 21 to March 27. 
Typical daily deliveries were 40 AF. 

On February 9, 201 1, USBR submitted completed the documentation supporting compliance (Compliance 
Report) to NMFS with the requirements pursuant to the September 11 , 2000 Biological Opinion. The 
binder contains responses and actions that address the 15 RPM's and associated Terms and Conditions. 
USBR staff recently requested the status of the 2008,2009 and 2010 annual monitoring report, including 
trend analysis for 2005-2008 (Term & Condition 11-1) that was not contained in the Compliance Report. 
CCRB, ID No.1 and Parent District will review the update of the 2008 report within the next week for 
submittal to USBR. The 2009 and presumably 2010 reports are work in-progress being prepared by the 
joint biology staff. 
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The 2008 Annual Monitoring Report and Trend Analysis for 2005-2008 for the Biological Opinion for the 
Operation and Maintenance of the Cachuma Project on the Santa Ynez River was reviewed by lD No.1, 
Parent District and CCRB then finalized for submittal to USBR on June 22, 2011. On June 23, USBR 
submitted the document to the NMFS and will be incorporated into the USBR Compliance Binder. 

The 2009 Annual Monitoring Report and Trend Analysis were made available in draft form for review by 
ID No.1, Parent District and CCRB on July 7. ID No.I provided comments which were incorporated into 
the fmal document. The Report was reviewed by a COMB Fisheries Committee which provided comment 
on the Report. Although COMB and this committee is not part of the fisheries review process and/or on 
the Adaptive Management Committee (AMC) as defmed in and as part of the 1994 or 2001 Fisheries 
MOU's with Reclamation and others, these comments were provided to COMB biology staff. Comments 
on the Report have not yet been circulated by the biology staff to the AMC or other agencies part of the 
Fisheries process to consider. 

On October 27, the Biology Staff forwarded the revised Executive Summary of the 2009 Annual 
Monitoring Report and Trend Analysis for final review by CCRB, SYRWCD and ID No.1 along with 
their respective consultants. Comments specific to the text for funding sources and preparation of the 
document were provided by ID No.1. As of this date, the 2009 Report has not yet been sent to 
Reclamation. 

NMFS issued a letter to USBR indicating delinquent monitoring reports; 2009, 2010 and 2011 as well as 
the RPM 6 related to the monitoring of 89-18 water rights releases. COMB was named in this letter for 
not having submitted the 2009 report by the August 24, 2011 due date. A response was requested of 
USBR. 

On March 9, 2012, USER submitted to the NMFS the 2009 Annual Monitoring Report and Trend 
Analysis for the Biological Opinion for the Cachuma Project. This document complies with RPM 11, 
T&C 11.1 of NMFS's Biological Opinion. The 2010 report is the next report for submittal. This 
document was prepared by USBR, the staff and consultants of the Cachuma Project member units. 

USBR submitted to the NMFS the report for monitoring fish movement during water rights releases 
during a three year period. This document complies with RPM 6, T&C 1) A&B of NMFS's Biological 
Opinion. 

Annual Monitoring Report 2010 was submitted to USBR in February 2013. 

A draft 2011 Annual Monitoring report was recently made available on June 7 by the Cachuma Project 
Biology Staff with a due date of June 11 for review and comment. Given the demand for review and 
preparation of the Draft BAby June 28, this time is being reconsidered. 

USBR submitted a June 3, 2013 letter to NMFS regarding the 2000 BO RPM 6 (downstream water rights 
releases) Study Plan. According to the SCCAO Area Manager, this plan for monitoring during water 
rights releases was produced by USBR and the Cachuma Project Biology Staff (COMB). In a conference 
ca11 on July 1, 2013 between the downstream parties only and USBR (Michael Jackson, SCCAO Manager 
et. al.) a significant issue has been created with this action and the associated "Study Plan" because of the 
disregard of Reclamation to engage, consult or allow review of this action by the SYRWCD or any 
downstream interest that involves this water right release. According to Michael Jackson's explanation, 
this plan was worked on by Ned Gruenhagen of USBR and the "Cachuma Project Biologist", Tim 
Robinson of COMB. The significant issue herein lies with the lack of communication and involvement of 
the SYRWCD and downstream water rights interests, and with the additional conditions in this June 3 
Study Plan (e.g. warm-water predator fish data and water quality analysis) that are not required in the 
2000BO. 
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The language in this study plan admits that these items are not a requirement (second to last paragraph on 
page 2). As a Cachuma Member Unit and as a downstream water right holder, COMB's action 
(understanding from USBR of the Cachuma Project Biology Staff's involvement) to engage in any activity 
beyond that of the 2000 BO is not allowable. In this circumstance, the Study Plan has created additional 
level of effort and provides that the CPBS of COMB will be conducting and immediately carrying out of 
these activities which are beyond the 2000 BO requirements; and, COMB becoming directly involved in 
water rights matters, thus violating the COMB JP A related to 1.3.h.i - "a matter involving water rights of 
any party". 

The downstream parties were not apprised of the preparation of the Study Plan nor included in its 
development and unaware of this letter. Legal Counsel from the SYRWCD and ID No.1 are involved. 

Conflicting information and inconsistencies related to the content of the draft 2011 Annual Monitoring 
report have caused USBR to hold the submittal. 

The 2011 Monitoring report was modified by USBR and released in March. 

The EDC has filed a 60-day notice of intent to sue USBR citing violation of the 2000 BO and the ESA 
because of the Hilton creek pump problems and referencing COMB's Apri114, 20141etter. According to 
Michael Jackson, the USBR Solicitor will be responding to both EDC and COMB. 

USBR has responded to COMB and a rebuttal from COMB to USBR. Additionally, COMB's CPBS has 
completed a draft ofRPM-6 related to water rights without the involvement of the SYRWCD or ID No.1 
as a downstream user and as participants on the AMC. This has caused significant issues and COMB has 
engaged in water rights activities outside the scope of its authority. 

USBR awarded the contract for Hilton Creek Emergency Backup System (HCEBS) to Sansone Company 
in the amount of $659,993 and to be constructed by December 3, 2014. This is a reimbursable cost to 
USBR by the Cachuma Member Units. 

EDC has filed a lawsuit against USBR related to the Hilton Creek Watering System interruptions and 
violation of the ESA and the 2000 BO terms and conditions. 

The Annual Fish Monitoring Report for 2012 has not yet prepared nor released. COMB staff compiles 
the information for fmalization by USBR. 

An internal draft of the 2012 Annual Fish Monitoring Report was circulated to the consultant biologists of 
lD No.1 and CCRB as well as to the SYRWCD for comment. CCRB and ID No.1 will receive the draft 
prior to submittal to USBR. COMB biology staff prepared this document on behalf of ID No.1 and 
CCRB for Reclamation's compliance requirements in the 2000 BO. The document has not been sent to ID 
No.1 as ofthis date. 

With the Water Rights releases beginning on August 3, 2015, COMB staff set up temperature and fish 
traps to capture predator fish and monitor rainbow trout. ID No.1 and SYRWCD staff is monitoring 
COMB activities as these procedures were not reviewed by the JDCA or 2001 MOU parties. 

ID 1 staff has prepared comments draft of the 20 12 Annual Fish Monitoring Report ("AMR") which are 
due by September 15, 2015. COMB sent a PDF of the 2012 AMR to USBR on October 2, 2015. District 
management forwarded to USBR on October 5, 2015 a redline Word version to assure comments by 
District management, staff, and its consultants were incorporated in the AMR. 
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COMB staff has prepared a 2013 draft AMR for USBR which was reviewed by Chuck Hanson, IDl 's 
fisheries expert. IDl is a member of the AMC and is supposed to approve or consent to the AMR's being 
forwarded to Reclamation for submittal to NMFS. COMB has not abided by that process. It is unknown 
if COMB has forwarded the document. 

As of March 2018, ID1 has not received notification from COMB that the AMR's from years 2014 
to present have been prepared or submitted to USBR (this is the responsibility of ID1 and CCRB 
under the 2001 MOU to conduct and prepare these studies). 

USBR, ID No.1 and CCRB legal counsel and management have scheduled a meeting at the SCCAO in 
Fresno to open begin applicant status discussion for the Section 7 Re-Consultation process. This meeting 
on June 2, 2011 is the first of a regular series of anticipated monthly meetings with USBR over the next 
year. 

On June 23, 2011, USBR submitted to NMFS a revised Draft Outline for the Biological Assessment 
("BA'') as part of the Cachuma Project Section 7 Re-Consultation. The first set of comments on 
Reclamation's BA outline (that was to be presented to NMFS on June 23, 2011), was discussed and 
submitted to Reclamation based on a joint action by the ID No.1, Parent District and CCRB (JDCA 
agencies) managers, attorneys (two attorneys for CCRB) and consultants. Keeping in mind that 
Reclamation provided the outline on June 22nd at 3:41 pm, it was requested that the JDCA agencies 
provide their comments back to Reclamation prior to a 3:00pm deadline on June 23, 2011. Reclamation 
revised its outline only incorporating some of the comments provided by ID No.1, CCRB and the Parent 
District which was sent to NMFS. 

This was the first formal interaction with between the three JDCA agenctes and USBR in the re
consultation process and it was the consensus of the JDCA agencies that USBR could have been more 
engaging and cooperative in this first round of re-consultation. It was the hope that Reclamation will be 
more amenable to our involvement. It is expected that the JDCA agencies will continue to implement and 
follow through with the cooperative process through the Reclamation/NMFS re-consultation and BO 
development. 

A conference call took place on July 7 between representatives of USBR, ID No.1, Parent District and 
CCRB to receive an update from USBR regarding the draft outline for the Biological Assessment ("BA"). 
USBR considers the outline a skeleton as a starting point in the preparation of the BA and has now 
confirmed that the ID No.1, Parent District and CCRB will be significantly involved in working with 
USBR in the preparation of that document. The next meeting is scheduled for August 15th with NMFS to 
continue to formulate the draft BA outline and to review the BO Compliance Binder materials. 

A re-consultation meeting between the NMFS, USBR and the Cachuma Advocacy group (ID No.1, CCRB 
and the Parent District) took place on August 22, 2011 to discuss the expanded outline and the 2000 BO 
Compliance Binder. NMFS staff expects a "new" Biological Assessment to include a revised baseline 
with the creek passage barrier projects. They acknowledged the Quiota Creek enhancements and other 
tributary projects that are not in the 2000 BOas voluntary. USBR, ID No.1 , Parent District and CCRB 
will work together to develop the BA. Because of time constraints, the Compliance Binder review will 
take place during another meeting; which has not yet been scheduled. 

A re-consultation coordination model was developed to organize the local participants (Parent District, ID 
No.1 and CCRB) in the Section 7 process with Reclamation and provide a procedure to effectively 
communicate and make decisions among the parties. The model also provides a communication tree 
among the agencies including Reclamation and the consultants. 
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Regular conference calls between the Parent District, ID No.I and CCRB with consultants have occurred 
over the past month and during the preparation of the BA draft project description annotated outline. The 
core group will be attending a meeting with Reclamation on October 18th in Fresno to refine the annotated 
outline. 

The meeting on October 18th included Reclamation staff, CCRB and SYRWCD representatives, and ID 
No.1's special legal counsel. There was a review of the expanded and annotated Project Description 
outline for the Biological Assessment (BA). Reclamation will be providing technical and general 
comments to the document. Reclamation will also work with the three parties to establish a schedule for 
the preparation of the BA. 

A conference call is schedule with Reclamation, ID No.1, Parent District and CCRB on January 13 to 
discuss "take" information and report recently released and submitted by COMB directly to NMFS. 

A meeting was held on November 17 with the NMFS to discuss the Southern Steelhead Recovery Plan. 
NMFS representatives Penny Ruvelas, Mark Cappelli and staff presented to ID No. 1, SYRWCD, and 
CCRB the plan elements that are non-regulatory but used as guidelines for recovery of the Southern 
Steelhead in the Santa Ynez River. Although not formally released, a point by point explanation of the 
elements, including flow regimes, habitat improvements, ground water monitoring, Bradbury Darn 
upstream tributaries and passage barrier mitigations, and target populations. 

The Recovery Plan was released at the beginning of January 2012 with recovery costs for 8 creek and 
river systems, ptimarily the Santa Ynez River of $389 million. 

A schedule for the development of the Biological Assessment was jointly prepared IDl , CCRB and USBR 
to submit to the NMFS. 

In June, the NMFS requested RFP's soliciting consultants to conduct flow, habitat and hydrologic studies 
in lower reach of the SY River below Bradbury Dam. The way in which that is being done is not 
compatible with the obligation NMFS has to "cooperate" with State and Local agencies to resolve water 
resource issues "in concert with" the conservation of endangered species. (ESA Section 2(c)(2)). This 
issue is being raised before the United States District Court in Santa Ana in the case of Bear Valley 
Mutual Water Company et.al. v. Fish and Wildlife Service. A ruling may occur before the Cachuma re
consultation is well advanced. 

IDNo.l, the Parent District and CCRB are coordinating with USBR in the continuing development of the 
BA process and revising the schedule based on the recent actions ofNMFS. USBR forwarded to NMFS 
on July 20, 2012 the revised annotated outline and schedule for the preparation of the Biological 
Assessment. 

The NMFS is pursing recovery as part of the future BO and through the Tri-County Fish Team (meeting 
on July 31) NMFS is soliciting input on priority projects from participants using the Threats-By
Watershed table which came out of the Southern Steelhead Recovery Plan. NMFS is formulating a 
Strategic Approach for implementing recovery in the Santa Ynez River. Caltrout has replaced Nikka 
Knight with Kurt Zimmerman, an attorney as its lead representative for the Santa Ynez and Ventura 
Watersheds. Caltrout is establishing an office in Ventura. 

In a letter from the NMFS to Reclamation on October 22, 2012, Reclamation received a response to the 
July 201

h submittal that only addressed the Draft BA schedule; rejecting the June 30, 2012 submittal date. 
The revised NMFS date of delivery for a Draft BAas determined by NMFS is January l, 2013, along with 
NMFS 's denial to provide the new scientific data and reports it conducted. USBR and the collaborating 
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agencies decided that the NMFS delivery date was impractical and proposed the submittal of the Draft BA 
by May 30, 2013. 

A significant work effort is being made by ID No .1 , CCRB and the Parent District consultants and staff to 
develop and prepare sections of the BA for review by Reclamation. Many studies are being conducted 
which will be incorporated in the BA. A cost sharing agreement for legal resources between CCRB 
(88.42%) and ID No.1 (11.58%) was executed in mid-December. This agreement was ratified by the 
CCRB parties following the CCRB meeting. Since early December, Greg Wilkinson is looked to and 
directed in preparing certain tasks, reviewing all elements for the record, and to marshal this BA effort. 

USBR has confirmed its need to have the Draft BA even though its review and comment time frame has 
not met the deadlines. The Draft BA is to be submitted on June 28 to USBR staff. 

A limited number of the Draft BA chapters are being revised and re-written based on discussions with 
advocacy parties. USBR is aware of the revisions with a deadline for submittal of all chapters on August 
23,2013. 

The USBR Area Manager has determined that USBR will complete the Draft BA for submittal to NMFS 
by Mid-October 2013. The USBR decision was based on a demand letter from CCRB indicating it will 
not deliver the remaining chapters to USBR until December 20, 2013. 

On October 2, CCRB Board gave its approval to the Entrix to release chapters 4, 5, 6, 11 and the executive 
summary to USBR. The District provided comments on all chapters of the Draft BA and submitted 
additional information to USBR on October 8, 2013. 

USBR is planning to submit the Draft BA to NMFS by mid-November 2013. USER is no longer 
participating on the monthly calls due to conflicts. 

Kate Rees, CCRB manager announced her retirement on January 31 , 2014. 

On November 21, 2013 USBR submitted the draft BA to NMFS. In a meeting between USBR and the 
downstream interests, including the SYRWCD and ID No.1 representatives only on November 25, 2013, 
USBR confirmed incorporating the most recent comments submitted by the downstream interests and 
other comments submitted by the south coast. USBR did make modifications. A copy of the draft BA 
will be forwarded by USBR to the District. 

NMFS responded USBR on April 8, 2014 indicating the sufficiency of the draft BA with several 
additional data requirements as part of "consultation" including a discrepancy in the South Coast Member 
Units operational yield versus apparent over-diversion of water deliveries to the south coast with the issue 
of the absence of reductions in deliveries at 100,000 AF. Other data needs include south coast stream 
crossings and the inter-related south coast water conveyance systems. USBR responded on May 27, 2014 
acknowledging the data requests and to work with NMFS and providing a Consultation schedule with at 
Final BOon April15, 2015. 

At a meeting held in August with Reclamation management, it was made clear that the Section 7 
consultation will be between the two Federal agencies - USBR and MNFS. The Applicant Status 
requested jointly by CCRB, ID No.1 was denied by USBR but collaboration will be considered. 

A meeting with USBR and ID1 , SYRWCD and CCRB was held on October 27 at the SCCAO in Fresno to 
discuss the outlet works and the temporary and permanent plans, the Drought Operations Draft BA and the 
relationships between the agencies in the Cachuma Project. There was indication that NMFS will likely 
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release a Draft Biological Opinion in January 2015. This is well ahead of the planned timing in mid
spnng. 

USBR met with NMFS on November 20, 2014 as part of the formal re-consultation. A follow up meeting 
between USBR, ID No.1, SYRWCD, and CCRB is scheduled for December 9, 2014. 

On December 18, 2014, USBR formally requested an extension of 120 days for the consultation as a result 
of the December 9, 2014 meeting with NMFS. The purpose is to allow time provide NMFS with 
additional information as requested in their April 8, August 4, and September 30, 2014 letters. The 
NMFS Draft Biological Opinion is expected to be issued to USBR around May 30, 2015. 

NMFS has requested USBR provide additional analysis and evaluation of the flow and habitat conditions 
downstream of Bradbury Dam among other informational requests related to migrant trapping data. 

CCRB and Cal Strategies met with USBR on Tuesday May 5, 2015 unilaterally requested inserting the 
passage barrier removal projects on the tributaries (Quiota Creek) along the Santa Ynez River below 
Bradbury Dam into the Draft 2015 BO. Statements of "Assurances" were made by CCRB working with 
COMB to implement passage barrier removal in the SY River watershed and on the South Coast 
tributaries. Neither ID No.1 nor the Parent District was aware of the meeting or the discussion and 
decision by CCRB. ID No.1 will be contacting USBR. This issue has not been resolved. 

Following a response letter to CCRB related to the above meeting with USBR and memorandum related to 
tributary commitments in the future, several calls and meetings have occurred between the JDCA parties 
to resolve issues. 

There is information that a draft Biological Opinion may be released by NMFS in October 2015. 

The Trush report prepared by Humboldt State University River Institute for Steelhead migration in the 
Santa Ynez River that may be included in the draft BO by NMFS is being peer reviewed by IDI and now 
CCRB expert consultants. 

According to a COMB report at the meeting on March 7, the 2012 monitoring report was submitted to 
USBR and the 2013 draft report is being prepared by COMB biology staff. The reports have not been 
distributed to CCRB or ID No.1 responsible for these activities under the 2001 MOU. 

On April S, 2016, ID1 received a link to the Draft Annual Monitoring Plan from Entrix rather than from 
COMB. ID1 staff requested that COMB send all correspondence related to fisheries documentation 
directly to ID1 management. COMB staff requested comments by April20, 2014. 

ID No.1 and the SYRWCD in conjunction with CCRB submitted comments on the HSU Trush report on 
July 21, 2016 to Reclamation and the NMFS for incorporation into the administrative record. 

According to the NMFS comment letter dated December 8, 2016 to the State Water Resources Control 
Board regarding its release of the 2016 Draft Water Right Order, "NMFS is in the process of reviewing 
and discussing the draft 2016 biological opinion with BOR". It is likely that a draft BO, which is expected 
to be a "Jeopardy" opinion, will contain greater flows, have passage requirements as indicated by NMFS 
in the past, and recovery plan elements and terms imbedded including significantly higher flows for fish 
releases, fish passage around Bradbury Dam and return, and other protections for recovery of the listed 
steelhead. NMFS indicated in its comment letter to the SWRCB to incorporate the 2016 BO, thus the 
issuance is expected in the very near term. 
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lD No.1 management and Special Legal Counsel continue to monitor and are prepared to comment once 
the Public Draft is issued. ID No.1 was denied "applicant status" by USBR as a contracting party to 
Cachuma Project that had federal recognition. Therefore, comments on the Public Draft BO will be 
submitted to NMFS. The County was also recently denied "applicant status". 

No further information has been available on the timing of a Public Draft BO issuance. 

CA-6. Cachuma Project -Water Supply and Water Service Contract 

The water delivery order for WY 2014-15 has been submitted to USBR with a 55% reduction in 
entitlement deliveries beginning October 1, 2014. With the DWR Table "A" allocation at 20%, plus SWP 
water purchased through the SWPP by south coast member along with prior year carryover, the amounts 
should suffice to meet all exchange requirements in WY 2015. However, Goleta Water District has taken 
delivery of its SWP allocation and therefore the South Coast parties cannot effectuate the terms of the 
Exchange Agreement. This is being reviewed by the District's Special Legal Counsel BB&K for a 
recommendation of appropriate action. 

A meeting is being called by CCW A to reconcile how to allocate the Santa Y nez Exchange water among 
the South Coast remaining agencies pursuant to the Exchange Agreement. The allocation methodology in 
the Exchange Agreement does not address a south coast party opting out with actual procedures. A call 
with all the parties to the Exchange Agreement is expected in June to outline the issues and then develop 
an allocation methodology, if possible within the terms and conditions ofthe Exchange Agreement. 

The Exchange Agreement terms have not yet been reconciled between the parties and a meeting is 
scheduled on July 15th to discuss the South Coast Exchange water deficiencies. 

The Exchange Agreement is being effectuated by the City of Santa Barbara, Montecito Water District and 
to certain level, Carpinteria Valley Water District with each of their SWP allocations, carryover and 
purchased water. ID No. I remains whole at this time even with Goleta Water District not in the exchange 
due to its decision to move its entire SWP allocation to Cachuma without exchanging with IDNo.l in 
accordance with the Agreement. 

As of September 4, 2015, ID No.1 transferred its 2013-2014 Cachuma Project Carryover water to 
Montecito Water District that was to be exchanged in 2014-2015 and 2015-2016 with the participating 
parties. ID No.1 's 750 AF of Carryover water was subject to evaporation losses of up to 65 AF per 
month and 25 AF per month for fish releases to Hilton Creek. In return, the District received $1,015 per 
acre foot of water transferred. There is approximately 50 AF of Carryover water remaining for direct 
delivery to the SB County Park that is served by ID No.1 . 

USBR announced that will be zero (0) allocation of Project water to the Cachuma Member Units as of 
October 1, 2015 for the next water year. 

USBR is considering the status and definition of use for the 12,000 AF water in the minimum pool. 
USBR staff also provided a minimum level of 604.50' which is the lowest point in the lake above the inlet 
sill to the penstock at elevation 600.00'. 

USBR continues to allocate zero water for 2016. In addition, water accruing from the Tecolote Tunnel 
Yield is not being allocated but used to offset a portion of the lake evaporation rather than deducted from 
Project Carry Over water per the Master Contract. However, Reclamation defined in its CEC released in 
April 2016 that the minimum pool water shall not be available to divert through the south coast's Barge 
relocation nor will the WR 89-18 water and fish account water. 

Dahi/C:/sywdlboard/Consent Agenda Apr 17, 201 8 18 



COMB relocated the barge that delivers water to the South Coast agencies prior to the downstream water 
rights releases began on July 12. The new location is adjacent to the County Park. 

The inequities of the 2015/2016 "unallocated water" and "unaccounted for" water delivered to the South 
Coast CMU's remains an issue and have been contested by ID No.I. A response from USBR is pending. 
Following a meeting with USBR on September 6, 2016 when presented the inequities due to tunnel 
infiltration credits and unaccounted for water delivered to the south coast, those inequities continue to 
increase with this new water year. No formal resolution between IDl, USBR and the County Water 
Agency has been accomplished. 

The Santa Barbara County Water Agency submitted to USBR the annual request for allocation from the 
Cachuma Project. This was historically done by COMB, however, SBCW A has taken back this role in 
accordance with the Master Contract. There was zero allocation issued by USBR starting on October 1, 
2016. 

USBR will institute an evaporation scenario, proposed by SB County, that both Project carryover water 
and SWP will evaporate proportional to the total lake volume. The theory being the Minimum Pool will 
evaporate at a given level anyway, and with some incremental storage in the lake will incrementally 
increase evaporate so should be accounted for as such. The member Units have stated that except for 
Goleta(~ 500 AF) and to a minimal extent City of SB, and furthermore to a much lesser extent IDl (for 
the Park), will exhaust all the CCO by December 1, 2016. This is effective on January 1, 2017. 

On March 17, 2017 the CMU managers and technical staff met with the County Water Agency staff to 
compare the independent water supply analysis prepared by each CMU and the County based on the 
"Available Project Water" and for supporting a mid-year allocation from USBR. Carpinteria Valley WD 
conducted extensive modeling based on a two year allocation outlook and differing percentages of a mid
year allocation and remaining balances, while considering most factors affecting the water supply in the 
lake. ID No.1, in conjunction with Stetson Engineers verified Carpinteria's model and also prepared ID 
No.1 's modeling effort confirming all other sources of stored and produced water being considered. After 
deliberation with the County and between the CMU's, it was determined that a mid-year allocation be 
requested of USBR in the amount of 40% or 10,285.6 AF of the annual 25,714 AF operational yield. 
Each CMU would receive its prorated share of the mid-year allocation in accordance with the Master 
Contract. 

USBR approved a 40% mid-year allocation adjustment on April 7, 2017 based on available Project water 
in storage with concurrence by the Cachuma Member Units. ID 1 took its frrst delivery of its share 1,060 
AF ofCachuma Project water. A formal letter will authorize deliveries for the remainder of this year and 
next year's allocation of 40%. 

SB County Water Agency has requested the Cachuma Member Units provide an allocation for WY 
2017118 in order to submit to USBR in accordance with the Master Contract. The Water Agency 
reacquired its responsibility from COMB and is now acting on behalf of the Member Units. The 
allocation requests are tied to the capital component of the Project, which was paid off in 2015; however 
USBR is still requesting the allocations for accounting purposes. As previously agreed, USBR anticipates 
a 40% delivery next water year but there will be a statement in the request for a mid-year allocation 
modification should the rainfall season produce inflow. ID No.1's allocation request is due June 23, 2017. 

lD No.1 submitted its 2017-2018 40% allocation request and reserving its right for an increased allocation 
with an increase in water in storage. 
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A formal resolution to the inequities is expected with the accounting for new water in Cachuma and as 
part of the allocation process. ID1 has a second letter to Reclamation prepared in part by Stetson 
Engineers to be sent late in the week of April10, 2017. 

On May 30, 2017, a formal letter to USBR from the District requested a reconciliation of water supply 
inequities that occurred from 2011 to 20 17 associated with carryover evaporation charges, tunnel 
accretions, and un-accounted for water. ID1 requested that water be credited to its account. Neither USBR 
nor the County has responded. 

A meeting was held with USBR and Santa Barbara County Water Agency on October 12, 2017 with no 
resolution. 

ID#1 met with USBR Mid-Pacific Region and Area Office Directors and management on January 18, 
2018 to discuss contract options. A follow up meeting with the Area Office staff is schedule for the end of 
February. 

Management was recently informed by the SCCAO Manager that USBR staff met with SB County 
representatives on Monday, March 12, 2018 to discuss the 2020 contract. This meeting did not include 
any Cachuma Member Unit representatives. The latest conversation with the SB County Water Agency 
Manager Fray Crease, on Thursday March 8, she indicated that the County would not accept or consider 
any other contracting arrangement; only the current USBR and SB County Master Contract. ID No.1 has 
had several meetings with USBR in order to seek contract options. No final determination has been made 
byUSBR. 

Management is meeting with USBR Regional Director on May 9, 2018 to continue discussions of 
contracting options. 

The Exchange Agreement between IDl and the south coast Cachuma Member Units is dependent on two 
factors: 1) Cachurna Project water availability and allocation to ID1; and, 2) Sufficient and equal amount 
of South Coast SWP water to exchange with IDL Because there is zero allocation of Cachuma Project 
water, the Exchange Agreement remains inactive. Once USBR determines a mid-year allocation, all ID 
No. 1's Cachuma allocation will be exchanged for an equal amount of the south coast participants SWP 
water. 

With the mid-year allocation in water year 2016-17, IDl will have 1,060 AF of its Cachuma Project 
available supply to exchange from April 7, 2017 to September 30, 2017. The Exchange water will be 
balance with the first priority Article 21 water and the MetWD exchange. 

Currently, the Cachuma Exchange water is occurring with this year's 40% allocation and beginning on 
October 1 5', the new water year, there will be 1,042 AF of water exchanged. 

USBR issued its allocation on November 4, 2017 of a 40% delivery to the Member Units retroactive to 
October 1, 2017. A mid-year adjustment would be considered based on precipitation and runoff in the 
lake. 

With a 20% delivery allocation from the SWP and the reduced allocation from USBR, the South Coast 
will have enough SWP to effectuate the Exchange Agreement this year. Should the SWP allocation be 
reduced as was anticipated to 10%, this would cause an exchange shortage. 
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Contract Number I75r-1802R (Master Contract) expires in 2020 for water service to the Cachuma 
Member Units (CMU's). The County Water initiated discussions with USBR on November 18, 2016 
regarding the process and protocols for negotiations of a new water service contract. The Water Agency 
has been coordinating with the CMU's over the past month and prepared a "charter" or guideline paper for 
the formation of Steering Committee that will work on activities related to the negotiation process along 
with the terms and conditions of such water service contract. The Water Agency requested input from the 
CMU's. Upcoming meetings are scheduled over the next few months. 

The Water Agency will bring its charter to begin the contracting process and provide a report to the Board 
of Directors of the SBWFC&WCD on May 2, 2017. At this time, none of the CMU's concur with the 
contracting arrangement. 

At the May 2 County Board of Directors meeting to approve and authorize the Chair to sign a letter to the 
United States Bureau of Reclamation to request renewal of the Water Service Contract for the Cachuma 
Project and initiate negotiations with the United States Bureau of Reclamation, there were comments 
provided by IDl, the City of Santa Barbara and Carpinteria Valley WD opposing this action until such 
time to allow to explore contract options and engage all the Cachuma Member Units in this process . As 
stated by the County, this is a process between County and the USBR but the County will allow one 
representative of the CMU's to attend meetings between USBR and the County only. Director Hartmann 
indicted that the County's purpose in renegotiating this contract is to protect the downstream interests, the 
environment, and public trust resources. Other discussion related to the County's role in water supply. 
The north County Directors did not care about this action. The letter and action was approved 5-0. 

The County is now scheduling "private" meetings with USBR beginning in May and June and to initiate 
negotiations. The CMU's are not included until the public meetings are scheduled. 

Meetings are now being organized by the Member Unit managers regarding the County's action and its 
process. 

No technical sessions or negotiation meetings are schedule as of April 17, 2018. 

USBR will be conducting its 5-year inspection of water records and compliance with the Master and 
Member Unit Contracts. USBR representatives from the Regional office, South Central California Area 
Office and Denver Services will be at ID No.I on September 19, 2012. USBR has transferred water 
conservation division to the Mid-Pacific region. District staff will be meeting with MP region staff to 
discuss conservation plans and exemptions applicable to the District. USBR provided a draft CCR 
checklist on November 8, 2012 indicating that ID No.1 complies with all elements of the Master Contract. 

USBR solicitor has determined that in accordance with Master Contract and specifically under CVPIA 
criteria (although ID No.1 is not in the CVP), ID No.1 is required to prepare and submit to USBR a water 
conservation plan for its Project Water; 863 AF annually of M&I water and separately for 1,788 AF of 
Irrigation water. The District has other sources of local water supply (Uplands groundwater and licenses 
in the SY River) that are not under the jurisdiction ofUSBR and not within the Master Contract or CVPIA 
which are not reportable in a USBR water conservation plan. 
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The District is completing its updated and required draft water conservation plan and best management 
practices (BMP's) for submittal to USBR. This will require revisions to incorporate the City of Solvang 
because the District's boundaries for water service include the City's residents. 

The conservation plan update was submitted to Reclamation in March 2015. 

USBR through the CUWCC is requesting further water conservation and BMP information within ID 
No.1's service area. 

USBR will be conducting its 5-year inspection of water records and compliance with the Master and 
Member Unit Contracts. USBR representatives from the Regional office, South Central California Area 
Office and Denver Services will be at ID No.1 on August 23 and 24, 2016. ID No.1 submitted comments 
and provided further information to USBR by September 6, 2016. 

ID No.1 will be preparing and submitting the USBR required crop report update by the May 1, 2018 
deadline. 

CA-7. Actions taken during emergency situation in New York/Washington DC on September 11. 2001 

DHS has distributed the Terrorist Threat Reporting Guide for Critical Infrastructure. This is a JOmt 
guidance document distributed by Federal Homeland Security and FBI for Owners and Operators of 
critical infrastructure. No advisories are in effect. 
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SANTA YNEZ RIVER WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT, ID#1 -- 2018 DELIVERY 
31-Mar-18 

!New Cachuma WY 
Actual Actual Actual Planned Planned Planned Planned Planned Planned Planned Planned Planned 

Delivery Schedule 2018 Allocation AF Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul 
Table "A" Entitlement/1 100 0 0 0 10 15 20 20 
Drought Buffer 40 Q Q Q_ ~ ~ ~ Q 
Exchange less Cach Park /2 1035 0 0 0 95 140 205 215 
Carryover/Article 211 Solvang 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I TOTAL 1175 0 0 0 110 160 230 240 

Cachuma Park/3 I - 25- I 1 1 2 2 3 3 3 
River Wells - 6.0 CFS 75 40 110 95 140 140 160 
River Wells - 4.0 CFS 0 0 0 85 110 124 140 
Upland Wells 60 170 28 110 149 160 250 

!Total Production 136 211 141 402 562 657 793 

10 Yr. Average Production 150 136 278 402 562 657 778 

4.0 cfs River Maxtmum Production in AF 49.2 44 246 238 246 238 238 
6.0 cfs River Maximum Production in AF 92.2 83.3 368.9 357 368.9 357 357 
Note/1 Reflects the SWP deliveries for 2018 WY = 20% of entitlement 140 AF. No Carryover for WY2018 
Cachuma Project 40% or 1 ,060 AF as of October 1, 2017 through September 30, 2018. A mid-year allocation may occur. 
Note /2 Blue text: Cachuma Exchange water available from Oct 1, 2017-18 w/ 40% Allocation 1,035 AF. 

Cachuma Project Total Allocation for WY2017-18 is 1,060 AF . 
South Coast MU must provide full Exchange amount; 

Note /3 Cachuma Project water estimated del ivery to SB County Park of Cachuma Water year 2017-18 is 25 af. 
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Grap 
CACHUMA DAILY OPERATIONS 

Month & Year: March 2018 
Time of Observations: 0830 Evaporation Pan Factor: 76% 

1 701.81 75107 33 1627 0.150 15.5 40.9 31 .1 5.0 2.0 45.3 
2 701.88 75221 114 1628 0.50 67.8 0.040 4.1 40.9 30.8 5.0 2.0 47.4 
3 701.91 75270 49 1628 0.31 42. 1 0.105 10.8 40.8 22.9 5.0 2.0 6.8 
4 701.91 75270 0 1628 0.02 2.7 0.098 10.1 40.8 21.1 4.0 3.0 -5.3 
5 701.92 75286 16 1629 0.114 11 .8 40.8 22.3 5.0 2.0 16.6 
6 701.92 75286 0 1629 0.149 15.4 41 .0 21 .6 5.0 3.0 4.0 
7 701.92 75286 0 1629 0.164 16.9 41.0 21.8 5.0 2.0 4.7 
8 701.92 75286 0 1629 0.108 11.1 41 .0 8.1 5.0 2.0 -14.8 
9 701 .94 75319 33 1629 0.142 14.6 40.9 2.8 4.0 3.0 16.2 

10 701.96 75351 33 1629 0.125 12.9 40.8 0.0 5.0 2.0 11.7 
11 702.04 75482 131 1631 0.71 96.5 0.001 0.1 39.1 0.0 5.0 2.0 2.1 
12 702.06 75515 33 1631 0.080 8.3 40.8 0.0 5.0 2.0 7.1 
13 702.09 75563 49 1631 0.04 5.4 0.073 7.5 40.8 0.0 5.0 2.0 17.3 
14 702.12 75612 49 1632 0.15 20.4 0.078 8.1 40.7 0.0 4.0 3.0 2.9 
15 702.14 75645 33 1632 0.30 40.8 0.090 9.3 40.6 14.9 5.0 3.0 -16.6 . 
16 702.15 75661 16 1632 0.134 13.9 40.8 22.9 5.0 2.0 19.3 
17 702.17 75694 33 1633 0.09 12.2 0.042 4.3 40.8 16.5 4.0 2.0 6.4 
18 702.17 75694 0 1633 0.01 1.4 0.134 13.9 40.8 16.3 5.0 2.0 -5.0 
19 702.19 75727 33 1633 0.089 9.2 40.8 16.4 5.0 1.0 23.4 
20 702.18 75710 -16 1633 0.159 16.4 40.7 16.1 4.0 3.0 -17.5 
21 702.29 75890 180 1635 0.88 119.9 0.057 5.9 9.8 0.6 5.0 2.0 63.3 
22 702.62 76429 539 1640 1.27 173.6 0.030 3.1 0.0 0.0 5.0 2.0 375.1 
23 703.20 77386 958 1653 0.57 78.5 0.085 8.9 0.0 0.0 4.0 3.0 895.1 
24 703.34 77617 231 1657 0.121 12.7 0.0 0.0 5.0 2.0 250.9 
25 703.38 77683 66 1657 0.196 20.6 0.0 0.0 5.0 2.0 93.6 
26 703.39 77700 17 1658 0.150 15.7 0.0 0.0 4.0 3.0 39.3 
27 703.39 77700 0 1658 0.209 21.9 0.0 0.0 5.0 2.0 28.9 
28 703.40 77716 17 1658 0.143 15.0 28.0 0.0 5.0 2.0 10.5 
29 703.44 77783 66 1659 0.200 21 .0 41 .1 0.0 5.0 3.0 54.0 
30 703.44 77783 0 1659 0.198 20.8 41.1 52.6 4.0 3.0 39.3 
31 703.45 77799 17 1659 0.213 22.4 41 .1 25.7 5.0 2.0 30.5 

--

I TOTALS I 2,725 I I 4.85 I 661 .3 I 3.677 I 382.3 I 0.0 I 975.9 I 0.0 I 364.5 I 147.0 I 0.0 I 71.0 I 0.0 I 2,052.7 I 
Park Usage 0.15 Rain 52% Yr. Total 9.28 



17-18 CACHUMA PROJECT ALLOCATION 

CACHUMA OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE BOARD 
WATER PRODUCTION AND WATER USE REPORT 

FOR THE MONTH OF FEBRUARY 2018 AND THE WATER YEAR TO DATE (WYTD) (I) 

(All in rounded Acre Feet) 

SCC WATER PRODUCTION: MONTH WYTD 
Cachuma Lake (Tee. Diversion) 949.4 7,509.5 
Tecolote Tunnel Infiltration 145.7 448.7 
Cachuma Lake (County Park) 1.3 8.2 

Subtotal -Water Production 1,096 7,966.4 

SCC WATER DELIVERIES: 
State Water Diversion 843.5 5,197.2 
Cachuma Diversion 97.2 2,280.2 
So. Coast Storage gaini(loss) 37.8 22.9 

Subtotal - Water Deliveries 978.6 7,500.2 

Total Water Production 1,096.4 7,966.4 
Total Water Deliveries 978.6 7,500.2 
Difference = Apparent Water Loss 117.9 466.1 
% Apparent Water Loss 10.75% 5.85% 

SCC APPARENT WATER LOSS ALLOCATION !2
) 

GWD SBCITY MWD CVWD TOTAL 
CURRENT MONTH CHARGE I {ADUSTMENT) 111 

M&l 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Agriculture 3.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.5 
Subtotal Cachuma Project 3.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.5 
l +J State Water Project 5.4 46.4 57.6 5.0 114.4 

Total 8.9 46.4 57.6 5.0 117.9 

WATER YEAR-TO-DATE CHARGE I (ADJUSTMEND 
M&l 9.9 0.0 0.0 37.0 46.9 
Agriculture 7.2 0.0 0.0 49.1 56.4 
Subtotal Cachuma Project 17.2 0.0 0.0 86.1 103.2 
j+) State Water Project 17.6 140.9 188.4 16.0 363.0 

Total 34.8 140.9 188.4 102.1 466.2 

CACHUMA PROJECT WATER CHARGE 
GWD SBCITY MWD CVWD SYRID#1 TOTAL 

CURRENT MONTH 
Water Usage 

M&l 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.3 1.3 
Agricultural 95.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A 95.9 
Subtotal Project Water Use 95.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.3 97.2 
(+)Apparent Water Loss 3.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A 3.5 
(+) Evaporative Loss <

3l 12.2 31.5 8.0 0.2 0.1 52.0 
Total Project Water Charge 111.6 31.5 8.0 0.2 1.4 152.7 

WATER YEAR-TO-DATE 
Water Usage 

M&l 1,097.3 0.0 0.0 289.3 8.2 1,394.8 
Agricultural 501.8 0.0 0.0 385.7 N/A 887.5 
Subtotal Project Water Use 1,599.1 0.0 0.0 675.1 8.2 2,282.3 
( +} Apparent Water Loss 17.2 0.0 0.0 86.1 N/A 103.2 
(+)Evaporative Loss <3l 96.7 172.2 43.6 18.5 0.6 331.6 
Total Project Water Charge (* ) 1,712.9 172.2 43.6 779.6 8.8 2,717.1 

(*) Project Water Charge is applied first to Canyover Water balance and then to Current Year Water Allocation 
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17-18 CACHUMA PROJECT ALLOCATION 

CACHUMA OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE BOARD 
WATER PRODUCTION AND WATER USE REPORT 

FOR THE MONTH OF FEBRUARY 2018 AND THE WATER YEAR TO DATE (WYTD) (11 

(All in rounded Acre Feet) 

CACHUMA PROJECT WATER BALANCE AS OF JANUARY 2018 
GWD SBCITY MWD CVWD SYRID#1 

Project Water Carryover -10/1/2016 3,088.0 3 ,988.0 1,011.0 800.0 16.0 

(-) Project Water Charge (WYTD) 1,712.9 172.2 43.6 779.6 8.8 
Balance Carryover Water 1,375.1 3,815.8 967.4 20.4 7.2 

Current Year Allocation (41 3 ,728.0 3,311 .0 1,060.0 1,125.0 1,060.0 
{-) Balance of Proj ect Water Charge {WYTD) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Net Allocation Available Before Adjustments 3,728.0 3,311.0 1,060.0 1 '125.0 1,060.0 

Adjustments to Net Allocation (WYTD} 
Carryover Balances Spilled 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Surplus 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

State Water Exchange (S) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Transfers/Adjustment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

Balance Current Year Allocation 3,728.0 3,311 .0 1,060.0 1,125.0 1,060.0 

Total Cachuma Project Water Available 5,103.1 7,126.8 2,027.4 1,145.4 1,067.2 

Footnotes 
(1} Water Year = October 1 through September 30 
(2} Based on an correspondence from Michael Jackson, dated 09/15/17, which revised the approach to the assessment for 

unaccounted-for water loss based on lake conditions 
(3) Per USBR, evaporation is applied to Cachuma Carryover and SWP water through standard contract formula effective April 1, 2017. 
(4) Per USBR, 40% Allocation to Member Agencies. effective 10/1/17 
(5) There were no SWP Exhanges in February 2018 

State Water Deliveries to Lake Cachuma for February 2018 (Total =1142 AF): MWD 253 AF; CVWD 169 AF 
GWD 380 AF(Morehart 2 AF); City of S.B. 253 AF; and LaCumbre 85 AF: (Ratheon 0 AF) 

TOTAL 

8,903.0 

2,717.1 
6,185.9 

10,284.0 
0.0 

10,284.0 

0.0 
0.0 

0.0 
0.0 

10,284.0 

16,469.9 
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C A C H U M A 
Santa Ynez River - Downstream Users Accounting 

February 2018 

SUMMARY 

RESERVOIR 
Computed Inflow . . . . . . . 

Releases 

Spills . 

Fish 
Water rights 
Leakage 

Va lves 
Spillway 
Leakage 

198. 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 

0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 

Total Downstream Releases 

Diversions .... . . 
South Coast 
Park (SYRWCD ID Hl) 
SYRWCD ID #1 

949 . 4 
1.3 
0 . 0 

Total Reservoir Outflows 

CCWA Inflow 
Releases Affecting Accounts 
Project Savings 

ABOVE NARROWS ACCOUNT (ANA) 
Previous Months ANA 

ANA Credit 
Releases from ANA 
BNA Releases Not Reaching Narrows 

ANA Dewatered Storage: Current 
Previous 
Change 

Spills Reducing ANA 
Current ANA 

BELOW NARROWS ACCOUNT (BNA) 
Previous Months BNA 

Measured Flow at Narrows 
Salsipuedes Creek Contribution 
Releases from BNA 
BNA Releases Reaching Narrows 

Constructive Flow at Narrows 
Elevation of Indi cator well (feet) 
Percolation from Measured Flow 
Percolation from Constructive Flow 
BNA Credit 

Spills Reaching Narrows 
BNA Dewatered Storage : Current 

Previous 
Change 

Spills Reduc i ng BNA 

Current BNA 

Notes: All values are in acre- feel unless otherwise indicated. 
Date of Report: 03/2 3/2018 
USING SAN LUCAS CREEK AS FIRST CHECKPOINT 
UPSTREAM OPERATIONS ADJUSTMENT ALL NEG OR ZERO 

1142. 1 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 

92.6 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 

18228.0 
16411 . 0 

1817. 0 
0 . 0 

59 . 5 
15 . 5 

0 . 0 
0 . 0 

59 . 5 
0 . 0 

59 . 5 
59 . 5 

0 . 0 

0 . 0 
19773 . 0 
20354.0 
-581.0 

0 . 0 

92 . 6 

198 . 0 

0 . 0 

198 . 0 

950.7 

1148 . 7 

13787 . 0 

13879 . 7 

-112 . 0 

-112 . 0 



California Irrigation Management Information System (CIMIS) 

CIMIS Daily Report 
Rendered in ENGLISH Units. 
Thursday, March 1, 2018- Sunday, April 1, 2018 
Printed on Monday, April 2, 2018 

Santa Ynez · Central Coast Valleys - Station 64 
Date 

3/1/2018 

3/2/2018 

3/3/2018 

3/4/2018 

3/5/2018 

3/6/2018 

3/7/2018 

ETo 
(in) 

0.06 

0.09 

0.07 

0.12 

0. 13 

0. 15 

0.08 

3/8/2018 0.14 

3/9/2018 0.12 

3/10/2018 0.04 

3/11 /2018 0.09 

3/12/2018 0.09 

3113/2018 0.05 

311412018 0.08 

311512018 0.15 

3/1612018 0.08 

3117/2018 0.11 

3/18/2018 0.12 

3/19/2018 0.15 

3/20/2018 0.04 

3/2112018 0.00 

3/22/2018 0.05 

3/2312018 0.13 

3124/2018 0.14 

3125/2018 0.16 

3126/2018 0.18 

3127/2018 0.16 

312812018 0.16 

3129/2018 0.17 

3130/2018 0.17 

3/31/2018 0.15 

Tots/Avgs 3.43 

Precip 
(In) 

0.15 

0.32 

0.18 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.74 

0.00 

0.02 

0. 16 

0.25 

0.00 

O.D7 
0.01 

0.00 

0.00 

0.36 

1.39 

1.43 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

5.08 

Sol Rad 
(Ly/day) 

246 

354 

293 

453 

469 

496 

258 

402 

376 

176 

333 

303 

205 

320 

534 R 

316 

437 

435 

483 

177 

68 

201 

479 

519 

504 

543 

550 

515 

294 

491 

465 

377 

AvgVap 
Pres 

(mBars) 

9.3 

11.4 

9.4 

6.1 

5.6 

5.5 

7.2 

9.6 

12.1 

13.5 

14.3 

14.5 

15.6Y 

11.8 

9.2 

9.9 

8.5 

7.9 

7.9 

10.7 

15.1 y 

14.9Y 

10.5 

9.4 

8.2 

7.5 

8.6 

10.7 

13.3 

12.2 

13.3 

10.4 

Max Air 
Temp 

(•F) 

59.8 

61.9 

58.5 

62.4 

69.7 

76.0 

75.2 

78.8 

74.3 

66.2 

68.8 

72.9 

65.8 

61.8 

60.6 

59.4 

58.9 

63.0 

69.2 

66.7 

60.6 

65.7 

64.3 

63.1 

61.6 

65.0 

72.1 

78.4 

80.0 

82.3 

79.5 

67.8 

Min Air 
Temp 
t•F) 

34.3 

47.3 

36.8 

29.3 

27.1 

29.2 

36.2 

35.2 

44.5 

51.8 

50.7 

48.9 

51.4 

46.5 

40.3 

36.2 

35.8 

30.8 

31.8 

42.6 

54.0Y 

49.1 

46.7 

38.4 

38.5 

37.8 

32.5 

36.2 

47.3 

40.1 

43.6 

40.4 

Santa Ynez - Central Coast Valleys - Station 64 
Date 

4/1/2018 

Tots/Avgs 

ETo 
(In) 

0.11 

0.11 

Pre clp 
(in) 

0.00 

0.00 

SoiRad 
(Ly/day) 

398 

398 

Avg Vap 
Pres 

(mBars) 

13.7 

13.7 

Max Air 
Temp 
(•F) 

72.9 

72.9 

Min Air 
Temp 
(•F) 

49.8 

49.8 

AvgAir 
Temp 
(•F) 

47.9 

52.4 

48.8 

44.3 

47.0 

51.3 

51.4 

54.2 

57.4 

56.0 

57.8 

58.7 

59.7 

53.3 

50.5 

47.5 

45.8 

46.3 

50.5 

53.1 

57.8 

58.5 

52.4 

50.0 

49.2 

52.2 

51.5 

56.0 

61.8 

59.7 

58.2 

52.9 

Avg Air 
Temp 
(•F) 

57.6 

57.6 

Max Rei 
Hum 
(%) 

95 

98 

99 

99 

95 

96 

90 

96 

99 

99 

100 

100 

98 

100 

96 

100 

100 

99 

99 

98 

98 

97 

97 

100 

96 

83 

96 

99 

100 

100 

99 

97 

Max Rei 
Hum 
(•!.) 

100 

100 

Min Rei 
Hum 
(% ) 

56 

54 

52 

27 

15 

10 

13 

32 

43 

67 

68 

57 

77 

62 

50 

69 

53 

38 

27 

35 

85 

79 

59 

48 

39 

32 

33 

37 

38 

34 

48 

46 

Min Rei 
Hum 
(%) 

54 

54 

Avg Rel 
Hum 
(%) 

Dew Point Avg Wind Wind Run Avg Soil 
("F) Speed (miles) Temp 

(mph) (°F) 

82 

85 

80 

62 

51 

43 

56 

42.6 

48.0 

42.9 

32. 1 

30.0 

29.3 

36.2 

67 43.5 

75 49.7 

88 52.5 

88 54.2 

86 54.6 

89Y 56.6Y 

85 48.9 

74 42.3 

89 44.4 

81 40.3 

74 38.3 

63 38.5 

77 46.2 

93 y 55.7 y 

89Y 55.3Y 

78 45.8 

76 42.8 

68 39.3 

57 37.3 

67 40.7 

70 46.4 

71 52.2 

70 49.9 

80 52.1 

75 44.8 

4.2 

5.2 

3.8 

3.2 

2.6 

3.0 

2.9 

3.9 

3.7 

2.8 

2.9 

4.0 

4.2 

3.5 

5.7 

3.7 

3.8 

3.0 

3.7 

3.0 

3.3 

4.8 

4.1 

4.3 

6.7 

6.0 

3.3 

3.3 

3.9 

3.1 

3.7 

3.8 

100.1 

124.8 

90.5 

76.2 

63.1 

72.1 

69.8 

94.7 

88.4 

67.2 

69.3 

96.6 

100.7 

83.3 

136.6 

88.5 

91 .9 

71 .9 

89.3 

71.4 

78.3 

115.6 

98.4 

103. 1 

160.3 

143.2 

78.6 

78.7 

94.2 

73.9 

87.8 

92.2 

Avg Rei 
Hum 

Dew Point Avg Wind Wind Run 

(%) 

85 

85 

(•F) Speed (miles) 
(mph) 

53.0 

53.0 

3.7 

3.7 

89.7 

89.7 

55. 1 

55.8 

56.4 

55. 1 

54.7 

55.4 

56.2 

56.4 

58.3 

59.5 

59.3 

59.9 

60.5 

60.3 

59.4 

58.1 

57.4 

56.6 

56.3 

56.9 

57.1 

58.0 

58.8 

58.9 

58.2 

57 .5 

57.5 

58 .2 

59 .7 

60.4 

6 1.3 

57.8 

Avg Soil 
Temp 
("F) 

62.0 

62.0 

~:=~~ =--=-· ·=··':-=···-==·-·=!:i.::;;i~:!5';:::.!i=~-=a i=A=v=e=ra:!g~e=~l ;:=[=~·-=·-=-=·=-~=-~=~~::::;=-l=~;=-~=~=;=--~===·-~=;- CR --~ar out of n~~:;!ra!!9~JI 
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Santa Barbara County - Flood Control District 
130 East Victoria Street, Santa IJarbara CA 93101 - 805.568.3440 - www.countyofsb.org/pwd 

Rainfall and Reservoir Summary 
Updated Sam: 3/30/2018 Water Year: 2018 Storm Number: NA 

Notes: Daily rainfall amounts are recorded as of Sam for the previous 24 hours. Rainfall units are expressed in inches. 
All data on this page are &om automated sensors, are preliminary, and subject to verification. 
*Each Water Year (WY) runs from Sept I through Aug 31 and is designated by the calendar year in which it ends 
County Real- rime Rainfall and Reservoir Website link >- http://www.countyofsb.org/hydrology 

Rainfall Location ID 24 hrs Storm 
o_?ax(s)_ Month Year* %to Date %of Year* AI 

Buellton (Fire Stn) 

Cachuma Dam (USBR) 

Carpinteria (Fire Stn) 

Cuyama (Fire Stn) 

Figueroa Mtn (USFS Stn) 

Gibraltar Dam (City facility) 

Goleta (Fire Stn-Los Carneros) 

Lompoc (City Hall) 

Los Alamos (Fire Stn) 

233 0.00 

332 0.00 

208 0.00 

436 0.00 

421 0.00 

230 0.00 

440 0.00 

439 0.00 

204 . 0 .00 

San Marcos Pass (USfS Stn) 212 

Santa Barbara (County Bldg) 234 

Santa Maria (City Pub. Works) 380 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Santa Ynez (fire Stu /Airport) 218 

Si.squoc (Fire Stn) 256 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

County-wide percentage of "Normal-to-Date" rainfall : 

5.04 

5.09 

6.13 

2.36 

8.37 

6.79 

6.26 

5.53 

5.52 

12.68 

7.07 

4.03 

4.72 

5.40 

7.95 

9.38 

8.87 

3.60 

12.95 

11.23 

8.89 

8.21 

8.76 

17.55 

9.49 

6.87 

8.05 

8.65 

52% 

53% 

57% 

54% 

68% 

47% 

53% 

63% 

64% 

56% 

57% 

58% 

57% 

64% 

57% 

47% 

47% 

51% 

47% 

60% 

43% 

48% 

56% 

57% 

51% 

52% 

51% 

51% 

57% 

-·- ·---·- - -----------------------

County-wide percentage of "Normal Water-Year" rainfall: 51% 
-----·--------------------

County-wide percentage of "Normal Water-Year"calculated assuming 
no more rain through Aug. 3 I , 2018 (End of WY20 I 8). 

Reservoir Elevations referenced to NGVD-29. 

AI (Antecedent Index I Soil Wetness) 

6.0 and below = Wet (min.= 2.5) 
6.1 - 9.0 = Moderate 
9.1 and above = Dry (max.= 12.5) 

Reservoir Information **Cachuma is full and subject to spilling at elevation 750 ft 
However, the lake is surcharged to 753 ft. for fish release water. 
(Cachuma water storage is based on Dec 20 13 capacity revision) 

Spillway 
Elev. 
(ft) 

Gibraltar Reservoir 1,400.00 

Cachuma Reservoir 753.** 

Current 
Elev. 

(ft) 

1,400.05 

Max. 
Storage 
(ac-ft) 

4,968 

703.44 193,305 

Jameson Reservoir 2,224.00 2,207.69 5,144 

Twitchell Reservoir 651.50 543.76 194,97 1 

Current 
Storage 
(ac-ft) 

4,980 

77,782 

3,309 

4,326 

Current 
Capacity 

(%) 

100.2% 

40.2% 

64.3% 

2.2% 

Storage 
Change 

Mo.(ac-ft) 

2,977 

2,676 

418 

1,714 

Storage 
Change 

Year*(ac-ft) 

1,992 

-11,005 

521 

-55,370 

7.5 

8.3 

8.7 



FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

CENTRAL COAST WATER AUTHORITY 

MEMORANDUM 

Ray Stokes, Executive Director 
Laura Matthews, Controller 

Julie BakerQe; 

Monthly Water Deliveries 

April 4, 2018 

According to the CCWA revenue meters at each turnout, the following deliveries were made during the 
month of March, 2018: 

Project Participant Delivery Amount (acre-feet) 
Chorro ..... ................ ... ........... .. ... ........ ..... ........ 142.98 

L6pez ...... .. ......... .... ......... ..... ......... ... ...... ... ........ 67.98 

Shandon .............. .. ................ .. .. ........ .... ..... ... ... .. 3.41 
Guadalupe ... ......... .......... ..... .. ............... ........ .. .. 27.29 

Santa Maria ........ ............. .... ....... ... ................. 466.95 

Golden State Water Co ................... .. .. ... ............ 0.00 

Vandenberg .. .. ........... ... ..... ..... .. ...... .... ......... ... 163.95 
Buellton ...... ... .. ...... ............ ..... ............... .... ..... ... 13.60 

Solvang ................ ... ............. ............. .... ..... .. .. ... .. O.OO 

Santa Ynez 10#1 ..... ............ .. ........... ..... ...... .... .. . 0.00 

Bradbury......... .................................... .......... 976.07 
TOTAL ....................................................... ... 1862.23 

In order to reconcile these deliveries with the DWR revenue meter, which read 1856 acre-feet, the 
following delivery amounts should be used for billing purposes: 

Project Participant Deliverv Amount (acre-feet) 
Chorro .............................................................. 142 
Lopez ............................................................... .. 67 

Shandon ....................... ............................ ........... . 3 

Guadalupe .......................................................... 27 

Santa Maria ...................................................... 415* 

Golden State Water Co ..................................... 49* 
Vandenberg ........................................... .. ........ 163 

Buellton ............................................................. 14 
Solvang ................................................................. O 
Santa Ynez ID#1 .................................................. 0 

Bradbury .... ...................................................... 976 

TOTAL ......................................... ...... .......... ... . 1856 

*Golden State Water Company delivered 49 acre-feet into its system through the Santa Marla 
turnout. This delivery is recorded by providing a credit of 49 acre-feet to the City of Santa Maria 
and a charge in the same amount, to the Golden State Water Company. 
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Notes: Santa Ynez ID#1 water usage is divided into 0 acre-feet of Table A water and 0 acre-feet of 
exchange water. 

cc: 

The exchange water is allocated as follows 

Project Participant 
Goleta 
Santa Barbara 
Montecito 
Carpinteria 
TOTAL 

Exchange Amount (acre-feet) 
0 
0 
0 
Q 
0 

Bradbury Deliveries into Lake Cachuma are allocated as follows; 

Project Participant 
Carpinteria 
Goleta 
La Cumbre 
Montecito 
Morehart 
Santa Barbara 
Raytheon 
TOTAL 

JAB 

Tom Bunosky, GWD 

Delivery Amount (acre-feet) 
70 

381 
10 

255 
2 

254 
~ 

976 

REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF 
James Luongo, Golden State WC 
Rebecca Bjork, City of Santa Barbara 
Daryl Smith, MWD 

DELIVERY RECORDS AND ASSOCIATED 

Janet Gingras, COMB 
Craig Kesler, San Luis Obispo County 
Chris Dahlstrom, Santa Ynez RWCD 10#1 
Shad Springer, City of Santa Maria 
Shannon Sweeney, City of Santa Maria 
Robert MacDonald, Carpinteria Valley WD 
Mike Pefia, City of Guadalupe 
Mike Alvarado, La Cumbre Mutual WC 
Alex Keuper, CVWD 
Pernell Rush, Vandenberg AFB 
Nick Turner, Montecito WD 
Laura Menahen, Montecito WD 
Matt van der linden, City of Solvang 

C\l JIONS 
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Jack Boysen 
Chairman 

Richard Shaikewitz 
Vice Chairman 

Ray A. Stokes 
Executive Director 

Brownstein Hyatt 
Farber Schreck 
General Counsel 

Member Agencies 

City of Buellton 

Carpinteria Valley 
Water District 

City of Guadalupe 

City of Santa Barbara 

City of Santa Maria 

Goleta Water District 

Montecito Water District 

Santa Ynez River Water 
Conservation District, 
Im provement District #1 

Associate Member 

La C umbre Mutua l 
Water Company 

255 Industrial Way 
Buellton, CA 93427-9565 
(805) 688-2292 
FAX: (805) 686-4700 

A Meeting of the 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
OF THE 

CENTRAL COAST WATE~ AUTHORITY 

will be held at 9:00a.m., on Thursday, March 22, 2018 
at 255 Industrial Way, Buellton, California 

I. Call to Order and Roll Call 

II. Public Comment- (Any member of the public may address the Board 
relating to any matter within the Board's jurisdiction. Individual Speakers 
may be limited to five minutes; all speakers to a total of fifteen minutes.) 

Ill. Consent Calendar 
* A. Approve Minutes of the February 22, 2018 Regular Meeting 
* B. Approve Bills 
* C. Controller's Report * D. Operations Report 

IV. Executive Director's Report 
A. CCWA Water Supply Situation Report 
B. 2018 Supplemental Water Purchase Program Update 
C. State Water Project Contract Assignment Update * D. State Water Project Contract Amendments Update 
E. California WaterFix Updat~ 

* F. 2018 Ammonium Hydroxide Chemical Contract 
* * G. CCWA FY 2018/19 Preliminary Budget 
* * H. FY 2016/17 Continuing Disclosure Annual Report for Ratification 

* I. Personnel Committee 
1. Personnel Policy Manual Changes 

V. Closed Session: 
A. Public Employee Performance Evaluation - Government Code Section 

54957 
Title: Executive Director 

B. Conference with Labor Negotiator - Government Code Section 54957 
Unrepresented Employees: Executive Director, Deputy Director 

VI. Open Session - Executive Director and Deputy Director Salary Adjustments 

VII. Reports from Board Members for Information Only 

VIII. Items for Next Regular Meeting Agenda 
A. CCWA FY 18/19 Budget 

IX. Date of Next Regular Meeting: April 26, 2018 

X. Adjournment 'S.Y.flJN.C,D./0. #1 

MAR 1!) 2018 
/ 

* Indicates attachment of document to original agenda packet. l9 § S § ~ V F f,) / 
* The FY 2016/17 Continuing Disclosure Report and FY 2018/19 Preliminary Budget have been incf~ued f ~· 

Board members only with this mailing . The documents are available on-line at www.ccwa.com, or y 
contacting Lisa Watkins at lfw@ccwa.com to request a hard copy. tJ . it~ 







To: 

From: 

Date: 

Board of Trustees _/ 

Chris Dahlstrom, General Manager /If--
April 17, 2018 

Agenda Item IX.A. 1. 

Subject: Cachuma Project 

Agenda Item: XI.A.1. & 2. 

Staff Report 

UPDATE IN BOLD 

There are several activities occurring that relate to the Cachuma Project in which the District is 
either directly involved, participating in, or indirectly affected. At a minimum, each item requires 
management level participation, sometimes legal counsel input, and at times Board member 
contributions. A list of the items below describes the District's interaction and level of effort. 

1. Master Contract- 175r-1802R 

There are several on-going activities related to the Master Contract. 
A) Unaccounted For water deliveries to the south coast. ID No.1 management, 

Curtis Lawler from Stetson, and consultant Bill Luce (retired USSR Area Manager) 
met on October 12, 2017 with USSR staff at the South Central California Area Office 
in Fresno with Santa Barbara County Water Agency management on the phone to 
discuss the reconciliation of the accounting inequities caused by USSR decisions 
during the drought period. ID No.1 presented its request again to USSR with backup 
materials and tables that indicate the shortages and impacts caused by the credit or 
water made up by the Project to offset conveyance losses or "unaccounted for" water 
in deliveries to the South Coast Member Units through the south coast conduit. 
Previously, ID No.1 sent letters to USSR and SBCWA in April19, 2016 and May 30, 
2017 indicating these inequities and request for reconciliation. As shown on Table 5 , 
the amount of water needed to make ID No.1 whole under the Water Service 
Contract is 988 acre feet. USSR management indicated that they would respond to 
ID No.1 's request once they review the materials and calculations provided at the 
meeting. 



In an email from USBR on November 3, 2017, it was determined that after 
consideration of the comments, and in particular: a) the comment from ID No. 1 that: 
" .. . 10 No. 1 is only looking for equitable treatment and parity among those who 
contract and pay for Cachuma Project Water ... ·~ and, b) the comment from 
Carpinteria Valley Water District that: " ... Carpinteria agrees that an accounting 
approach that excludes 101s pro rata share of project unallocated water from the 
conveyance losses in order to keep /01 's project rights whole is a reasonable 
approach." USBR will implement the September 18, 2017 proposal shown below. 

Lake Storage >= 75,000 af AND Project Water >=65,000 af, then Use Historical 
Method of accounting whereby system/conveyance losses are absorbed by the 
Lake. 

Lake Storage< 75,000 af OR Project Water< 65,000 af, then Assess the 4 Member 
Units that utilize the South Coast Conduit for All Water diverted including 
system/conveyance losses. 

USBR also decided that unless there is new information not previously considered, 
the above modified approach is what USBR will ask COMB to incorporate into their 
accounting practices. 

This determination continues to impact ID No.1 and is not equitable. Management 
will pursue ID No.1 's 10.31 %share of any and all credits provided to the South 
Coast Member Units. 

Management met with USBR Deputy Regional Director and other staff on November 
30 to discuss a resolution to the water inequity and accounting. The Deputy 
Regional Director indicated he would look into this matter. 

A meeting is scheduled between District Management and the Regional Director and 
Deputy Regional Director on January 181

h at the Mid-Pacific Water Users 
Conference. The topics of discussion include the accounting and contract options. 

On January 18, 2018 the meeting took place with USBR at the WUC. The 20 minute 
appointment was focused on contract options as described below with a brief 
reminder of the inequities of water supply and accounting issues. The accounting 
issues will be followed up with the USBR staff and management. 

The "Unaccounted For" or "Apparent Water Loss" as indicated in the COMB 
water production report for March 2018, shows 117.9 AF for the month and an 
annual total of 466.1 AF. This represents an on-going conveyance loss of 
water in the south coast deliver system that needs to be made up or deducted 
from the south coast Member Units allocation for the year. According to the 
COMB report, it appears that only 3.5 AF of the 117.9 AF is being deducted. 



Graph 
CACHUMA DAILY OPERATIONS 

Month & Year. February 2018 
Time of ObseNations: 0830 Evaporation Pan Factor. 77% 

ere-. ' ere- • • m • acre· acre- e acre- e 8 CIW· acre e acre- acr&-

1 701.99 75400 16 1630 0.200 20.9 41 0 26.8 4.0 2.0 29.0 
2 701 .99 75400 0 1630 0.154 16.1 41 .0 34.1 5.0 2.0 16.2 
3 701 .99 75400 0 1630 0.165 17.3 41 .0 33.3 5.0 2.0 16.6 
4 701.98 75384 -16 1630 0.192 20.1 41.0 35.3 4.0 3.0 5.1 
5 701 .97 75368 -16 1629 0.173 18.1 41.0 33.8 5.0 2.0 1.6 
6 701 .97 75368 0 1629 0.162 16.9 40.8 34.6 5.0 2.0 17.7 
7 701 .96 75351 -16 1629 0.159 16.6 41 .0 50.6 5.0 3.0 17.9 
8 701.94 75319 -33 1629 0.193 20.2 41 .0 50.4 4.0 3.0 3.9 
9 701 .92 75286 -33 1629 0.169 17.7 40.0 49.4 5.0 2.0 1.4 

10 701 .92 75286 0 1629 0.170 17.8 41 .0 44.1 5.0 2.0 27.9 
11 701 .91 75270 -16 1628 0.118 12.3 41 .0 38.9 5.0 2.0 0.9 
12 701 .90 75253 -16 1628 0.125 13.1 41 .0 39.7 4.0 3.0 2.4 
13 701.89 75237 -16 1628 0.05 6.8 0.109 11 .4 40.0 39.2 5.0 2.0 -5.5 
14 701 .88 75221 -16 1628 0.055 5.7 41.4 24.8 5.0 2.0 -20.2 
15 701 .89 75237 16 1628 0.086 9.0 40.6 22.0 5.0 3.0 14.7 
16 701 .89 75237 0 1628 0.131 13.7 40.6 21 .4 4 .0 3.0 1.5 
17 701 .89 75237 0 1628 0.164 17.1 40.6 21 .8 5.0 2.0 5.3 
18 701 .88 75221 -16 1628 0.190 19.8 40.6 21 .2 5.0 2.0 -8.9 
19 701 .88 75221 0 1628 0.150 15.7 40.5 21 .9 5.0 2.0 4.1 
20 701 .88 75221 0 1628 0.125 13.1 40.6 21.6 4.0 3.0 1.1 
21 701 .85 75172 -49 1627 0.098 10.2 39.8 48.7 5.0 2.0 -22.8 
22 701 .83 75139 -33 1627 0.128 13.4 41 .0 49.4 5.0 2.0 -3.9 
23 701 .82 75123 -16 1627 0.134 14.0 41 .0 31.9 4.0 3.0 -4.4 
24 701 .81 75107 -16 1627 0.148 15.4 41.0 31.7 5.0 2.0 -3.2 
25 701.80 75090 -16 1627 0.150 15.7 40.8 31 .1 5.0 2.0 -3.4 
26 701 .80 75090 0 1627 0.148 15.4 41 .0 30.2 5.0 2.0 11 .6 
27 701 .80 75090 0 1627 0.11 14.9 0.072 7.5 40.9 30.9 4.0 3.0 -10.4 
28 701 .79 75074 -16 1626 0.131 13.7 40.9 30.6 5.0 3.0 -5.0 
29 

TOTALS (310)1 o.16 I 21.1 I 3.999 I 417.8 I o.o I 1142.1 I o.o I 949.4 I 132.o I o.o I 66.o I o.o I 91 .3 I 

Park Usage 1.33 Rain 31% Yr. Total 4.43 



17-18 CACHUMA PROJECT ALLOCATION 

CACHUMA OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE BOARD 
WATER PRODUCTION AND WATER USE REPORT 

FOR THE MONTH OF FEBRUARY 2018 AND THE WATER YEAR TO DATE (WYTD) 111 

(All in rounded Acre Feet) 

SCC WATER PRODUCTION: MONTH WYTD 
Cachuma lake (Tee. Diversion) 949.4 7,509.5 
Tecolote Tunnel Infiltration 145.7 448.7 
Cachuma Lake (County Park) 1.3 8.2 

Subtotal - Water Production 1,096 7,966.4 

SCC WATER DELIVERIES: 
State Water Diversion 843.5 5,197.2 
Cachuma Diversion 97.2 2,280.2 
So. Coast Storage gain/(loss) 37.8 22.9 

Subtotal - Water Deliveries 978.6 7,500.2 

Total Water Production 1,096.4 7,966.4 
Total Water Deliveries 978.6 7,500.2 
Difference = Apparent Water Loss 117.9 466.1 
% Apparent Water Loss 10.75% 5.85% 

SCC APPARENT WATER LOSS ALLOCATION 121 

GWD SBCITY MWD CVWD TOTAL 
CURRENT MONTH CHARGE I {ADUSTMENTl 121 

M&l 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Agriculture 3.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.5 
Subtotal Cachuma Project 3.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.5 
(+)State Water Project 5.4 46.4 57.6 5.0 114.4 

Total 8.9 46.4 57.6 5.0 117.9 

WATER YEAR-TO-DATE CHARGE I {ADJUSTMENTI 
M&l 9.9 0.0 0.0 37.0 46.9 
Agriculture 7.2 0.0 0.0 49.1 56.4 
Subtotal Cachuma Project 17.2 0.0 0.0 86.1 103.2 
(+)State Water Project 17.6 140.9 188.4 16.0 363.0 

Total 34.8 140.9 188.4 102.1 466.2 

CACHUMA PROJECT WATER CHARGE 
GWD SBCITY MWD CVWD SYRJD#1 TOTAL 

CURRENT MONTH 
Water Usage 

M&l 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.3 1.3 
Agricultural 95.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 NJA 95.9 
Subtotal Project Water Use 95.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.3 97.2 
(+)Apparent Water Loss 3.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A 3.5 
(+) Evaporative Loss Ill 12.2 31 .5 8.0 0.2 0.1 52.0 
Total Project Water Charge 111.6 31.5 8.0 0.2 1.4 152.7 

WATER YEAR-TO-DATE 
Water Usage 

M&l 1,097.3 0.0 0.0 289.3 8.2 1,394.8 
Agricultural 501.8 0.0 0.0 385.7 N/A 887.5 
Subtotal Project Water Use 1,599.1 0.0 0.0 675.1 8.2 2,282.3 
(+)Apparent Water Loss 17.2 0.0 0.0 86.1 N/A 103.2 
(+) Evaporative Loss Ill 96.7 172.2 43.6 18.5 0.6 331 .6 
Total Project Water Charge (*) 1,712.9 172.2 43.6 779.6 8.8 2,717.1 

(*) Project Water Charge is applied first to Carryover Water balance and then to Current Year Water Allocation 

Page 1 of2 



17-18 CACHUMA PROJECT ALLOCATION 

CACHUMA OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE BOARD 
WATER PRODUCTION AND WATER USE REPORT 

FOR THE MONTH OF FEBRUARY 2018 AND THE WATER YEAR TO DATE (WYTO) 111 

(All in rounded Acre Feet) 
CACHUMA PROJECT WATER BALANCE AS OF JANUARY 2018 

GWD SBCITY MW D CVWD SYRID#1 

Project Water Carryover- 10/1/2016 3,088.0 3,988.0 1,011.0 800.0 16.0 
(-} Project Water Charge (WYTD} 1,712.9 172.2 43.6 779.6 8.8 
Balance Ca_rryover Water 1,375.1 3,815.8 967.4 20.4 7.2 

Cur rent Year Allocation 141 3,728.0 3,311 .0 1,060.0 1,125.0 1,060.0 
(-} Balance of Project Water Charge (WYTD) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Net Allocation Available Before Adjustments 3,728.0 3,311.0 1,060.0 1,125.0 1,060.0 

Adjustmenf!! t o Net Allocation {WYTDI 
Carryover Balances Spilled 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Surplus 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
State Water Exchange 15l 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Transfers/Adjustment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

Balance Current Year Allocation 3,728.0 3 311.0 1,060.0 1,125.0 1,060.0 

Total Cachuma Project Water Available 5,103.1 7,126.8 2,027.4 1,145.4 1,067.2 

Footnotes 
(1) Water Year= October 1 through September 30 
(2) Based on an correspondence from Michael Jackson. dated 09/15/17, which revised the approach to the assessment for 

unaccounted-for water loss based on lake conditions 
(3) Per USBR. evaporation is applied to Cachuma Carryover and SWP water through standard contract formula effective April 1, 2017. 
(4} Per USBR. 40% Allocation to Member Agencies. effective 10/1/17 
(5) There were no SWP Exhanges in February 2018 

State Water Deliveries to Lake Cachuma for February 2018 (Total =1142 AF): MWD 253 AF; CVWD 169 AF 
GWD 380 AF(Morehart 2 AF); City of S.B. 253 AF; and LaCumbre 85 AF: (Ratheon 0 AF) 

TOTAL 

8,903.0 
2,717.1 
6,185.9 

10,284.0 
0.0 

10,284.0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

10,284.0 
I 

16,469.9 I 

Page 2 of 2 



And, the YTD is only 103.2 is being deducted from the south coast accounts as 
compared to the actual of 466.1 AF. Thus, the water in storage is making up 
the losses and the south coast is getting nearly its full delivery at the 10.31% 
expense of 101. This total is additive to prior years and the subject of 
discussion with USSR. 

B) New Water Year Allocation. On October 1, 2017, the new Cachuma Project water 
year commenced but USBR has not yet allocated the amount to be received in total 
and by each Member Unit. ID No.1 submitted its request for deliveries to Santa 
Barbara County Water Agency in August 2017 based on USBR two year allocation of 
40% deliveries but subject to mid-year adjustments depending on the rainfall season 
results. 

On November 1, 2017, USBR notified the County Water Agency that a 40% 
allocation is issued to the Cachuma Member Units beginning retroactively on 
October 1, 2017. A mid-year allocation adjustment is reserved based on the 
upcoming rainfall season and runoff conditions. 

The District received the 151 and 2nd period rates for the water year starting October 1 
2017 from USBR through COMB. On December 7, 2017 COMB forwarded the rate 
sheet that includes the payment for a 40% allocation of water and a 30 -inch valve 
repair on the outlet works for a cost of $1.2 million. Management will request the 
financial back up for this repair and cost component. 

USBR is reviewing WY 2014 - 2016 costs & rates for the Cachuma Project. Mr. 
Jackson and the Regional Accountants have been working with Janet Gingras to 
answer questions for providing further detail supporting Reclamation's cost and 
expenditures on the Cachuma Project for the 3 year time span 2014 - 2016. USBR 
has prepared information and are hoping to schedule a mutually convenient time in 
January (or early February) for a face to face meeting in the Santa Barbara area to 
review with the Member Units. In addition USBR is formulating a request to the 
Commissioner's Office that ;t approved would provide for extended repayment of two 
new Outlet Valves which USBR hopes to install later this year, over about a (+I-) 3 
year period. USBR provided the authority to extend repayment comes from Public 
Law 111-11. 

No meeting or resolution regarding the rates and charges have occurred as of this 
date. 

The latest issue is the Master Contract definition of "Project Water" and difference 
with the south coast Member Units and CCRB's interpretation of this contract term. 
CCRB is redefining the term to not include in this Contract definition of Project Water 
withheld from delivery and stored in Cachuma Reservoir in the following year 



(described as carryover water), but as water delivered to the Member Units and 
owned therefore not subject to evaporation or as part of other operational conditions 
of the Cachuma Project. This interpretation has implications to ID#1 's contracts 
related to the Cachuma Project and will require further evaluation and consultation 
with USBR. No concurrence has been reached with CCRB and the County as the 
"contractor" will need to be part of this discussion. 

The County produces a water in storage illustration for Cachuma Reservoir 
based on actual records for water in the lake. This calculation assumes no 
inflow. Based on this table as of March 1, 2018, the water available to the 
Member Units for supply (but is subject to USBR conditions for fish releases), 
is 23,302 AF including this years' allocation of 10,284 AF, Carryover of 6,186, 
unallocated water in storage of 6,832 AF. Water accounted for evaporation is 
not considered available for delivery. Given that 25,714 AF is the annual 
operational yield, and the current forecasted amount is less, on October 1, 
2018 it is likely that USSR will determine a reduction in deliveries for the 
upcoming water year. 

With the limited runoff into the lake in the 2017-18 rainfall season, the 
allocation remains at 40%. 

C) USBR Operations. USBR is now reading lake levels off a staff gauge in the lake as 
the primary transducer recorder (that measures lake level) has malfunctioned. In 
addition, a USSR survey crew came down from Friant Dam and re-surveyed the lake 
finding it was lower than what was actually recording. Instruments were adjusted 
and the current elevation reading is correct. An adjustment of approximately 2, 775 
AF occurred reducing the amount in storage. According to USBR, all other readings 
(CCWA inflow, South Coast delivery, downstream releases, and evaporation) are 
accurate. 

On October 19, 2017 the County prepared a report that certified that the lake 
elevations were previously accurate based on survey results. Reclamation sent 
surveyors from region the following week to verify elevation data and make 
adjustments accordingly in the October daily operations report. 

USBR is operating under standard conditions with water to the Hilton Creek system 
now provided by gravity from the outlet works. A meeting with USBR, CCWA and 
the Member Units regarding the outlet works took place on November 27 with a draft 
report by HDR presenting CCWA infrastructure options. 

D) Whittier Fire - Siltation Impacts to Lake Storage According to the USFS Burned 
Area Emergency Response (BAER) report issued August 13, 2017, there is 
significant potential for siltation into Cachuma from the 18,296 acre fire. The yield of 
25,714 af could be affected by the amount of siltation recorded this season. The 



Cachuma Reservoir 
19 Month Projection: March 1, 2018 to September 30, 2019 (assuming no inflow) 

DRAFT 
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GWD = 1,375 AF 
SBC = 3,816 AF 
MWD=967 AF 



December 2013 silt survey showed an appreciable reduction in the storage capacity 
resulting from the Zaca Fire. 

A Storm coordination meeting was held to discuss actions, activities and 
preparedness methods to be used to contain siltation runoff and debris flows into 
Cachuma and the areas adjacent to the fire. All federal, state and local agencies 
attended to discuss the coordination and end results . According to the USFS and 
County, should there be above average or high rainfall intensity and duration, water 
quality TDS and introduction of carbon loading will occur. The south coast agencies 
are planning for no water diversions in this event. The County and COMB are 
coordinating a debris boom surrounding the Tecolote Intake Structure. All of 
tributary and drainage into the lake is up to the property owners. Caltrans will not 
clear or conduct preventative measures for culverts or under crossings on HWY154. 
USBR and USFS are funding dependent and have done only minimal means of 
protection to date. 

A significant storm is expected to hit the region on January 81
h and impact the SY 

Range which may see substantial orographic lift and rainfall in the Whittier burn area. 
The runoff may create significant siltation and water quality impacts that will affect 
the south coast water deliveries. The Thomas Fire area that burned around 
Jameson Lake and Gibraltar reservoir is also expected to receive rainfall amounts of 
up to 6 inches with intensities of .5 inches per hour. The impacts of siltation in those 
reservoirs have not yet been evaluated. 

Minimal rainfall has occurred so far this season in the Santa Ynez watershed 
adjacent to Lake Cachuma and within the Whittier burn area. However, with the 
rainfall intensity on January gth on the south coast region and specifically Montecito 
area of the Thomas Fire and the subsequent flooding and debris flow disaster, this 
type of episode supported the position expressed by 10#1 at the OEM meeting in 
December to prepare for such a geomorphological rain- driven event impacting the 
Cachuma Watershed and Highway 154. To date, most of the focus has been on 
Montecito and rightly so, but with any substantial rainfall, runoff would likely impair or 
substantially impact the lake and a major highway. OEM has not convened a follow 
up meeting related to the Whittier Fire. 

The rains in March produced tributary runoff from the burn area and caused 
termination of water deliveries from Cachuma to the south coast due to high 
turbidity and TOC's. The two treatment facilities on the south coast were not 
capable of treating those loads. No other damage or impacts from runoff 
occurred with the March rains. 

E) Evaporation Accounting USBR has prepared a Hybrid for evaporation accounting 
for certain levels of storage. This is a departure from the Master Contract terms and 
definition. USBR may exercise its perceived discretion under the Master Contract 



9(a) to operate in a manner that allows the maximum amount of "Available Supply" 
each water year. Comments were provided to USBR. There is no reference to 
change the evaporation triggers or the elevation for point of diversion to the south 
coast without full consent of the contracting parties. 

Evaporation remains an issue for the South Coast for both SWP water imported into 
the Cachuma Project under the Warren Act, and Cachuma Water supplies. The 
south coast Member Units want no evaporative charges applied to their allocations 
or SWP water stored beyond the 30-day allowable period. 

The inequity impact on 101 remains unresolved with the County Water Agency and 
USBR. The account inequity continues to increase with the losses of water on the 
south coast conveyance system which in December was 150 AF for the month. 
Further action will be required to engage USSR. 

In February 2018, the USBR Cachuma Daily Operations Report indicated 
evaporation of 417.8 AF while the COMB evaporation charge against the 
Member Unit water was only 52.0 AF. And, according to the COMB accounting, 
the YTD (Oct-Sept) evaporation was 331.6 AF charged against the MU accounts 
compared to the actual of 2,291.3 AF per USBR statistics that should be 
charged. This discrepancy again impacts the yield of the Project and 

2. Cachuma Project 2020 New Water Service Contract 
The existing water service contract 175r-1802R or Master Contract is between USBR 
and Santa Barbara County Water Agency with concurrent Cachuma Member Unit 
Contracts for the purpose of serving and supplying water to the five contracting 
agencies. The Master Contract is a 25-year expiring in 2020 with a capital component 
that was paid off after 20 years or as of September 30, 2015. According to the terms of 
the Master Contract, contract negotiations would occur no less than two years prior to 
the expiration date. At a 2016 contract compliance inspection, USBR contract 
personnel indicated that the informal process for negotiating a new water service 
contract would begin in 2017. 

Santa Barbara County Water Agency has initiated discussions with USBR starting on 
November 18, 2016 and has proposed to the Cachuma Member Units to start a process 
for developing a strategy for contract "renewal" as defined by the County. This strategy 
involves a Steering Committee made up of the County, the CMU's and the SYRWCD. 
Also involved, as observing agencies, are COMB, CCRB and CCWA. The purpose of 
this Steering Committee (see outline) is to provide guidance and recommendations to 
the Director of Public Works as the "Basis of Negotiations" draft language with USBR. 

This activity is pre-mature since each of the CMU governing Boards and City Council 
have not yet approved this process nor determined the future of participation in the CMU 
Contracts or the Master Contract. The County has prepared a charter for signature by 



the ID No.1 General Manager and others. Prior to signing this charter or any action 
related to the 2020 Contract or the corresponding CMU Contract, ID No.1 Board 
discussion, direction and decision is needed. 

The County Water continues its discussions with USSR contract division regarding the 
process and protocols for negotiations of a new water service contract in 2020. The 
Water Agency has been coordinating with the CMU's related to the negotiation process 
along with the terms and conditions of such water service contract. The Water Agency 
circulated a charter setting forth the purpose, goals, historical context, tasks, 
organization and process of a Steering Committee that will assist the Water Agency in 
developing a proposed new Contract to govern the Cachuma Project as a stable and 
sustainable water supply for all beneficiaries, including downstream water rights holders, 
and to address public trust requirements. A meeting is set for March 1, 2017 to discuss 
this process. 

County Water Agency representatives met with USSR Commissioner and DOl officials 
on March 8-9 in Washington DC. The subject of the meetings included the 2020 
Contract and other water related issues which will be reported on at the next Member 
Unit Managers meeting. 

On April 5, 2017 the County Water Agency held a monthly meeting with staff members 
from the south coast Cachuma Member Units, Management from ID No.1 and the 
Parent District, and a representative from CCRB and COMB to review Project water 
accounting and to discuss County's Charter process and timetable (attached). The 
meeting was focused on the County's position as the "Contractor", process with USSR, 
identifying certain steps in the "renewal" contract, the basis of negotiation, environmental 
review, the SWRCB and future 80 implications, and funding. Also, there was concern 
that each of the CMU governing bodies has not stated a contracting position or has there 
been concurrence from any CMU manager or those CMU Boards or City Council. At this 
point, only the ID No.1 Board has had on-going board items and developed a position to 
seek other contracting options with USSR. 

Many other issues were brought up regarding the County as the Contractor and current 
concerns with other contracts and water-related matters that have an influence on the 
Cachuma contract process such as the CCWA Warren Act, and the Transfer of O&M 
contract. The County management will be taking this matter to the Board of Supervisors 
on May 2, 2017. No agreement was reached among the parties at the meeting and the 
subject was continued to May 3 rd following the Board of Supervisors meeting. 

The Board of Supervisors acting as the Board of Directors of the Water Agency met on 
May 2, 2017 to approve staff's recommendation to send a letter to USSR initiating 
contract renewal with the County. The County also described process being between 
USSR and the County not including the Cachuma Member Units. The City of Santa 
Barbara, Carpinteria Valley WD and ID1 representatives provided comment regarding an 



open process inclusive of the Member Units no consent was provided by the Member 
Units to have the County as the contractor, explore the contracting option of the Member 
Units, transparency and direct communications with the stake-holders. The Board 
approved sending the letter and did not condition the process as requested by the stake
holder representatives. 

101 management and legal counsel are meeting with USBR on May 11 to discuss 
contract options, and the County process. 

At the ACWA conference on May 11, 2017, ID No.1 management along with the City of 
Santa Barbara Water Supply Manager met with USBR Regional Directors Pablo 
Arroyave and Federico Barajas, Michael Jackson SCCAO Manager, and other USBR 
staff to discuss the Master Contract, that expires on September 30, 2020, and the 
governmental interactions associated with negotiations of that contract. We discussed, 
the Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors initiating contract negotiations with 
Reclamation which raised several significant concerns by the Cachuma Project Member 
Units including the stakeholder process and fair representation of water supply interests. 

We asked USBR to explore contracting options available to the CMU's and that the 
Master Contract should not simply be renewed with the County without all the possible 
options be considered including individual contracts with the CMU's similar to the San 
Luis Unit, a single contract with multiple parties, or other contract options with a 
stakeholder agency rather than a third party contract as has been initiated by the 
County. The other option to be evaluated was an Interim Contract due to the pending 
SWRCB and NMFS actions related to the continuing operation and maintenance of the 
Cachuma Project and public trust resources. USBR committed to explore options for 
contracting going forward before proceeding with any negotiations. 

As part of that 30-minute meeting, we described that none of the CMU's Boards or City 
Council have considered nor concurred with the Santa Barbara County formally 
requesting that the Master Contract be renewed for 25 years and to initiate negotiations 
on behalf of the CMU's. In particular, in the manner being advanced by the County 
which we explained that the County's assumptions are premature, and it is unacceptable 
that the CMU governing bodies have been excluded from the contracting process with 
Reclamation. We requested that the Reclamation's process be inclusive, transparent, 
and fully engage and involve the CMU's which they agreed to contact the County. 

Finally, we indicated that the County's interests, as a non-water purveyor are not aligned 
with and in some cases divergent from the CMU's interests including the County's 
purpose in this renewal contract to "protect downstream interests and public trust" but 
failing to mention any interest in protecting the water supplies of Cachuma Member 
Units. We explained that because of divergent viewpoints and the exclusion of the 
CMU's staff and elected officials in the process, support for a renewal or new contract 
will be difficult to achieve with the County. Reclamation suggested that a process can 



be structured in a way that allows for direct communication among key stakeholders. 

On May 25, USSR responded to our request for the process to be inclusive of the CMUs 
but added conditions to this process being opened to the CMUs. USSR considered that 
given the unique connection that the Cachuma Master Contract has with the Member 
Units (e.g. Member Units are the recipients of the water and are responsible for the 
associated payments to Reclamation through sub-agreements with the County), 
Reclamation believes it is appropriate in this circumstance to afford the Member Units 
the opportunity to participate in the technical and negotiation sessions along the side of 
the County. However, the CMU's are to recognize that once negotiated, Reclamation 
expects to execute the contract with the County as was done for the current contract, 
and with certain limitations, such as those noted below: 

1) These are Reclamation convened sessions and will be unburdened by roll-call, 
motions, and votes typical of state agencies that must follow Brown Act 
protocols. 

2) Participants must be formally authorized by the respective board of the entity that 
the participant is representing. 

3) No more than 2 participants per entity may sit at the negotiation table for the 
purpose of actively engaging in the negotiations. Others may observe, but must 
remain silent. 

There are several concerns with the conditions as described by USSR that will need to 
be discussed by the CMU's. 

The County, USSR and the CMU's will be involved in the second technical session 
scheduled for June 29, 2017 at the South Central California Area Office in Fresno. The 
County is preparing for a public information meeting on September 21 in the Santa Ynez 
Valley and September 22 on the south coast. 

The Cachuma Member Unit managers and staff are meeting on a regular two week 
basis to specifically discuss contract strategy and process. 

On June 29, a technical session was held involving USSR, SB County, and the 
Cachuma Member Units. ID No.1 sent Mr. Bill Luce as its representative, (retired USBR 
SCCAO Manager) who is working with Friant Water Authority on contracts, and was the 
USBR authority in the 1995 Cachuma Contract renewal. The session was five hours 
and discussion items including the contract, environmental compliance, negotiation 
process, and contract terms as outlined below: 

Negotiation Process: USBR reviewed the negotiation process and that the existing 
water service contract for the Cachuma Project was with S.B. County, and the USBR will 
give great deference to the County in any contract issue, as opposed to the Member 
Units. If the MU's want something in the contract different from what the County wants, 
the MU's would have to make a very convincing argument for the Bureau to override the 
County's position. The specific example was that if the County wanted to continue to 



have the contract, Reclamation will keep it that way. Mr. Fayram stated the County 
wishes to continue to hold the contract. No contract options were discussed as was 
directed by the Regional Director in a meeting in May. 

It was confirmed that during formal contract negotiations, each MU will have 2 seats at 
the table, but the County (as well as the Bureau) can have as many as they wish. 

USBR management reviewed the process of the Bureau putting together their Basis of 
Negotiation, Standard Articles, and the process in general with respect to negotiation 
sessions that are publicly noticed meetings that are open to the public, etc. 

The BON will take from 4 to 6 months to prepare, then the contract negotiations and 
NEPA compliance. 

Communication Protocols: The Bureau will respond to communications the same way 
they are received. If the County sends the Bureau an email and copies the MU, the 
response from the Bureau will be to the County with copies to the MU. 

Environmental Compliance: The Bureau will start their NEPA compliance with the 
Project Description (which will be negotiated with the County and MUs). The Project 
Description will lead the Bureau to determine if they start with an Environmental 
Assessment (with a FONSI as the end product) or just go straight to an EIS. USBR 
estimated the Project Description negotiation will take 7 months. 

There was discussion about how the BO and the SWRCB order will enter into the 
environmental compliance process, with the general statement from USBR on the 
outcome being "we'll have to wait and see." 

Project yield was brought up in this discussion (and several times later). Goleta said 
they want it in the contract, the County said they didn't. Further discussion between the 
County and the MU was tabled until a meeting next Wednesday. 

Contract Articles: USBR management walked through almost all of the articles of the 
existing contract, with the idea being to highlight those that were going to need to be 
renegotiated. Almost all of the non-Standard articles will need to be revisited including 
-Recitals and Definitions- several will have to be revisited. Article 2- (Term of Contract 
- Right to Use of Water): USBR wasn't sure about the language and a longer contract 
term in 2(a). ID No.1 representative mentioned that perhaps the County and MU should 
consider pushing the envelope on the 25 year limit; this was a policy call in the 1990's, 
but this administration might be willing to consider a 40 year term. ID No.1 also 
cautioned that a longer term might impact the ESA and NEPA compliance complexity. 
USBR indicated that Article. 3 (Water to be Made Available .. . ) needs a lot of work, as 
does Article 4 (Point of Diversion and Responsibility for Distribution of Water). When 
discussing 4(a), a mention was made about the impact this subarticle would have on ID 
#1. Also in discussing Article 4, an existing "Exchange Agreement" was discussed and 
all parties seemed to want to keep that agreement in place. There were also 
discussions about the accretions in the Tecolote Tunnel and ID #1. 



USBR indicated that Article 7 (Recognition of Downstream Water Rights and Studies): 
needs a "re-look" and Article 13 (Water Acquired by the Cachuma Member Units Other 
than from the U.S.) will need a lot of work. 

Contracting Options: USSR just referred back to the earlier statement that the County's 

position will be given deference. 

Other Items: Minutes of this meeting will be distributed by the Bureau. USBR wants the 
County and the MU to decide the focus of the next Technical Session and the next 
meeting will be on early to mid-August. 

On August 10, 2017, the Water Agency is calling for a Steering Committee meeting to 
discuss several contract topics as shown in the hand out. It is likely that only a couple of 
those topics will be covered due to the extremely limited timing allowed in the meeting. 
This committee meeting is in advance of the technical meeting scheduled by USSR on 
August 18, 2017 in Santa Barbara. No agenda has been provided for that meeting. 

USSR held a technical session for the 2020 water service contract on August 18, 2017. 
The participants included USSR management, environmental , and contracts staff, Santa 
Barbara County Water Agency, and the Cachuma Project Member Units 
representatives. USSR also allowed COMB to attend. ID No.1 representatives included 
the General Manager, Paeter Garcia the District's legal counsel and water policy 
manager, and Bill Luce consultant to ID No.1 and former USSR Area Manager. The 
purpose of the USBR technical session was to discuss and come to decision points on 
the agenda items: Contract Term/Duration, Evaporation, Minimum Pool Strategies for 
Yield & Available Supply, and Contract process timeline/schedule. 

USBR indicated the purpose of this meeting to discuss and come to some decision 
points for a "renewal" of the water service contract. As pointed out, the term "renewal" 
does not apply since the 1995 Master Contract was a hybrid; water repayment for 20 
years and water service for the last 5 years of the 25 years term. The capital repayment 
portion was paid off by September 2015 by the CMU's. USBR agreed but the intent is to 
have a water service contract in place prior to the expiration and to continue to serve 
water to the CMU's. Mr. Jackson stated that the contract will be subject to Reclamation 
Law and will be consistent with all other west-wide contracts. 

The term of contract would be a minimum of 25 years and USBR will consider a 40 year 
contract with certain provisions and subject to consistency with other Reclamation 
contracts. 

The next subjects were complex and complicated with no agreed reached. Extensive 
discussion occurred related to evaporation, how it is applied to "Project" water, issues 
with evaporation deducted from the south coast's State Water, Scenario 83, and the City 
requesting to reconcile the evap charged and apply a credit. After a lengthy discussion, 
USBR indicated they would consider methods for measuring and would look at other 



contract language. Related to the calculations and the application of evaporation to the 
water, there was not concurrence by the participants. USBR tabled that item for the 
CMU's to disucss further after 1 hour. 

Minimum Pool was a topic of debate with USBR stressing 12,000 AF is a minimum to be 
left in storage but would review other USBR contacts and definitions. It was made clear 
that a minimum pool is needed to accomplish the downstream water rights releases. 
This topic led to Project Yield & Available Supply, the definitions and types of water held 
in Cachuma. Discussion then included elevation 660' that delineates the lowest point of 
diversion for the south coast, evaporation calculations to be revised requested by the 
south coast so that the water below 660' can be utilized as available supply, levels of 
shortages based on "Project" remaining in the lake, the barge extension and making "all" 
water available, and other more complicated issues that resulted in no decision points by 
USBR. After four hours, USBR requested that the CMU's consider, then propose 
changes. 101 suggested that the new contract should contain basic contract language 
and separately address the details in the operational guidelines document. Based on 
the discussion, USBR will then make its determination. 

Finally, USBR presented its Contract renewal process timeline/schedule. The first 
milestone was USSR would prepare a Basis of Negotiation by October 2017. The BON 
would provide a project description which is needed for environmental review purposes. 
Based on the complicated issues, the timing is likely to slip substantially. The timeline 
also identified contract negotiations to be at the end of this calendar year of beginning of 
2018. 

Following the USBR session, the County's Steering Committee meeting was held on 
September 6, 2017. The primary discussion item was Evaporation and focused on how 
the Evaporation would be applied, measurement method, and calculations. The subject 
of what water would be subject to evaporation charges and when the deduction would 
be applied was not agreed upon. Some participants wanted to apply evaporation to all 
water in storage. This included downstream water rights water and other water held in 
the lake. . It was noted that there are provisions in the water rights orders that exclude 
the downstream water from evaporation charges. The timing of the evaporation charges 
was also discussed but the topic remains open due to its complexity. Other evaporation 
items including which accounts would be subject to evaporation, for instance charged to 
current Year Project Water, Carryover Project Water, current Year Non-Project Water, 
carryover Non-Project Water or unallocated water. Also debated were the triggers and 
calculations for evaporation. This is a complex topic and one that could change the 
mass balance of the accounts. No resolution was reached. 

An equally debated subject was the difference between "Available Supply" and "Project 
Water" with the south coast and County believing there is a need for revisions of contract 
definitions. These are USSR definitions contained in multiple USSR contracts. No 
concurrence was reached except to have USSR provide language. 



There has been no activity related to the new or technical terms, conditions or definitions 
nor meetings in preparation of negotiating the 2020 new Water Service Contract. 
However, ID No.1 is scheduling a meeting with the Mid-Pacific Regional office Director 
and high level management to discuss contracting options. The meeting is anticipated 
to occur in November 2017. 

With no local activity, Paeter Garcia, the District's Legal Affairs and Policy Manager and 
our Consultant Bill Luce met on November 28, 2107 with the USBR Deputy Regional 
Director and staff to discuss a variety of contract options for ID No.1 including an 
individual contract between Reclamation and ID No.1, with separate individual contracts 
between Reclamation and each of the other four CMUs; an individual contract between 
Reclamation and ID No.1 , with a separate single contract between Reclamation and the 
other four CMUs; an individual contract between Reclamation and ID No.1, with a 
separate single contract between Reclamation and the County Water Agency on behalf 
of the four other CMUs; a single contract between Reclamation and each of the CMUs 
as signatories; and a single contract between Reclamation, each of the CMUs, and the 
County Water Agency as signatories. It was requested that USBR explore any and all 
alternatives and follow-up with a meeting in Sacramento or Fresno. 

A follow-up meeting is scheduled with USBR on January 181
h , 2018. No Steering 

Committee meetings have been scheduled by the County Water Agency. 

The meeting at the WUC was well attended by 12 USBR representatives ranging from 
the Regional Director, Deputy Regional Director, Area Manager, and staff from 
Contracts, Water Rights, Environmental, and Financial Divisions. Most were from the 
Mid-Pacific Regional office in Sacramento. ID#1 was represented by the General 
Manager, the Water Policy and Legal Affairs Manager and the District's Consultant and 
former USBR Area Manager Bill Luce. The primary discussion in the 20 minute 
appointment was the contracting options available to ID#1 . After a brief overview of 
ID#1 and its status as a Member Unit and a Downstream water rights holder, USBR 
Regional Director understood ID#1 's position and agreed to have the options defined 
and provided to 10#1 at a follow up meeting. 

A meeting is being set with the SCCAO management either on February 22 or 26 to 
discuss the outcome of the instruction by the Regional Director. 

In a recent Santa Barbara County Water Agency meeting on April 5, 2018 with the 
Cachuma Member Units (plus COMB and the SYRWCD), 101 reported on its 
meetings with USBR expressing its preference for a new Water Service Contract 
that either includes all of the five Cachuma Member Units with the County, or a 
partial assignment as defined by USBR. The County then disclosed that its staff 
has met with USBR and indicated it would only entertain a contract between USBR 
and the County. Further discussions will be necessary. 101 management is 
meeting in Sacramento with the USBR Regional Director and other staff on May 9, 
2018 to continue the pursuit of a multiple party Water Service Contract. 



3. Transfer of the Operation and Maintenance of Cachuma Transferred "Project 
Works, - Contract No 14-06-5222R 
This contract was originally executed on February 24, 1956 between USBR and 
Cachuma Operation and Maintenance Board for the "Operation and Maintenance of the 
Cachuma Transferred Project Works. The "Project Works" are defined in the Contract 
as the Tecolote Tunnel and the South Cost Conduit System. The 1956 contract expired 
in 1995 was then amended on May 12, 1995. Four Interim Contracts were executed in 
2001 and 2002 until finally completed on March 1, 2003. This contract now expires in 
September 1, 2020. 

In accordance with the contract, the title of the "Project Works" remain with USBR with 
COMB having the obligation to operate and maintain those facilities for the parties that 
benefit from those facilities; specifically the south Coast agencies, at no expense to 
USBR. There is an error in the language under Article 12 (a) indicating that COMB 
("Contractor") shall deliver water through the Transferred Project Works for the benefit of 
the south coast member units and ID No.1 . ID No.1 has never taken nor does not take 
any of its Cachuma water from the "Transferred Project Works". ID No.1 has its own 
downstream delivery point. In other words, ID No.1 does not receive any benefit from 
the Project Works as defined in the contract. 

With this contract expiration in 2020, COMB has requested a meeting on July 12, 2017 
to discuss the O&M contract renewal process. 

At the July 12, 2017 meeting that was attended by Gary Kvistad, Legal Counsel for ID 
No.1. All of the other 4 managers were at the meeting. In essence, the meeting was a 
kick-off meeting to start the process with Reclamation. A copy of a more detailed agenda 
was handed out (see attached). The following were discussed (no particular order): 

• The Reclamation standard terms that Janet Gingras circulated via email were from 
Reclamation are supposedly mandatory provisions. 

• All thought it was appropriate to have separate meeting from the Master Contract due 
different subject, timing and no County involvement. 

• All thought it was appropriate for COMB to send the letter of interest to Reclamation 
(place on COMB July 24th agenda). 

• Mr. Kvistad indicated that the District's interest is limited since the Transferred Project 
Works furnish water to the South Coast member units. The District should not have been 
referenced in the current contract. The primary goal will be to ensure the new contract 
does not adversely affect the District. 

• Likely that the new BiOp will impact the new contract, substance and timing. Quite 
possible will need an interim contract. 

• Need to review the agreements referenced in exhibit B to the current contract. 



• The "Project Works" should be better defined, both at the Lake and at the turnouts. 

• According to Carter (he was not at the meeting), the approval of the new contract does 
not require unanimous consent. 

• The Member Units were encouraged to review the current contract and identify areas of 
interest for negotiation in order to develop the BON. 

• COMB will prepare minutes of each meeting. 

• The change in organization provision was brought up with respect to the District's 
withdrawal but did not go anywhere. 

• Reclamation is supposed to appropriate $140,000- 200,000 for the process, which will 
likely not be enough for environmental review. Likely COMB will need to fund, but not 
sure. 

• COMB's future use of the barge may need to be considered since it is essentially an 
extension of the transferred project works. 

• There was discussion of keeping the new contract somewhat general, as now, and then 
have a separate agreement between the South Coast member units being more specific 
on how the project works are operated. 

• COMB will assemble and distribute inter-related agreements/contracts for everyone's 
use. 

No meetings or correspondence has been forwarded since the above meeting. 

On January 31, COMB convened a conveyance meeting with the Cachuma Member 
Units with an agenda that included a Cachuma Elevation model, Evaporation Study, and 
a Draft Operational Plan. COMB staff presented the elevation projection model with 
multiple assumptions for water use and downstream releases. The model has not been 
peer reviewed. 

An evaporation study and analysis was prepared by COMB staff that described impacts 
on water supply and the purported benefit for the ANA based on discrepancies of the 
evaporation pan methodology conducted by USBR. COMB proposed a water surface 
evaporation buoy for a cost of $130,000. The basis of the study was not made available 
for peer review. This did not go forward at this meeting. 

The last topic was the COMB draft operational plan and grant funding for reinstallation of 
a permanent or COMB's term "secured" pipeline extension from the Tecolote Tunnel to 
site 1 and 2. After the cost discussion and timing, this was tabled for further 
consideration. ID#1 objected to a permanent pipeline. 



On April 5, 2018, 101 learned that COMB was meeting with the four south coast 
Member Units to further discuss the "secured" pipeline extension. Neither 101 nor 
the SYRWCO were included in the meeting, or to receive the information related to 
that discussion. Management will inquire about the meeting and the outcome. 



April1, 2018 

Chis Dahlstrom, General Manager 

CACHUMA OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE BOARD 
3301 LAUREL CANYON ROAD 

SANTA BARBARA, CALIFORNIA 93105-2017 
TELEPHONE (805) 687-4011 FAX (805)569-5825 

www. cachuma-boa rd . org 

Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District, 10 No. 1 
PO Box 157 
Santa Ynez, CA 93460 

RE: Fiscal Year 2017-18- 4th Quarter Budget Assessment 

Dear Mr. Dahlstrom: 

On May 22, 2017, the Board of Directors of the Cachuma Operation and Maintenance Board 
approved the Fiscal Year 2017-18 Operating Budget (July 1, 2017 to June 30, 2018). 

Attached please find your Member Unit's invoice for the April through June 2018, 4th quarter 
budget assessment. Please submit payment against the balance due. 

If you have any questions regarding the attached backup spreadsheets, please feel free to 
contact me. Payment is due by April 30, 2018. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

~~ 
Edward Lyons 
Administrative Manager I CFO 

cc: Mary Martone, Administrative Manager 
Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District, ID No. 1 

S.Y.A.W.C.D.tD. #1 

APR 0 2 2018 

R~Q§JVffiQ 



Bill To 

Cachuma Operation & 
Maintenance Board 

3301 Laurel Canyon Road 
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-2017 

Chris Dahlstrom, General Manager 
Santa Ynez River Water Cons. Dist . ID#l 
P.O. Box 157 
Santa Y nez, CA 93460 

Invoice 
....----

Due Date Date Invoice# 
1----

4/30/2018 4/ 1/2018 1062 

D Pleas.: check box if address is incotTect or has changed, and indicate change(s) 
on reverse side. I Balance Due $21,246.00 

New e-mail address? Enter here: ------ ----

---~----- ------~------------~-----~~-------~-----~--------------· 
Cachuma Operation & 
Maintenance Board 

PLEASE DETACH AND RETURN TOP PORTION WJTH YOUR Pi\ YMENT. 

3301 Laurel Canyon Road 
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-2017 I Phone # 1 805-687-4011 

Item 

0002 

0002 

Description 

4th Quarter Budget Assessment Apr - Jun 
FY I 7/18 
4th Quarter Budget Assessment Apr - Jun 
FY 17/ 18 

Class Qty 

Operations 

Fisheries 

Total 

Payments/Credits 

Balance Due 

P.O. No. Terms 

Nct28 

Rate Amount 

1,516.00 1,516.00 

19,730.00 19,730.00 

S2 1,246.00 

$0.00 

$21 ,246.00 



CACHUMA OPERATION & MAINTENANCE BOARD 
Adopted Budget Allocation FY 2017-18 

OPERATIONS DIVISION 7/1/2017 

10#1 Allocated Costs (SC Operations Division) FY 2016-17 FY 2017-18 

COMB Buildings I Grounds Repair $20,000 10.31% $ 15,465 $ 2,062 
TOTAL $ 15,465 $ 2,062 

Directors Fees (All MIU equal share) 
MEMBER UNIT 
Goleta Water District 20.00% $ 4,000 $ 4,000 
City of Santa Barbara 20.00% $ 4,000 $ 4,000 
Carpinteria Valley Water District 20.00% $ 4,000 $ 4,000 
Montecito Water District 20.00% $ 4,000 $ 4,000 
Santa Ynez River Wtr Conservation District, ID#1 20.00% $ 4,000 $ 4,000 
TOTAL 100.00% $ 20,000 $ 20,000 

SCMU Allocated Costs (SC Ops Div) 

MEMBER UNIT 
Goleta Water District 40.42% $ 1,771 ,335 $ 1,160,510 
City of Santa Barbara 35.88% $ 1,572,378 $ 1 ,030,16 1 
Carpinteria Valley Water District 12.20% $ 534,644 $ 350,278 

Montecito Water District 11 .50% $ 503,967 $ 330,180 

TOTAL 100.00% $ 4,382,324 $ 2,871 ' 128 

TOTAL Operations Divis ion Budget 
MEMBER UNIT 
Goleta Water District 40.25% s 1,775,335 $ 1,164,510 

City of Santa Barbara 35.74% $ 1,576,378 $ 1 ,034,161 

Carpinteria Valley Water District 12.25% $ 538,644 $ 354,278 

Montecito Water District 11 .55% $ 507,967 $ 334,180 
Santa Ynez River Wtr Conservation District, ID#1 0.21% $ 19,465 $ 6,062 

TOTAL 100.00% $ 4,417,789 $ 2,893,190 

FISHERIES DIVISION 
Stetson, Hanson Consultants Only FY 2016-17 FY 2017-18 

MEMBER UNIT 
Goleta Water District 40.42% $ 10,508 $ 10,508 
City of Santa Barbara 35.89% $ 9,331 $ 9,331 
Carpinteria Valley Water District 12.20% $ 3,171 $ 3,171 
Montecito Water District 11 .50% $ 2,989 $ 2,989 
Total allocated costs for Stetson, Hanson only 100.00% $ 26,000 $ 26,000 

0 & M, G & A, Special Projects 
MEMBER UNIT 
Goleta Water District 36.25% $ 1 '1 85,741 $ 869,688 

City of Santa Barbara 32.19% $ 1,052,938 $ 772,283 
Carpinteria Valley Water District 10.94% $ 357,849 $ 262,466 

Montecito Water District 10.31% $ 337,241 $ 247,351 

Santa Ynez River Wtr Conservation District, ID#1 10.31% $ 337,241 $ 247,351 

Total allocated costs for remaining FO budget 100.00% $ 3,271 ,011 $ 2.399,140 

MEMBER UNIT 
Goleta Water District 36.29% $ 1,196,250 $ 880,197 
City of Santa Barbara 32.23% $ 1,062,270 $ 781 ,615 
Carpinteria Valley Water District 10.95% $ 361 ,020 $ 265,637 
Montecito Water District 10.32% $ 340,230 $ 250,340 
Santa Ynez River Wtr Conservation District, ID#1 10.20% $ 337,241 $ 247,351 
TOTAL Fisheries Division Budget 100.00% $ 3,297,011 $ 2,425,140 

MEMBER UNIT TOTALS 

Goleta Water District 38.45% $ 2,971,585 $ 2,044,707 
City of Santa Barbara 34.14% $ 2,638,648 $ 1,815,775 

Carpinteria Valley Water District 11.66% $ 899,663 $ 619,915 

Montecito Water District 10.99% $ 848,197 $ 584,520 
Santa Ynez River Wtr Conservation District, ID#1 4.76% $ 356,706 $ 253,413 

TOTAL GROSS COMB BUDGET 100.00% $ 7,714,800 $ 5,318,330 



CACHUMA OPERATION & MAINTENANCE BOARC 
Adopted Budget A llocation FY 2017-18 

7/1/2017 

Warren Act Trust Fund Offset FY 201 6-17 FY 2017-18 
\ioleta Water District 36.25% <~!05,552) ~ \~~4 ,881 ) 
City of Santa Barbara 32.19% ($93,730) (199,694) 
Carpinteria Valley Water District 10.94% ($31 ,855) $ (67,867) 
Montecito Water District 10.31% ($30.020) $ (63,959) 
~anta Ynez River Wtr Conservation District. 10#1 10.31 % ($17,897) $ (63,959) 

TOTAL 100.00% ($291,178) $ (620,361 ) 

1~.;ounty tietterment t-una unset 
I Goleta Water Distnct 36.25% 

~ ~~~:~~~~ 
$ 

~~~ :~~~~ City of Santa Barbara 32.19% s 
Carpinteria Valley Water District 10.94% $ (9,846) s (9,846) 
Montecito Water District 10.31% $ (9,279) s (9,279) 
Santa Ynez River Wtr Conservation District. ID#1 10.31% $ (9,279) $ (9,279) 
TOTAL 100.00% ($90,000) ($90,000) 

CDFW Grant Funding Offset 
Goleta Water District 36.25% $ (583.600) $ (323,817) 
City of Santa Barbara 32.19% $ (518,236) $ (287,549) 
Carpinteria Valley Water District 10.94% $ (176, 126) $ (97,726) 
Montecito Water District 10.31% s (165,984) $ (92,098) 
Santa Ynez River Wtr Conservation District, ID#1 10.31% s (165,984) $ (92,098) 

TOTAL 100.00% ($1,609,930) ($893,287) 

NET TOTAL COMB BUDGET 
Goleta Water District 40.37% $ 2,249,809 $ 1.463,384 
City of Santa Barbara 35.85% $ 1,997,710 $ 1,299,561 
Carpinteria Valley Water District 12.26% $ 681 ,836 $ 444,476 
Montecito Water District 11.56% $ 642,914 $ 419,184 
Santa Ynez River wtr Conservation District, ID#1 2.43% $ 151,424 $ 88,077 

TOTAL $ 5,723,693 $ 3,714,682 

Operations liP Project (SCC San Jose Creek Pipe Stabilization Evaluation}- Spe_cial Assessment Once Approved 

MEMBER UNIT 
Goleta Water District 40.42% $ - $ (24,252) 
City of Santa Barbara 35.88% $ - $ (21,528) 
Carpinteria Valley Water District 12.20% $ - $ (7,320) 
Montecito Water District 11.50% $ - $ (6,900) 
TOTAL 100.00% $ - $ (60,000) 

Fisheries HIP Project (Mission Creek at Hwy 192) -Special Assessment Once Approved 
Goleta Water District 36.25% $ - $ (10,875} 
City of Santa Barbara 32.19% $ - $ (9,657) 
Carpinteria Valley Water District 10.94% $ - $ (3,282) 
Montecito Water District 10.31% $ - $ (3,093) 
Santa Ynez River wtr Conservation District, ID#1 10.31% $ - $ (3,093) 

TOTAL 100.00% $ - ($30,000) 

ADJUSTED NET TOTAL COMB BUDGET 
Goleta Water District 39.40% $ 2,249,809 $ 1,428,257 
City of Santa Barbara 34.99% $ 1,997,710 $ 1,268,376 
Carpinteria Valley Water District 11.97% $ 681,836 $ 433,874 
Montecito Water District 11 .29% $ 642,914 $ 409,191 
Santa Ynez River Wtr Conservation District, ID#1 2.34% $ 151,424 $ 84,984 
TOTAL $ 5,723,693 $ 3,624,682 

Quarterly Assessments (Before 2017-18 Estimated Annual Debt Service - EPFP Loan) 
Goleta Water District $ 562,452 $ 357,064 
City of Santa Barbara $ 499,428 $ 317,094 
Carpinteria Valley Water District $ 170,459 $ 108,468 
Montecito Water District $ 160,728 $ 102,298 
Santa Ynez River wtr Conservation District, ID#1 $ 37,856 $ 21,246 
TOTAL $ 1,430,923 $ 906,171 
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March 21,2018 

Janet Gingras, General Manager 
Cachuma Operation and Maintenance Board 
3301 Laurel Canyon Road 
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-2017 

(Via Email) 

RE: Cachuma Project Entitlement Payment USBR 2nd Period Fiscal Year 2018 

Dear Ms. Gingras: 

The Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District, Improvement District No. 1 J' lD 
No.1") is forwarding the second semi-annual payment for Fiscal Year 2018 water 
service under Contract 175r-1802R ("Master Contract") and as administrated by 
Cachuma Operation and Maintenance Board ("COMB") pursuant to the Agreement 
Regarding Cachuma Project Water Rates and Administration. ID No.1 has concerns 
about the significant cost implications of this invoice from U.S. Bureau of 
Reclamation ("USBR") including deficit payments in FY 2015 and FY 2016 as well 
as the extraordinary O&M cost recovery. These matters have neither been 
addressed nor explained among the contracting agencies: ID No.1, Santa Barbara 
County, and USBR even though this payment is due. With this payment, 10 No.1 
reserves its right to question and dispute these charges in accordance with Article 6 
(h) of the Master Contract and Cachuma Project Member Unit Contract. 

It is my hope that a timely meeting will be scheduled to discuss and present 
information regarding the above mentioned charges. 

Sincerely, 

.-~./ 5;J}tL-·) 
/-://........-::~)<' _.../ 

,,.f./ .?-' fr"' ,;;l:- • ____ __....... 

Chris Dahlstrom 
General Manager 

cc: Michael Jackson, Area Manager- SCCAO 
Fray Crease, Santa Barbara County Water Agency 
Tom Fayram, Santa Barbara County FC&WCD 
Paeter Garcia, SYRWCD, ID No.1 Legal Affairs and Policy Manager 
Mary Martone, SYRWCD, ID No.1 Administrative Manager 
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March 22, 2018 

Janet Gingras, General Manager 
Cachuma Operation and Maintenance Board 
3301 Laurel Canyon Road 
Santa Barbara, CA 931 05-2017 

(Via Email) 

RE: Cachuma Project Estimated Cost for Fiscal Year and Water Year 2018-19 

Dear Ms. Gingras: 

On March 9, 2018 Edward Lyons, Administrative Manager/CFO, for the Cachuma 
Operation and Maintenance Board ("COMB") sent the Santa Ynez River Water 
Conservation District, Improvement District No. 1 ("1D No.1") the COMB document 
entitled "Cachuma Project Estimated Cost for Fiscal Year and Water Year 2018-19. 
This description of Cachuma Project Estimated Costs and the assumptions are of 
concern and have significant cost implications including the USBR deficits and 
extraordinary O&M. These matters have neither been addressed nor explained 
among the contracting agencies: ID No.1. Santa Barbara County, and USBR even 
though the 2nd period 2018 payment to USBR is due from the Cachuma Project 
Member Units. 

Furthermore, with the ID No.1's withdrawal from COMB effective May 27, 20 16, as 
indicated in multiple prior correspondences to COMB, 10 No.1 has no further 
obligation to participate in or fund COMB activities 1. Since 10 No.1 is no longer a 
Participating Party in COMB, it has no stake in the COMB's financial planning and 
programs and reserves its right to oppose COMB's Habitat Improvement Plan (in the 
protection of the ID No.1's rights as a Cachuma Project Member Unit and as a 
downstream water rights appropriator). And, ID No.1 is not responsible for payment 
of any of COMB's assessments as of the above withdrawal date and as COMB 
described as Member Unit FY and WY Obligations in 2018-2019. 10 No.1 
respectfully requests that COMB refrain from assessing ID No.1 or sending further 
invoices for assessments. 

We appreciate your attention to this matter. 

~ly~~--:=> 
~~--··· 

Chris Dahlstrom 
General Manager 

cc: Board of Trustees, SYRWCD, 10 No.1 
Gary M. Kvistad, Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 

1 
The District recognizes that there are certain obligations for which the 10 No.1 Will continue 

to pay, such as the Bradbury Dam SOD repayment. 
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Board of Directors 
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Peter Cantle, Executive Director 
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SUBJECT: Inaccurate Evaporation Measurement & Impacts to CCRB Members' Water Supply 

Legal Concurrence: 

As to form: N/A 

Recommended Actions: 

Consider and discuss recently identified inaccurate evaporation measurement by US Bureau of 
Reclamation (USBR) and its negative impact on Member Unit water volumes stored in Lake Cachuma. 
Consider a formal request to USBR seeking to rectify the evaporation measurement methodology and 
establish a record noting the Board's concern. Determine ifCCRB is the appropriate agency to pursue the 
issue and, if so, direct the Executive Director to coordinate the request. 

Djscussjon: 

USBR uses a methodology called Class A pan evaporation measurement to estimate how much 
evaporative loss occurs to waters held in Cachuma Reservoir. The Bureau then applies this evaporative 
loss to Members' water holdings as one contributor to the reservoir's "outflow." According to a recent 
analysis conducted by Cachuma Operation Maintenance Board (COMB) staff (Attachment 1 ), average 
evaporation losses in water years 2014- 2017 erroneously and significantly exceeded previous average 
water year losses, with the result that Members' water holdings in these more recent years appear to have 
been debited for evaporation that didn't actually occur. Further, because of the water accounting 
methodology applied by USBR, these phantom losses were inappropriately credited to the Above Narrows 
Account for downstream water rights releases. According to the COMB analysis, the water volume thus 
affected in water years 2014- 20 17 calculates to more than I 0,000 ac-ft. (Att. I, p. 3). 

COMB staff notes that the erroneous evaporation measurements may be attributab le to wildlife 
interactions with the measurement pan and may be addressed by more rigorous protection and monitoring 
of the pan location site (Att. 1, p. 4). Further, a more advanced evaporative measurement methodology 
(evaporation buoy) is being considered for deployment in Cachuma Reservoir if grant funding can be 
obtained for the purpose. 



CCRB Member Agency staff have expressed concern that the erroneous evaporation measurement and its 
associated effect on inappropriate debiting of water holdings needs to be firmly addressed in writing with 
USBR to: a) create a record of the matter; b) prevent further inappropriate debits; and, c) possibly seek 
some form of redress for the improperly accounted water volumes. It has been suggested this could be 
accomplished with correspondence directed to USBR's Cachurna operations chief, Mr. Gi l Reyes, who 
has expressed interest in improving the management of the reservoir 's metrics. Tt is not clear if CCRB is 
the best entity to implement this correspondence, but if the Board wishes to do so, Twil l work with CCRB 
Member staff to do so. 

Fiscal Analysis: 

Inappropriately debited water volumes certainly impact CCRB Member Agencies. The costs of these 
losses are not calculated here. The fiscal impacts associated with researching and preparing a letter to 
USBR, if the Board so directs, would be negligible. 

Attachments: 

Attachment 1: January 31, 2018 COMB Memorandum, Lake Cachuma Evaporation Pan Discrepancy 

Authored by: 

Peter Cantle, Executive Director 



ATTACHMENT 1 

JANUARY 31, 2018 COMB MEMORANDUM 

LAKE CA.CHUMA EVAPORATION PAN DISCREPANCY 



CACHUMA OPERATION & MAINTENANCE BOARD 

MEMORANDUM 

Date: January 31, 2018 

Prepared by: Joel Degner 

Approved by: Janet Gingras 

SUBJECT: Lake Cachuma Evaporation Pan Discrepancy 

SUMMARY: 

The pan evaporation measurements at Lake Cachuma have 
increased during water years 2014 to 2017. Historically from 
WY 1958 to 2013, the pan evaporation has averaged 69 
inches annually ranging from 60 to 75 inches. The four 
highest evaporation measurements have occurred in the last 
four years (WY 2014 to WY 2017). In water year 2017, the 
evaporation was measured to be 1 01 inches which is 46 
percent higher than the average. This significant increase is 
not consistent with the surrounding evaporation measuring 
stations and historical record , and results in calculated inflow 
estimates that are different than expected hydrologic 
conditions. 

BACKGROUND 
Figure 1. Reclamation Evaporation Pan at 

Lake Cachuma 

The U.S. Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) has measured the evaporation near Lake Cachuma in a 
Class A evaporation pan since the 1950s in collaboration with the National Weather Service (Figure 1 ). The 
Class A pan is a standard evaporation measurement instrument. The evaporation is estimated by adding 
measured volumes of water to the pan each morning, refilling the pan to an established level. Figure 2 
compares the historical pan evaporation totals to the average annual temperature. The temperature sensors 
are co-located with the evaporation pan. The increase in evaporation from 2014-2017 is outside of the range 
of the historical record. 
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Figure 2. Lake Cachuma Pan Evaporation and Temperature Data- 1958 to 2017 i 
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To further evaluate whether the discrepancy is due to an actual increase in evaporation due to the prolonged 
drought or due to an inaccuracy in the measurement, the measured reference evaporation estimates from 
the nearby California Irrigation Management Information System {CIMIS) stations were analyzed. The 
closest station is the Lake Cachuma weather station in Santa Ynez (#62) which is 5.5 miles to the west along 
the Santa Ynez River. The Santa Barbara (#107) station is 17 miles to the southeast and the Sisquoc station 
(#165) is 22 miles to the northwest. There also is a discrepancy between the CIMIS station reference 
evapotranspiration and the USSR lake evapotranspiration. For comparison purposes, the pan evaporation 
was converted to estimated lake evaporation using the USSR monthly pan coefficients (Figure 3). Typically, 
pan-based lake evaporation measurements are equal to or slightly higher than the reference 
evapotranspiration estimates. 
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Figure 3. CIMIS Station Reference Evapotranspiration and USSR Pan Evaporation 

The inflow into Lake Cachuma is estimated based on the measured inflows, measured outflows, and change 
in storage in the lake. Measured evaporation is an important outflow from the lake. The calculated inflow into 
Lake Cachuma is also out of phase with what would be expected under normal hydrologic conditions (Figure 
4 }. One would expect monthly inflow values similar to WY 2012 where the highest inflows are in the winter 
which recede to their lowest point in the summer months. Subsurface inflow would be expected to decline 
with maximum riparian evapotranspiration in the summer months. However, in 2015, 2016, and to some 
extent 2017, the pattern is the opposite, where the inflow peaks at the height of the summer months. 
Therefore, the calculated inflow based on the pan evaporation measurements also suggest that the 
evaporation measurements are higher than what is actually occurring. 
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The daily evaporation pan measurements were also evaluated from 2000 to 2017 (Figure 5). The increase in 
evaporation measurements occurs mainly during the months from March to September, with the highest 
differences in the hottest summer months of June. July, and August. In the winter months when evaporation 
is less than 0.15 inches per day there appears to be less of a discrepancy. Evaporation has generally been 
at most 0.4 inches per day in pre-2014, however from 2014-2017 there have been several days above 0.7 
inches. 
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Figure 5. Lake Cachuma Daily Evaporation from 2000-2017 

IMPACT 

To determine what impact the evaporation discrepancy is having on the water accounting, the WR 89-18 
Above Narrows Account (ANA) Credits were recalculated for 2014 to 2017 using the reference 
evapotranspiration at the Santa Ynez CIMIS station (Table 1 ). The reference evapotranspiration tracks fairly 
well with the lake evaporation before 2014 (Figure 2). 

Table 1. Evaporation Impact on ANA Monthly Credits 

Water Year ANA Credits ANA Credits Estimated Difference 
based on CIMIS ETo 

2014 3,936 2,629 1,307 
2015 4,007 1,858 2,149 
2016 4,639 2,871 1,768 
2017 29,504 25,065 4,439 

Note in 2017, the ANA credits exceeded the dewatered storage in March and April, which limited the 
potential increase in ANA account to the dewatered storage volume. Accounting for the limiting effects of 
dewatered storage, the evaporation discrepancy may have caused an increase of approximately 1,800 AF in 
the ANA credits in Water Year 2017 from May to September 2017 when the credits were not limited by the 
dewatered storage. In addition, the increased evaporation causes more water to be lost from Carryover and 
SWP water stored in the lake. The net effect of the evaporation discrepancy charged to carryover and SWP 
water in the lake is estimated to be approximately 500 AF in Water Year 2017. 
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MEASURING METHODOLOGY 

The USSR dam tenders provided an overview of their measurement methodology in December 2017. They 
follow the standard operating procedures for the measurement. The pan is 48 inches in diameter and filled 
each day within two inches of the top of the pan using a stillwell with a fixed point (Figure 1 ). Each time a 
measurement is taken, the pan is refilled to the level of the point using a calibrated cylinder. The cylinder has 
a surface area of 1/100 that of the pan so that the amount of water added to the pan is the equivalent 
evaporation amount. The cylinder is 15 inches in height. The cylinder is filled to the brim until it overflows. 
Each pour is tallied using a rock marker system. If a full cylinder is not used on the final pour, the depth to 
water is measured using a brass ruler with a zero at the top of the cylinder. This methodology allows the 
evaporation to be measured to one thousandths of an inch. The depth of water is added to the number of full 
cylinder pours multiplied by 15 inches (height of the graduate). The result is divided by 100 to estimate the 
evaporation in inches from the pan. 

POTENTIAL CAUSES 

Measurement Issues: The dam tenders are measuring the pan evaporation according to standard operating 
procedures. There is a chance for a small amount of water to spill as it is transferred to the pan. However, 
the dam tenders fill the cylinder adjacent to the pan. They also use water that is held in a 5-gallon bucket 
from the previous day so that it is the same temperature as the water in the pan. There does not appear to 
be an issue with measurement error. 

Warmer Climate: Water Year 2016 and Water Year 2017 were the two hottest years in the Cachuma 
weather station record which were approximately 3 degrees warmer than the station record. One would 
expect the evaporation for these years to be higher. However, the increase in evaporation is well outside the 
surrounding CIMIS station estimates and also results in an unnatural calculated inflow hydrograph. Some of 
the increase may be attributable to the warmer temperatures but the warmer temperatures likely do not 
explain the majority of the increase in evaporation. 

leaky Pan: The pan contains a drain plug, but it does not appear to be leaking and no leaks were observed 
from the pan. The dam tenders have also not observed leaks from the pan. A constant leak in the pan would 
appear consistently higher in the data. The data does not support a leak in the pan and there were no wet 
spots under the pan. There are wide variations in the day to day measurements and no increase in the winter 
months compared to the summer months. 

Wildlife Usage: The chain-linked fence enclosure surrounding the pan is whitewashed with bird droppings 
and numerous turkey vulture feathers are located on the ground around the enclosure. The pan is likely 
frequently visited by birds including fairly large birds (turkey vultures). According to the dam tenders, the 
enclosure has always been unprotected with some potential bird use. Bird activity (bird drinking and bathing) 
from larger birds (e.g. turkey vultures) could be a potential cause for higher evaporation numbers. This 
activity would have to have increased in the last several years and preferentially occurred during warmer 
days. The historic drought could have altered some wildlife behavior. However, Hilton Creek and Lake 
Cachuma are alternate nearby water sources that would have been available for the wildlife during the 
drought. 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 
1) More closely monitor evaporation measurement for discrepancies in Water Year 2018. 
2) Install a wildlife camera observing the pan to determine if the increase in evaporation measurements 

may be due to wildlife usage (excessive bathing and drinking). 
3) If there is evidence of wildlife usage, install a wildlife protection screen over the pan. 
4) For redundancy and to more accurately measure evaporation in the future, an evaporation buoy 

should be installed in Lake Cachuma. This technology will likely be the methodology that reservoir 
evaporation will be estimated in the future. Desert Research Institute has deployed evaporation 
buoys at other Bureau of Reclamation sites and is interested in installing a buoy at Lake Cachuma 
(t1ttps:l/owen.dri.edu/). This may be partially funded through grants. COMB has requested a quote 
from Desert Research Institute on the costs to install an evaporation buoy which is attached. 

EXHIBITS 
1. Desert Research Institute. Evaporation Monitoring at Lake Cachuma. January 2018. 
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Agenda Item IX. IE!. 

Memorandum 

To: Board of Trustees 

From: Chris Dahlstrom, General Manager ft 
~--

Date: April17, 2018 

Subject: 2018 MOU -Integrated Regional Water Management Program (IRWMP) 

Agenda item: IX.B 

Staff Report 

Background 
The Integrated Regional Water Management Program ("IRWMP") effort was initiated 
formally in 2006, and reaffirmed and recommitted to in 2010 and 2012. The Cooperating 
Partners consisting of those local government agencies, special districts, and non
governmental organizations (NGOs) executed an MOU upon the formation and have 
operated under that guidance document for decisions pertaining to the IRWM planning 
process, project finances, consultant selection, revision of the IRWM Plan, and planning 
grant proposals. 

The Countywide IRWM Program, administered by the Department of Water Resources 
(DWR), requires an adopted IRWM Plan that meets the statewide guidance and 
legislative requirements and provides funding for projects. Through voter-approved bond 
measures, DWR provided funding for a range of water related plans and projects through 
Propositions 50, 84 and now 1. Santa Barbara Countywide interests successfully 
prepared and updated IRWM Plans to take advantage of some of that funding. 

The Santa Barbara Region is within the Central Coast Funding Area (including San Luis 
Obispo to Monterey County) and works in collaboration with this funding region through a 
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) for the equitable allocation of IRWM Funding as well 
as to address the water management needs of the Central Coast Area. 

The Cooperating Partners conduct open public meetings with all project, program and funding 
decisions based on consensus whenever possible, or, at a minimum, by a vote of a simple 
majority of all members participating in a meeting. When grant funding becomes available from 



DWR, every cooperative partner has the opportunity to nominate projects and compete for 
funding and that the projects the group chooses will in some way benefit the entire region 

2018 MOU 
Under this new MOU, the Cooperating Partners continue to commit to participating in, 
and making a financial and/or service oriented contribution toward the ongoing process 
established for the purposes of ongoing program development and Integrated Regional 
Water Management {IRWM) Plan updates pursuant to the Countywide IRWM Program. 

The Santa Barbara County Water Agency (Agency) shall continue to act as the single 
eligible contracting entity. The Agency may engage a consultant to serve as Project 
Manager for IRWM Plan development, including data collection, analysis, coordinating 
stakeholder and public involvement, and overall coordination of plan and grant application 
preparation. Recognizing the importance of a comprehensive IRWM Program, and 
consistent with previous MOUs for the IRWM Plan and Program, the Cooperating 
Partners will continue to work with the Agency for integrated regional water 
management planning. 

The goals under the new MOU, which include, but are not limited to, the following: 

• Help water infrastructure systems adapt to Climate Change; 
• Assist communities of various socio-economic levels (Disadvantaged 

Communities (DAC), Severely Disadvantaged Communities (SDAC), 
Economically Distressed Areas (EDA)); 

• Improve self-reliance/reduce reliance on the Sacramento San Joaquin Delta; 
• Provide incentives for collaboration to: 

o Better manage water resources; 
o Set regional priorities for water infrastructure. 

The Cooperating Partners understand and accept a range of water management 
strategies to meet the IRWM Plan's objectives. These strategies must cover certain 
State-specified categories and may include other categories. Consistent with the 
State's expected IRWM guidelines, the IRWM Plan must consider strategies that: 

..r Reduce Water Demand 

..t Improve Operational Efficiency & Transfers 

..r Increase Water Supply 

..r Improve Flood Management 

..t Improve Water Quality 

..r Practice Resource Stewardship 

..r Address Climate Change (Reduce and/or minimize any adverse impact to the 
climate) 

Pursuant to the past MOUs within the Santa Barbara County IRWM Region, each of the 
Cooperating Partners, except for NGOs that qualify for an exemption from monetary 
participation, agree to in-kind time and materials commitments, and shall be solely responsible 



for costs for staff time devoted to the revision of an IRWM Plan and potentially for making 
application for grant funding. The Agency will contribute 50% of the cost for hiring consultants 
for IRWM Plan preparation and grant application which may include, but is not limited to, project 
selection, project management, and administrative support. The Agency will also contribute 50% 
of the cost of its staff time for project management and administration for general IRWM Plan 
coordination and grant application. The Cooperating Partners shall reimburse the Agency for the 
remaining 50% of all of the costs. The District's annual contribution ranges from $500 to 
$2,000. 

List of Cooperating Partners 
The list below is of potential Cooperating Partners. A final list will be prepared based 
on the actual signatories to the MOU. 

County Agencies: 
• Flood Control and Water Conservation District - Santa Barbara County 
• Water Agency- Santa Barbara County 
• Laguna County Sanitation District- Santa Barbara County 

Cities: 
• City of Buellton 
• City of Carpinteria 
• City of Goleta 
• City of Guadalupe 
• City of Lompoc 
• City Santa Barbara 
• City of Santa Maria 

City of Solvang • 

Water Districts: 
• Carpinteria Valley Water District 
• Goleta Water District 
• Montecito Water District 
• Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District 
• Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District, ID #1 

Non Governmental Organizations: 
• Heal the Ocean 

Sanitary Districts: 
• Carpinteria Sanitary District 
• Goleta Sanitary District 
• Goleta West Sanitary District 

Community Services Districts: 
• Cuyama Community Services District 



• Santa Ynez Community Services District 
• Vandenberg Village Community Services District 

Joint Powers Agencies: 
• Cachuma Operations and Maintenance Board {COMB) 
• Central Coast Water Authority (CCWA) 

Recommendation 
Although the District has been a Cooperating Partner in this process since 2006, it has not 
received funding for a project nor benefitted as a participant but has supported other agencies in 
the central county area to acquire needed funding. This is a regional effort based on 
collaboration and interaction that has inherent interagency cooperation benefits. Management 
recommends that SYRWCD, ID No.1 continue to as a Cooperating Partner in the IRWM process 
and authorize the General Manager to execute the 2018 Memorandum of Understanding To 
participate in the Statewide and Countywide Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) 
Program In Santa Barbara County. 



IRWMMOU 

Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) 

To participate in the Statewide and Countywide Integrated 

Regional Water Management (IRWM) Program In Santa 

Barbara County 



This Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) is entered into by and between local 
government agencies, special districts, and non-govennental organizations (NGOs), 
organizations qualified under 501 (c) (3), 501 (c) (4) or 501 (c) (5) as defined by the 
Internal Revenue Code) within Santa Barbara County, as listed in Appendix A, and 
hereinafter referred to as "Cooperating Partners." 

1. Purpose of this MOU 
Under this MOU, the Cooperating Partners connit to participate in, and make a financial 
and/or service oriented contribution toward, the ongoing participation in the process 
established for the purposes of ongoing program development and Integrated Regional 
Water Management (lRWM) Plan updates pursuant to the Countywide IRWM Program. 

The Countywide IRWM Program, administered by the Department of Water Resources 
(DWR), requires an adopted lRWM Plan that meets the statewide guidance requirements 
and legislative requirements and provides funding for projects that support goals, which 
include, but are not limited to, the following: 

• Help water infrastructure systems adapt to Climate Change; 
• Assist communities of various socio-economic levels (Disadvantaged 

Communities (DAC), Severely Disadvantaged Communities (SDAC), 
Economically Distressed Areas (EDA)); 

• Improve self-reliance/reduce reliance on the Sacramento San Joaquin Delta; 
• Provide incentives for collaboration to: 

o Better manage water resources; 
o Set regional priorities for water infrastructure. 

2. Background 
Through voter-approved bond measures, the DWR provides funding for a range of water 
related plans and projects. Santa Barbara Countywide interests successfully prepare and 
update IRWM Plans. The Santa Barbara Region is with the Central Coast Funding Area 
and works in collaboration with this funding region through a Memorandum of 
Agreement (MOA) for the equitable allocation oflRWM Funding as well as to address 
the water management needs of the Central Coast Hydrologic Area. 

3. Principles 
Recognizing the importance of a comprehensive IRWM Program, and consistent with 
previous MOUs for the IRWM Plan and Program, the Cooperating Partners endorse the 
following Principles for integrated regional water management planning. 

3.1 Be consistent with the State of California's (State's) standards for lRWM 
Plans, as specified in Division 43 of the Public Resources Code and related 
guidelines, and meet or exceed the expected scoring criteria used by the State 
in its IRWM Plan approval process. 

3.2 Establish a process for on-going decision-making among cooperating partners, 
with inclusive and participatory public involvement to ensure meaningful 
input. 

Santa Barbara County IRWM MOU 1 



3.3 Share the costs ofJRWM planning, analysis, coordination, and product 
development through both monetary contributions and staff time/in-lcind 
services. NGOs, as specified herein, meeting certain time commitment 
requests, will be exempted from the monetary contributions afforded all other 
members of the Cooperating Partners. 

3.4 Adopt a regional approach which coordinates water planning across 
jurisdictional boundaries in Santa Barbara County, sets priorities on a regional 
basis, and considers issues common to regionally shared watersheds. 

3.5 Adopt an integrated approach to address the complex inter-relationships 
across strategies for: water supply, demand management, water quality, source 
water protection, drought management, flood control, and other water 
management issues as well as sensitivity to water provision and resources in 
the context of global climate change. 

3.6 Consider the State's "program preferences" (as specified in the California 
Water Code and implementing legislation) as well as "Statewide priorities" 
(as specified in the JRWM Guidelines) during the JRWM planning process. 

3. 7 Incorporate an appropriate level of scientific watershed assessment 
information. 

3.8 ModifY the JRWM Plan to continue as an informational "roadmap" toward 
meeting objectives, but not as a regulatory or enforceable mandate. 

3.9 Recognize the need for a long-term perspective, which includes monitoring of 
project and plan implementation. 

3.10 Provide for adaptive management for future revisions to the JRWM Plan. 
3.11 Provide for coordination with other JRWM planning efforts in the Central 

Coast Region. 
3.12 Provide an inclusive process which seeks involvement from, and opportunities 

to collaborate with, a wide range of interests including the general public, 
agriculture, environmental groups, watershed groups, wetlands groups, 
academic institutions, adjacent region representatives, and non-governmental 
organizations (NGOs). 

4. Scope of an JRWM Plan 
The Cooperating Partners understand and accept a finallRWM Plan must consider a 
range of water management strategies to meet the IRWM Plan's objectives. These 
strategies must cover certain State-specified categories and may include other categories. 
Consistent with tl1e State's expected JRWM guidelines, the JRWM Plan must consider 
strategies that: 

4.1 Reduce Water Demand 
4.2 Improve Operational Efficiency & Transfers 
4.3 Increase Water Supply 
4.4 Improve Flood Management 
4.5 Improve Water Quality 
4.6 Practice Resource Stewardship 
4. 7 Address Climate Change (Reduce and/or minimize any adverse impact to the 

climate) 

As part of its development, tl1e JRWM Plan should consider, but not be limited to, the 
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following strategy elements: 

4.8 Water supply reliability 
4.9 Storm water capture and management 
4.10 Groundwater management 
4.11 Water recycling 
4.12 Water conservation 
4.13 Flood management 
4.14 Water quality protection and improvement 
4.15 Ecosystem restoration 
4.16 Environmental and habitat protection and improvement 
4.17 Wetlands enhancement and creation 
4.18 Recreation and public access 
4.19 Conjunctiveuse 
4.20 Surface storage 
4.21 Non-point source pollution control 
4.22 Low impact development 
4.23 Water and wastewater treatment 
4.24 ·Watershed planning 
4.25 Desalination 
4.26 Imported water and water transfers 
4.27 Land use planning 

5. Roles and Responsibilities 
In order to develop an effective lRWM Plan, the Cooperating Partners agree to continue 
the ongoing planning effort initiated formally in 2006, and reaffirmed and recommitted to 
in 2010 and 2012. The Santa Barbara County Water Agency (Agency) shall again act as 
the single eligible contracting entity. The Agency may engage a consultant to serve as 
Project Manager for lRWM Plan development, including data collection, analysis, 
coordinating stal(eholder and public involvement, and overall coordination of plan and 
grant application preparation. Prior to hiring the consultant, the Agency will obtain 
advance concurrence of a majority of the Cooperating Partners as to the consultant 
qualifications and terms of contract. 

The lRWM planning and implementation process will include the Project Manager, 
Cooperating Partners and Stakeholders. Each will be responsible for, and participate in 
the lRWM Program and any application processes as follows: 

5.1 Project Manager 

The Agency shall act as or engage a Project Manager to provide overall 
coordination of the lRWM Program and Plan efforts. The Project Manager 
shall prepare agendas and chair the Cooperating Partners meetings. In 
addition, the Project Manager shall implement a public participation process 
that shall include regular workshops for sta](eholders and other interested 
parties as well as establishing and maintaining a website pertaining to the 
various funding Propositions that is accessible to tl1e Cooperating Partners and 
the public. The project manager shall be responsible for the monitoring of 
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State Propositions involving IRWM and informing the Cooperating Partners 
regarding developments. 

The Project Manager will participate in the interagency process involving 
DWR and/or Central Coast interests relating to the IRWM Program as 
appropriate. This participation may include review and comment on draft 
guidelines for PSPs, Guidelines program changes, attendance at DWR 
workshops and meetings and meetings with other Central Coast Region 
IRWM planning areas. The Project Manager will keep the Cooperating 
Partners apprised of relevant issues and developments. 

5.2 Cooperating Partners 

The Cooperating Partners shall consist of those local government agencies, 
special districts, and non-governmental organizations (NGOs) within the 
Santa Barbara County IRWM Region, listed in Appendix A. Appendix A may 
be revised from time to time to reflect current membership. Cooperating 
partners' meetings are open to the public. A forum for public comment will be 
provided at each Cooperating Partners meeting. Decisions by the Cooperating 
Partners will be based on consensus whenever possible, or, at a minimum, by 
a vote of a simple majority of all members participating in a meeting, with 
each entity that is signatory to this MOU having one vote. Cooperating 
Partners shall participate in regular meetings and take part in decisions 
pertaining to the IRWM planning process, project finances, consultant 
selection, revision of the IR WM Plan, and planning grant proposals. 

5.3 Stakeholders 

Stakeholders shall be defined as all interested parties that are not participating 
in the process as Cooperating Partners. Stalceholders may fall into the 
following categories as defined in IRWM legislation: (1) Wholesale and retail 
water purveyors, including a local agency, mutual water company, or a water 
corporation as defined in Section 241 of the Public Utilities Code; (2) 
wastewater agencies; (3) flood control agencies; ( 4) municipal and county 
governments and special districts; (5) electrical corporations, as defined in 
Section 218 of the Public Utilities Code; (6) Native American tribes that have 
lands within the region; (7) self-supplied water users, including agricultural, 
industrial, residential, park districts, school districts, colleges and universities, 
and others; (8) environmental stewardship organizations, including watershed 
groups, fishing groups, land conservancies, and environmental groups; (9) 
community organizations, including landowner organizations, taxpayer 
groups, and recreational interests; (I 0) industry organizations representing 
agriculture, developers, and other industries appropriate to the region; (II) 
State, federal, and regional agencies or universities, with specific 
responsibilities or knowledge within the region; (12) Disadvantaged 
Community members and representatives, including environmental justice 
organizations, neighborhood councils, and social justice organizations; (13) 
any other interested groups appropriate to the region. 
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Stakeholder involvement will be actively solicited through web-sites, media 
noticing, personal contact, and the posting of notices. Solicitation of 
Stakeholders shall be among the responsibilities of Cooperating Partners 
members. 

6. Financial Considerations 
Each of the Cooperating Partners, respectively except for NGOs that qualifY for an 
exemption from monetary participation, agree to in-kind time and materials 
commitments, and shall be solely responsible for costs for staff time devoted to the 
revision of an IR WM Plan and potentially for making application for grant funding. In 
addition, there will be extramural costs for hiring a Project Manager and/or consultants 
for at least one year, with duties for coordination, analysis, outreach, plan revision and 
updates pursuant to DWR guidelines, and grant applications as outlined in the "Roles and 
Responsibilities" section of this MOU. There will also be extramural costs for 
administrative services including those conducted by the Santa Barbara County and 
Water Agency staff including accounting services, web services, project oversight, and 
legal services, as necessary. Extramural costs, after deduction of funds remaining in the 
IRWM account and the County's 50% cost share. 

The Cooperating Partners agree to generally allocate costs by approximate service area 
population and services. The Cooperating Partners agree to actively encourage 
participation by all public agencies with a direct or indirect interest in water resources. 

6.1 Non-Governmental Organizations 

It is recognized some organizations that wish to participate in the as 
Cooperating Partners may not have the means by which to make a financial 
contribution. In lieu of a financial contribution, these organizations may malce 
an "in kind" contribution consisting of the commitment of time and labor in 
support of the IRWM process. Pursuant to language codified in DWR's 
IRWM Program Guidelines, Integrated Regional Water Management, 
Nonprofit Organizations are defined as "any nonprofit corporation qualified to 
do business in California, and qualified under Section 501 (c) 3, 501 (c) (4) or 
501 (c) (5) of the Internal Revenue Code." The option of"in-kind" service in 
lieu of a financial contribution will extend only to those meeting this 
definition. 

Examples of"In-kind" contributions include but are not limited to: 

6.1.1 Attendance at and participation in Cooperating Partners meetings. 
6.1.2 Organization and/or conducting of informational, workshops and 

meetings. 
6.1.3 Production and/or distribution of written materials necessary to 

conduct business relevant to the IRWM process. 
6.1.4 Solicitation of involvement by Stakeholders. 
6.1.5 Review of, and comment on, documents produced as part of the 

IRWM process. 
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6.2 Financial Management 

6.2.1 The Agency has established an ill. WM Administration account for 
handling the monetary contributions from those Cooperating Partners 
responsible for making a financial contribution (Financially 
Responsible Cooperating Partners). Each Financially Responsible 
Cooperating Partner shall contribute funds to this ill. WM account. 
Subject to appropriation by the Board of Supervisors, the Agency will 
contribute SO% of the cost for hiring consultants for ffi.WM Plan 
preparation and grant application which may include, but is not limited 
to, project selection, project management, and administrative support. 
The Agency will also contribute SO% of the cost of its staff time for 
project management and administration for general ffi.WM Plan 
coordination and grant application. The Cooperating Partners shall 
reimburse the Agency for the remaining SO% of all of the costs as 
described above. 

6.2.2 Financially Responsible Cooperating Partners shall pay their 
respective contributions to the Agency. 

6.2.3. Each year the Agency will provide an accounting of the ffi.WM fund. 
If funds received are in excess of the cost of actual plan coordination 
and preparation services, then the Agency will carry forward the 
balance for use in the next year's ffi.WM activities. If the ffi.WM 
process is completed or terminated, then the Agency will refund 
monies to Cooperating Partners on a pro-rated basis according to each 
partner's contribution. 

6.2.4. If the estimated costs of coordination and plan preparation exceed the 
funds available to the Agency under this MOU, then the Agency may 
ask all Cooperating Partners to provide supplemental funds. If 
individual Partners refuse to provide the supplemental funds, then the 
shortfall will be spread over the remaining partners on a voluntary 
basis. If such shortfalls are not made up, then all planning efforts and 
obligations shall automatically terminate. The planning effort may 
also be terminated with the concurrence of a majority of the 
Cooperating Partners. 

7. Termination of Participation 
Any signatory to the MOU may terminate its participation in this MOU after 30- days' 
written notification to all other signatories. Any entity terminating participation that later 
wishes to participate in this MOU shall first make payment of any funding due from such 
party at the time of its termination, and also pay its share of any expenses for which it 
otherwise would have been obligated absent such termination, as determined by the 
Cooperating Partners. 

8. Addition of Parties 
Entities may join the Proposition 1/ffi.WM Cooperating Partners by submitting a written 
request to the Cooperating Partners and receiving their approval following a majority 
vote of approval. Entities joining the Cooperating Pruiners will be subject to all of the 
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provisions of, and be required to make a financial or in-kil}d contribution in accordance 
with this MOU. Each paying participant's financial obligation will be reduced 
proportionally with the addition of funds from any joining entity and applied as a credit 
to the existing participant's account. 

9. Defend and Hold Harmless 
Tort Liability. Government Code Section 895.2 imposes certain tort liability jointly upon 
public agencies solely by reason of such public agencies being parties to an agreement as 
defined in Government Code Section 895. Therefore, the Parties hereto, as between 
themselves, pursuant to the authorization contained in Government Code Sections 895.4 
and 895.6, each assumes the full liability imposed upon it or any of its officers, agents, 
representatives or employees by law for injury caused by a negligent or wrongful act or 
omission occurring in the performance of this MOU, to the same extent such liability 
would be imposed in the absence of Government Code Section 895.2. To achieve this 
purpose, each Party indenmifies and holds harmless each other Party for any loss, cost, or 
expense, including reasonable attorneys' fees that may be imposed upon or incurred by 
such other Party solely by virtue of Government Code Section 895.2. 

10. Term oft!1is MOU 
The provisions of this MOU will end when Cooperating Partners sign a new MOU that 
specifically covers ongoing coordination of the IRWM Program process. 

11. Counterparts 
This MOU may be executed in any number of counterparts, each of which shall for all 
purposes be deemed to be an original and all of which shall together constitute but one 
and the same instrument. 

12. Notices 
All notices or other official correspondence relating to MOU matters between the 
Cooperating Partners shall be addressed to: 
Fray A. Crease, Manager 
Santa Barbara County Water Agency 
130 E. Victoria Street, Suite 200 
SantaBarbara, CA 93101 

13. Severability 
If any section, paragraph, sentence, clause or provision of this MOU shall, for any reason, 
be held to be invalid or unenforceable, then the invalidity or unenforceability of such 
section, paragraph, sentence, clause or provision shall not affect any of the remaining 
provisions of this MOU. 

14. Applicable Law 
This MOU shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the State of 
California. 

15. Amendments 
This MOU may only be amended in a writing approved and signed by all Parties. 
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In witness whereof, the Cooperating Partners hereto have executed this MOU effective at 
the time a majority of the parties listed in Appendix A have approved and executed this 
MOU. 

SANTABARBARA COUNTYWATERAGENCY 
SCOTT D. MCGOLPIN 
PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR 
BY: -----------------------
DATE: __________________ _ 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
MICHAEL C. GHIZZONI 
COUNTY COUNSEL 

BY: 
------------------~--

Deputy 

APPROVED AS TO INSURANCE: 
RAY ARMATORIO, ARM, AIC 
RISK PROGRAM ADMINISTRATOR 

BY: ____ -c----------
Risk Management 

Santa Barbara County IRWM MOU 

APPROVE AS TO ACCOUNTING: 
THEODORE A. FALLA TI, CPA 
AUDITOR-CONTROLLER 

BY:_----:::,----------
Deputy 
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SIGNATURE OF COOPERATING PARTNER 

BY: ______________________ _ 

NAME: ______________ _ 

TITLE: ___________ _ 

AGENCY/ORGANIZATION: __________ _ 

DATE: ____________ __ 
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Appendix A: List of Coope1:ating Partners 

The list below is of potential Cooperating Partners. A final list will be prepared based 
on the actual signatories to the MOU. 

County Agencies: 
• Flood Control and Water Conservation District - Santa Barbara County 
• Water Agency- Santa Barbara County 
• Laguna County Sanitation District- Santa Barbara County 

Cities: 
• City of Buellton 
• City of Carpinteria 
• City of Goleta 
• CityofGuadalupe 
• City of Lompoc 
o City Santa Barbara 
• City of Santa Maria 
o City of Solvang 

Water Districts: 
• Carpinteria Valley Water District 
• Goleta Water District 
• Montecito Water District 
• Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District 
• Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District, ID #1 

Non Goyernmental Organizations: 
• Heal the Ocean 

Sanitary Districts: 
o Carpinteria Sanitary District 
o Goleta Sanitary District 
o Goleta West Sanitary District 

Community Services Dist1·icts: 
o Cuyama Community Services District 
• Santa Ynez Community Services District 
o Vandenberg Village Community Services District 

Joint Powers Agencies: 
• Cachuma Operations and Maintenance Board (COMB) 
o Central Coast Water Authority (CCWA) 
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March 27, 2018 

S Y RIVER WATER CONSERV DIST 
PO BOX 157 

SANTA YNEZ, CA 93460-0157 

Re: Service Address: 3622 SAGUNTO ST 

DearS Y RIVER WATER CONSERV DIST, 

Agenda Item x. - Reports 

Please note that Waste Management has applied a credit of $485.68 to your account 
due to the discovery of a billing error for recycling cart services. County of Santa 
Barbara staff discovered the mistake during a routine audit of customer records, and 
has determined that a credit for up to 3 years is due. The charges levied were based on 
service every week, but the routes were only collected every-other week. If you have 
any questions about the credit or the audit please contact Thomas Chiarodit at the 
County's Resource Recovery & Waste Management Division at (805) 882-3624. 

Please note, if your credit balance exceeds your normal monthly service charge, you 
will not receive a paper invoice until the credit has been satisfied. 

Sincerely, 

Dan Harris 
District Manager 
San Luis Obispo County I Santa Barbara County 

f,;.'{.H.W.C.D.lD. #1 
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Recent years 
prove we need 

nwrewater 
storage 

uJ_-<j~. he first ti.Jin.g tore-. member about precipi-
tation in California is 

· -lliat it's unpredictable,' 
as the past seVeral- winters have 
once ·again shOwn tis. 

Severp.l years of'severe 
drought ended in tiie 2016-1'7 
winter with near-Tecord rain 
and snow stofms that filied the 
state's badly depleted reser
voirs. 

The 2017-18 "water year," as 
hydrologists call it, began with 
what seemed to be a retum to 
drought but then, in March, 
the state experienced a steady 
stream of storms that added 
to the Sierra snowpack upon 
which Californians are so de
pendent. 

It may not have been a 
"March Mi:raele11 on the scale of 
1991. when the mountains were 
•.~rttially berel1: of snow until 
one month of heavy storms end
ed the de!1cit. But what hap
pened last month was at! east a 
minor miracle, inc.reasjng the 
snowpack to more llian 50 pe.r-

--~~!.lt_g(~~~P!~~ 
Combined with leftover stor

age from the previous year, Cal
ifornia will enter the warmer, 
months·, when precipitation .is 
ran:, ;rith fairly he~li11y waler 
reser\~e.s. 

· ~;~~M£~~~w~r~~r~~i;[;jf,} 
that 1'normar'.is altern"attng;pe:- · 
riods of wet and dry, they also 
underscore just how dependent 
CalifOrnia i~on its massive ar

-ray of reservoir~, -canals and. 
other waterworks. 

It collects water during the 
wet periods, asjtdid ili201G, 
17 and releases its reserves to 
m~intaln human life. wildlife 
and economy when c-onditions 
tum dry. Life as 39 million 
CalifornimJSlmowitwould be 
i.tnpossible were~_ it!J.o~i!Jr ~1e 
state's water system lliatfeder, 
al, state .and local governments 
maintain. ' 

The·state's hydrologists b:>
lieve that climate change WJll 
have a massiVe effect 011 oUr 
water supply inful:tn·e decades, 
perl1aps malting the peaks and 
valleys of precipitation steep, 
er and deeper and likely mak
ing more of it rain and 1ess of it 
snow. . · ' 

If, indeed, we will be get
ting more rain and less Snow, 
it \Viil .degrade the snowpack 
as t.he state's largest and most 

;jrnportant reservoir. And that 
means we need to replace the 
snowpaek with more manmade 
storage, allowing us to capture 
more winter rains that other
wise would flow to the ocean. 

The need for tnore storage 
hao been evident for decades, 
and although Southern Califor
nia's water age"ncies, particu-
larly the Metropolitan Water 
District, have been diligent 
about adding it, Northern Cali
fornia, where most ofthe rain 
falls, has been negligent . 

Tbe last state water bond ts
sue contained severa1 billiOn 
dollars to jump-start planning 
for new storage projects, pa:rJc
ularly the off-stream Sites res
ervoir on the west side ofthe 
upper Sacrament.o Valley and 
the Temperance Flatproject on 
the San Joaqrrin River . 
. Together, they would add just 

over 3 million acre-feet ofstor
age, or almost the equivalent of 
a new Lake Oroville. 

However, state water officials 
have been somewhat lacka
daisical about moving these 
ProjeCts along for-reasons bes~ 
!mown to themselves. 

Meanwhile; there's some 
moVement oh a long-standing 
proposal to raise Shasta Dam 
and expand Lake Shasta's stor
age, now 4.5 million aci·e-feet 

Agenda Item X. - Reports 

_a project that is much "!ore con
troversial because oftts effects on 
land local Indim1 tribes constder 
to be sacred. 

The:recentdroughtwasby · 
no means t!Je first. G!JV. Jerry 
Brown's first governorship four 

. decades ago saw a very severe 

one.Anditwon'tbethe last. • 
If we continue to drag our feet """ 

on building more storage, we .~ 
. will pay t!Je price, and it will be a.; 
· steep Q'ne. · ~ 

Dan Walters turit_;.for OA£matters; 
apublic-interestjoHmali.m: . 
venture comrnittecl to e~"plammg 
how California's state Capitol 
works ana why it matters. 

-·~ 

Water storage , 
·---------. 

critical for California 1 
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Family Farm 

LLIANCESM 
Protecting Water for Westem Irrigated Agriculture 

.4 Sumnurry of tile Alliance's Recent ami Upcoming Activitie.v amlllnportant fVater ~.lfPlw.<: 

2018 Family Farm Alliance Annual Conference: 
One Year In: What's changed, and where are we going in Western Water? 

Led by a suite of high profile speak
ers that included an advisor to House 
Speaker Paul Ryan, the second-in
command at the Department of Interior, 
the first woman Com
missioner of the Bu
reau of Reclamation 
and a former member 
of President Carter's 
transition team, the 
Family Farm Alli
ance's Annual Meet
ing and Conference 
drew one of its largest 
audiences in recent 
memory to Reno 
(NEVADA). Alliance 
members from 
throughout the West 
made the trek to Reno, 
which hasted the 
event for the first time 
after over two decades 
of Las Vegas-based 
conferences. 

The Alliance's 2018 Annual Meeting 
and Conference was held February 22-23 

at the Eldorado Resort Casino. While an 
incoming winter storm delayed depar
tures for some, and bad weather in Texas 
gummed up connections for attendees 

flying in from the Midwest and Washing
ton, D.C., overall response from confer
ence attendees was overwhelmingly posi
tive. Over 71% rated the value/benefit of 

, ___ -S:~ ·~..,_:cJ;\ )j:.,"T 
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attending the conference as 
"excellent", while over 92% rated it as 
"excellent" or "good". 

"The folks I talked to all said the 
program, the facilities 
and the food were 
top-notch,'' said Har
vey Bailey, long-time 
Alliance director who 
owns a citrus fann in 
California. 

The 2018 Annual 
Conference general 
session included pan
el discussions on 
Western wildfire poli
cy, new ways of man
aging Western water
sheds to compliment 
agriculhrre and the 
environment, creative 
means of tackling 
Endangered Species 
Act (ESA) challeng
es, and connecting 

urban consumers with rural producers. 
Other presentations conformed 

with the conference theme and out
lined the remarkable progress that has 
occurred on Western water and envi
ronmental policy matters in Year One 
of the Trump presidency and the I 15th 
Congress. 

Alliance President Patrick O'Toole 
opened the general session and sum
marized the busy year he and the Alli
ance had in 2017. 

"The Family Farm Alliance has 
testified over 70 times since 2005 to 
advocate for Western water interests,'' 
Mr. O'Toole said. "Bruce Springsteen 
said he has the hardest working band 
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2018 Annual Conference (Continued from Page 1) 
in rock and roll. We have the hardest working board of any 
nonprofit." 

Mitzi Wertheim: Talking About Water 

Mitzi Wertheim, Naval Postgraduate School Professor, 
Practice for Sustainability, Enterprises and Social Network
ing, was the first guest speaker on February 22. With a vast 
experience in government spanning fifty years, Ms. 
Wertheim has the distinguished honor ofbeing the first 
woman appointee in the Navy to serve as Deputy Under Sec
retary. During the Carter administration she was part of the 
Transition Team. Ms. Wertheim is recipient of numerous 
recognitions, including; Navy Distinguished Public Service 
Award, HHS Alumni Award for Excellence , Department of 
Defense Federally Employed Women Award, and Woodrow 
Wilson Fellow. 

Ms. Wertheim oversees the Energy Conversation, a net
work of government and other sectors working together to 
build the foundation for horizontal communications and 
"whole of government" solutions to complex energy prob
lems, under the motto of building "change at the speed of 
trust." She applied her unique perspective and offered guid
ance to the conference audience on how to communicate 
complex water issues to an American public that is largely 
uninformed about water and food policy, and perhaps, uncar
ing. 

"I was overwhelmed at how complicated the water sys
tem was in the West," she told the audience. "You want to 
get the water story told so that 11-year-olds can understand 
it. The genius is learning how to communicate with the gen
eral public." 

KieJ Weaver: 'Vorking for the Spenker of the House 

Another highlight of the conference was the luncheon 
keynote presentation by Kiel Weaver, the natural resources 
policy advisor to Speaker of the House Paul Ryan. Mr. 
Weaver's relaxed delivery and self-deprecating style drew 
laughs throughout his half-hour speech. 

"I don't like talking about myself a lot and when I do, I 
usually make fun of myself," he said. 

In addition to talking about water and power priorities in 
the 1151h Congress, Mr. Weaver described how he and 

Speaker Ryan work together to deal with the big issues that 
are so important to Western water users. Mr. Weaver talked 
about the mood in Washington, how he fits into what's going 
on, and summarized GOP accomplishments so far, including 
infrastructure and where water projects fit into that. He also 
shared some personal anecdotes about worldng with the third 
most-powerful elected official in the country. 

"Speaker Ryan and I are about the same age, and we 
share a mutual love of Airplane, the 1980 movie that many 
of the millennials we work with have no idea even exists. 
When we recycle some of the one-liners from that movie, we 
crack each other up. Others not in the know are not so 
amused.'' 

He closed his presentation by describing how difficult it 
is to move legislation; only 1 in 25 bills actually become law. 
Mr. Weaver also underscored the need to communicate with 
policy makers on the need to get things done. 

"All of you must tbink bold but be willing to compromise 
and communicate towards that end," he said. 

Intcrnall\1cctings 

Other keynote speakers included Deputy Interior Secre
tary David Bernhardt and Bureau of Reclamation Commis
sioner Brenda Bunnan (see related stOl)J, page 4). The two
day conference general session was preceded by a full day of 
meetings with the Alliance board of directors and Advisory 
Committee, where 2018 priority issues and actions were 
identified. Key initiatives identified by the leadership of the 
Alliance for 2018 are summarized on Page 3. 

The Annual Meeting and Conference general session 
wrapped up at noon on Friday, February 23rd in No Vi at 
Eldorado Resort Casino. Over 60 Western water and conser
vation interests participated in a "Tour of Discovery" discus
sion of the 2018 Farm Bill with leaders of the Western Agri
culture and Conservation Coalition. 

"This conference was a great way to show off the Alli
ance, and a tremendous way to start the busy year ahead," 
said Mr. Keppen. "I would like to thank our board, Advisory 
Committee, Mark Limbaugh, Gary Sawyers, Susan 
Errotabere and our conference planner- Jane Townsend
for another successful conference." 

This Monthly Bn'efing is dedicated to coverage of other 
conference highlights. 

2020 ANNUAL MEETING & CONFERENCE 
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The Trump Department of Interior 
High-Level Speakers Outline Interior, BOR Priorities 

Several of President Trump's leadership team at the 
Department of the Interior- including Deputy Interior Sec
retary David Bernhardt, Commissioner of the Bureau of 
Reclamation Brenda Burman, four Reclamation regional 
directors and Paul Souza, Fish and Wildlife Service region
al director for California and Nevada- provided the 2018 
general session audience with insightful overviews of De
partment priorities. 

Deputy Secretary of the Interior David Bernhardt 

"The Department ofinterior is meant to impose the 
President's vision in policy, consistent with the legal obli
gations the department has," Mr. Bernhardt said in his 
breakfast keynote address on February 23. "American 
homes, communities and businesses all depend on food, 
forests and energy from Interior's jurisdiction." 

Mr. Bernhardt reported that Interior Secretary Ryan 
Zinke, immediately after his confirmation by the Senate in 
early 2017, rapidly issued a series of secretarial orders, in~ 
tended to shape Interior initiatives. Many of the administra
tive actions driven by Interior leadership in the past year 
have focused on regulatory reform. 

"I expect 2018 and 2019 to be even more robust on the 
regulatory side/' he said. "We have manuals and business 
practices that we are working hard to change." 

Mr. Bernhardt reported that Secretary Zinke and the 
agency's view also is moving to focus on conservation ef
forts and realigning the department 

"This will allow us to better take care of the properties 
that we have,'' he said. 

Currently, there is no regional alignment amongst De
partment of Interior agencies, which include the Bureau of 
Reclamation, Bureau of Land Management, National Park 
Service, Fish and Wildlife Service, U.S. Geological Survey, 
and Bureau oflndian Affairs. Mr. Bernhardt publicly intro
duced for the first time a revised draft map showing poten
tial Interior regions, based on a combination of state lines 
and watershed boundaries. 

"By coordinating them closer and moving to a regional 
structure, we are better focused to solve the problems within 
each agency," he said. 

Commissioner of Reclamation Brenda Burman 

Brenda Burman- the first female Commissioner of the 
Bureau of Reclamation- discussed priorities at her agency. 

"To me, the Bureau ofReclamation's mission is sim
ple," she said. "It is to deliver water and power at an eco
nomically feasible rate." 

Streamlining projects, collaboration and infrastructure 
were some of the ways to advance that mission, she noted, 
and asked, "Have we let down the next generation for build-

ing the proper infrastructure we need?" 

Commissioner Bunnan explained that Reclamation is a 
key partner in the West and therefore has a key role to play. 

"Many communities in the West are intertwined with the 
water that is stored by the Bureau of Reclamation," she said. 
"I want to make Reclamation more accessible to you, and we 
want to know what we can do better and how we can do it 
better." 

Commissioner Bunnan has heard concerns that Reclama
tion's policies may be outdated, and she vowed that the agen
cy would be transparent as they respond to these concerns. 
This year, Reclamation will be seeking to conduct workshops 
to interact more directly with the public. 

"The Family Farm Alliance is always thorough and well
researched, and we will continue to work with you on your 
proposals," she added. "Together, we can make things hap
pen." 

Reclamation Roundtable 

Following Commissioner Burman's opening remarks, four 
regional directors and one deputy regional director from the 
Bureau of Reclamation participated in an interactive discus
sion of key policy issues in this time-honored Alliance confer
ence tradition. Dan Keppen (Alliance Executive Director) 
moderated a panel that included regional directors Terry Fulp 
(Lower Colorado Region), Mike Black (Great Plains Region), 
and Brent Rhees (Upper Colorado Region) and Lorri Gray 
(Pacific Northwest Region); and deputy regional director Fed
erico Barajas (Mid-Pacific Region). 

Mr. Barajas provided an overview of the grim hydrology 
facing his region, where snow melt was 20% of average in the 
Sierra Nevada. In the Klamath Basin, snow levels were at 
about 28% of normal levels. 

'We need to hope for the best and expect for the worse," 
he said. 'We are in for a challenging year ahead." 

Mid-Pacific has five studies underway, seeking to increase 
storage. One of those studies is looking at raising Shasta Dam 
by 18 feet, which would equate to 600,000 acre-feet of new 
storage. Another proposed project is Sites Reservoir, an off
stream storage project located on the West side of the Sacm
mento Valley. This new facility is supported by multiple part
ners, including Reclamation and a Joint Powers Authority 
with over thirty different entities. Other projects include the 
Temperance Flats project on the San Joaquin River and work
ing with the Contra Costa Water District to expand the Los 
Vaqueros reservoir by 245,000 acre-feet. 

Brent Rhees, Regional Director of the Bureau of Reclama
tion's Upper Colorado Region, reported that the hydrology 
'~gets drier the further south you go". Water conditions in the 
Rio Grande watershed are about 13% of normal and in the 

Continued on Page 10 
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I A Look at D.C. from Capitol Hill 
Committee Staffers Discuss 115th Congress 

The Family Farm Alliance's representative in Washing
ton, D.C., Mark Limbaugh, moderated a panel of staff from 
key congressional water committees, which provided confer
ence attendees a first-hand opportunity to get the inside 
scoop on how the I 15th Congress is taking on Western water 
and environmental challenges. Panelists included Lane Dick
son (Republican Professional Staff for the Senate Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources}, Camiiie Touton 
(Democratic 
Professional 
Staff Member, 
Senate Commit
tee on Energy 
and Natu-
ral Resources -
via video con
ference from 
D.C.); and 
Bryson Wong 
(Senior Profes
sional Staff 
Member, Water, 
Power and 
Oceans Sub
committee, 
House Commit
tee on Natural 
Resources). 

Dickson, who discussed the White House's infrastructure 
proposal that was rolled out earlier in the month. ""Water 
supply needs a more prominent place in this discussion." 

He outlined efforts by his boss, Senator Jeff Flake (R
ARIZONA), who is the chairman of the Water and Power 
Subcommittee of the Senate Energy and Natural Resources 
Committee. Senator Flake at the time was currently circulat

ing a discussion 
draft version of 
the "'Water Infra
structure and 
Drought Resili
ence" bill, the 
result of many 
roundtable dis
cussions, intended 
to address the 
concerns and pri
orities of the 
West. 

Family Farm 
Alliance Presi
dent Patrick 
O'Toole will tes
tify before Sena
tor Flake's com
mittee on March 
22 and share the 

Camille 
Touton focused 
her comments 
on budget hear
ings underway. 

M•"''' Li'ml>all:gh tl~' :;~~:;•;•jt:::.~~~;;~~;.ii~::z;,~~~:.~;;,;~~.~~~;~'ffi~; Alliance's sup-.inilderates port for his infra-
alinua/ coirference. This year's panelists included Camille Touto~z (pic:tm·ecf-.o~Uhe:vid-.._ structure package. 
eo screen), Lane Dickson (Senate Energy ami Natura{Resoitrces Committee) on the "fnfrastructure, 

· " IR .\ • · 1 · 1 management, and 
"The Presi

dent's proposed 

left, and B1ysou IJ!ong (House Commzttee 011 1 vatura . esourcesh s1ttmg on t ze l'lg tt. 
L_--------------------------------------------------------------~supplycertain~ 

budget for the Bureau of Reclamation was a disappointment 
for rural water, WaterS MART and Title XVl programs," she 
said. 

Mr. Wong discussed H.R. 3218, a bill intended to stream
line title transfers for Reclamation projects. He also summa
rized the FISH Act, a bill which would consolidate the ESA 
duties of the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS)for 
anadromous fish with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS). The need for this legislation was driven, in part, 
by developments in California in 2016, when NMFS de
mands for cold water to be held back behind Shasta Dam for 
downstream salmon conflicted with USFWS calls for in
creased Shasta releases for delta smelt. 

Western water infrastructure and regulatory streamlining 
were key topics of discussion advanced by the Republican 
committee staffers. 

"Infi-astructurc continues to be a big topic," said Mr. 

are the main pri-
orities driving this effort," said Mr. Dickson. '"Storage and 
conveyance are the main points of emphasis for infrastruc
ture." 

During the question and answer session following the 
panel presentation, Pat O'Toole underscored the importance 
of keeping rural communities alive. 

.. You can't tell your ldds to come back to the ranch if 
there is no water and your country is not there cheering you 
on and telling you that it is okay to be here," Mr. O'Toole 
said. "Water should not be a partisan issue. We need to work 
together. In this political climate, compromise seems to be a 
bad word." 

Panelists noted that infrastructure is one of the few issues 
that can get bipartisan support in Congress. 

"Everyone has infrastructure in their Congressional dis
trict," said Mr. Wong. "So, there is a strong incentive to get 
something done." 
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A look back at a year of wildfire devastation 
A look ahead at possible federal funding and policy fixes 

2017 wildfire in Nlodoc National Forest, Northern Califor
nia. Photo courtesy of Joe Spendolini Photography. 

ance, whose core policies are intended to protect forests and 
local economies and promote forest restoration. 

Dr. Quinn discussed ACW A's Headwaters Framework 
Document, developed by a working group consisting of over 
30 individuals, whose actions are driven, in part, by 20 I 7 
wildfires that burned over 500,000 acres, double the area 
burned in 2016. 

"We are trapped in a reactive forest management world," 
said Dr. Quinn. "We are always reacting and not planning for 
the future. We are not planning for the next catastrophe. We 
need to undo our forest world that we have built." 

Erin Huston noted that the Thomas fire that burned swaths 
of southern California in late 2017 was the largest fire in the 
state's history. As of December 22, an estimated $171 million 
in damage was caused by the fires in Ventura County. The 
national cost of wildfire suppression surpassed $2.4 billion for 
FY 2017. 

Ms. Huston also lamented the current state of state forests. 
"California now has about 100 trees per acre, while histori

cally it has been about 40 acres per tree," she said. "There are 
In the world of Western water, a massive wildfire in the 129 million dead trees in the forest". 

headwaters of a watershed can devastate the water supply-
both quantity and quality_ so important to the many bene- The panelists described the various pieces of federal 
ficial uses in that river basin, including the irrigation of legislation that are being considered in Congress, including 
farms and ranches that produce some of our Nation's high- the Wildfire Disaster Funding Act, which "enjoys widespread 
quality food and bipartisan support", 
fiber. Recent ,-------------------------------., according to The 
wildfire disas- Nature Conservan-
ters in Califor- cy's Cecilia Clavet. 
nia and other The bills generally 
Western states focus on addressing 
have under- funding challenges 
scored the im- CA FWA ("fire borrowing") 

and the more con
portance of find-
ing solutions to CALIFORNIA FOREST troversial approach 
"ederal fundJ"ng offacilitating forest 
" WATERSHED ALLIANCE hi · h h of wildfire sup- t nmng t roug 

mechanical means 
pression and H'l:VW.CAFOnESJSN'!D\·\,~'TEf'lSums.cYIG and controlled 
prevention, as 
well as on-the
ground manage
ment that can 1

· "'· < 

lead to im
proved forest 
health. 

April Snell (Executive Director of U1e Oregon Water 
Resources Congress) moderated a panel discussion on this 
topic that included Cecilia Clavet (Senior Policy Advisor, 
The Nature Conservancy, Arlington, VA); Erin Huston 
(California Farm Bureau Federation, Washington, D.C.); 
and Tim Quinn (Executive Director, Association of Cali
fornia Water Agencies- ACWA). 

All the organizations represented on this panel are 
founding members of the California Forest Watershed Alli-

bums. 
"Thinning can be 

perceived different
ly by different peo
ple," said Ms. 
Clavet. "However, a 

common understanding can be achieved through coalition 
building." 

She pointed to the Ashland (OREGON) Community For
est Project, in an area with a big wildfire risk. 

"Ashland is typically not supportive of removing trees, but 
there was robust dialogue in the community which has now 
led to a huge tree thinning effort," she said. "Even if they do 
not normally agree on a topic, in the face of strang evidence, 
people can realize the importance of thinning." 
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Connecting Consumers with the Producers 
Examples ofurban-ag outreach efforts in the Western U.S. 

All Westerners, like all Americans, prefer healthy food providing healthier food choices within convenience stores, 
and prize open spaces. There is a need to emphasize the vir- which are visited by many residents every day. As part of a 
tues of farming and ranching in the West, building upon the broader effort to improve access to healthy food, BZP is also 
growing public appreciation for open space, farmer's mar- helping to reconnect agriculture and the community. 
kets, and the rapidly growing interest in local, sustainable, "Food deserts"- locations without easy access to fresh, 
and organic foods. healthy, and affordable foods- are a big problem in Western 

The last panel of the 2018 Family Farm Alliance annual rural communities. In many places, there is also a disconnect 
conference general to the local agricultural 
session featured repre- community, even 
sentatives involved though 68% of consum-
with efforts to high- ers are more likely to 
light local food pro- visit restaurants serving 
duction and traditions. locally sourced food 
Speakers included versus restaurants that 
Jessica DuBose do not, according to the 
(Community Program National Restaurant 
Manager for the Blue Association. 
Zones Project, Kla- By increasing local 
math Falls, OR); Dr. food production and 
Jonathan Mabt1' local consumption 
(University of Ariza- through vehicles like 
na), who discussed farmer markets, BZP 
how Tucson became seeks to increase com-
the first American city munity health andre-
to become part of the connect ag producers to 
UNESCO Creation the community and im-
Cities Network as a ·<"--··· 1 prove the economy. 

City of Gastronomy; "";:~~~~~J}.:iijt,j,:;!;;;;:;;:-l "We don't promote 
and Nick Matteis, S/lelrio,,. J'o111es, Cfliefllp<.rati11 . .£111lJ1cer ·~ organic or conventional 

Director ofCA l_::i]~~~~;~~~f~;~;]~~~~~~t=:~J 
growers," said Ms. 

Grown. DuBose. "Instead, we 
Sheldon Jones, urge customers to get 

Chief Operating Of- !mow their fanners". 
fleer of the Soil Health Institute (North Carolina) moderated 
the panel, and in his opening remarks, explained that every 
farmer in America feeds some 154 people per day. 

"We need to understand that good policy that is good for 
ag, is good for the nation," he said. 

Kin math Basin: Blue Zones Project 

Jessica DuBose described the Blue Zones Project (BZP), 
a national initiative funded in Klamath Falls, Oregon by a 
healthcare foundation and local interests. A key initiative of 
the BZP is to address the challenge of "food deserts" in the 
local community, as part of a larger effort to advance physi
cal, mental and social health initiatives with the BZP. 

Community food movement and connecting to agricul
ture is a huge priority for the BZP. 

"Working with over 80 organizations in Klamath County, 
we have had over 5,000 people pledge to improve their own 
personal well-being," said Ms. DuBose. "They pledge to 
make healthy choices become the easier choices to make in 
their own lives." 

The BZP food policy committee has been instrumental in 

Tucson! AZ: UNESCO Creative City for Gastronomy 

Johnathan Mabry discussed the designation of Tucson in 
2015 as the first American city to become part of the 
UNESCO (United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cul
tural Organization) Creative Cities Network for gastrono
my, honoring Southern Arizona's food traditions and culinary 
innovation. Tucson is one of nine .. Creative Cities" in the 
U.S. 

Tucson's agriculture heritage extends back more than 
4,000 years as the longest Jmown continuously cultivated 
area in the North America, a legacy celebrated today at Mis
sion Garden, an interpretation of heritage plants and the culi
nary history of Southern Arizona. Tucson also has an incred
ibly unique mix of cultural influences reflected in its local 
food, from the Sonoran hot dog's cross-border origin story to 
historic wheat brought to the area by Spanish missionaries 
and the fruit of the prickly pear cactus showing up in local 

Continued on Page 12 
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Seeking a Sustainable Balance of Economic Prosperity 
and Environmental Protection in the West 

Alliance President Patrick O'Toole organized and mod
erated a high-profile panel of agency, agriculture and con
servation representatives that wrapped up the first day of the 
20 I 8 annual conference general session. Mr. O'Toole led 
the discussion on an important paradigm shift undetway: 
moving away from confrontation and litigation and towards 
collaboration and cooperation solutions. 

"We need natural resource solutions that recognize the 
importance of irrigated agriculture and ultimately improve 
the ecology and rural economies," said Mr. O'Toole. 

Joining Mr. O'Toole on the dais were Robert Harper 
(Director of Water, Fish, Wildlife, Air and Rare Plants, U.S. 
Forest Service), Dave Smith (Coordinator, Intermountain 
West Joint Venture); Paul Souza (Director, Pacific South
west Region, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service); and Jay Tan
ner (Board ofDirectors, Partners for Conservation). 

.Juniper Reduction, Beaver Reintroduction 

Mr. Tanner- owner of the Della Ranches in Utah- sits 
on the board of directors of Partners for Conservation, an 
organization consisting of private landowners across the na
tion to encourage collaboration with the Fish and Wildlife 
Service and other Interior Department agencies, the U.S. 
Forest Service, Natural Resources Conservation Service and 
others, intended to conserve working lands. On his own 
ranch, he has initiated innovative and effective measures to 
manage juniper and reintroduce beaver habitat. 

"Junipers have been rampantly growing all over the 
West," he said. "They are sucking up much of the water in 
the areas where they are growing." 

On his ranch, juniper reductions are making a significant 
difference for water and wildlife, including sage grouse habi
tat which benefits from juniper removal. 

"Sage grouse hate trees," he said. "Predators live there." 
Mr. Tanner talked about the importance of beavers in the 

West, and how their reduction in population brought on by 
European trapping had n significant impact on Western hy
drology. Reintroducing beavers to his ranch has provided for 
more localized water storage capacity and imparted a signifi
cant impact on the amount of water in the area. 

"By putting debris into the stream, beavers end up widen
ing the bank out and improving the flow in the stream by 
instituting bacldog," he said. 

Clmnging the Fish \'S Farmers Dynnrnic 

As Regional Director for U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
region that covers California, Nevada and parts of Oregon, 
Paul Souza is directly engaged in some of the most contro
versial Endangered Species Act (ESA) challenges in the 
country, He has seen the conflicts that can occur between the 
agricultural and environmental sectors and wants that to end. 

"Fish vs. fanners is the worst situation we can find our-

Jay Tanner. Photo courtesy of the Sage Grouse Initiative 

selves in," he said. "We need to do our best to change that 
dynamic." 

Mr. Souza expressed concern about single species man
agement under the ESA becoming the dominant image of 
conservation. 

"We need to broaden the image to what we are looking 
for," he said. "We need to tell the story of fanners making 
efforts of conservation to show the public what farmers are 
doing to help the environment." 

Flood Irrigation and \Vaterfowl in the West 

The mission ofDave Smith's Intennountain West Joint 
Venture (IWJV) is to conserve priority bird habitats through 
partnership-driven, science-based projects and pro-
grams. Private landowners have been key players in conserv
ing wildlife for four to five generations. Mr. Smith talked 
about the importance of wetlands in the Closed Basins and 
Klamath Basin, which are part of a complex extending across 
Southern Oregon-Northeastern California that provides some 
of the continent's most important habitat for waterfowl, 
shorebirds, and other water birds. 

"Approximately 30% ofthe world's population fly 
through this area ofthe IWN, so we are aiming to preserve 
as much as possible," said Mr. Smith. 

In this part of the Wes~ flood irrigation applied by farm
ers and ranchers is critical to bird habitat. 

"We cannot provide wetland habitat in this part of the 
world, unless we make it a priority to the landowners of this 
area," said Mr. Smith. "Flood irrigation still has a large role 
to play." 

Collfinnetl 011 Page I1 
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I Fish, Families and Farms 
Developing creative ways to address ESA challenges 

Long-time California water policy veteran Jason Peltier 
moderated a panel on February 23 on Implications associated 
with implementation of the federal Endangered Species Act 
(ESA), which are as various as the Western landscape, and 
locally-driven solutions are just as diverse. Western water 
managers from three different states described how solutions 
are being developed to protect family farms and fish. 

New Mexico: The Silvery l\1innow 

Mike Hamman (Chief Engineer and CEO, Middle Rio 
Grande Conservancy District) talked about New Mexico's 
silvery minnow and his district, which serves about 65,000 
acres of irrigated lands in the middle of New Mexico. The 
silvery minnow is just one of the species that they manage, 
including birds, mice and sunflowers. 

Once the silvery minnow was listed for protection under 
the ESA, an environmental group sued the Bureau of Recla
mation, claiming that Reclamation could restrict irrigation 
diversions to meet in-stream flows mandated by the ESA. 
The biological 
opinion used to 
list the minnow 
was deemed to be 
"arbitrary and 
capricious" and 
was thrown out, 
and the in-stream 
flows were or
dered, which was 
appealed. The 
Land and Water 
Fund ofthe 
Rockies- formi
dable litigators 
with deep pock
ets"- prevailed 
over Reclamatlon 
and waters users 
in that case. 

"This set the wheels in motion for a collaborative solu
tion to this vexing problem," said Mr. Hamman. 

Initial progress was hampered by a lack of trust and good 
science to guide the group to a solution to the problem. 

"That was tl1e major struggle during those times," Mr. 
Hamman recalled. 

Over $150 million was spent from 2000 to 2014 on wa
ter, habitat projects and science coordinated through the Col
laborative Program. 

''Ultimately, we all learned that fish need water that is 
timed in proximity with their life cycle," he said. "Sure, fish 
need water. We just needed to learn how to get it to them in 
the right place and at the right time." 

Lower Colon1do River l\'ISCP 

Chris Harris discussed the Lower Colorado River Multi
Species Conservation Plan (MSCP), considered by many to 
be a flagship program for species conservation in the West. 
Mr. Harris explained that the MSCP was created to balance 

the use of the Col-
orado River water 
resources with the 
conservation of 
native species and 
their habitats. The 
program works 
toward the recov
ery of species cur
rently listed under 
the ESA. It also 
reduces the likeli
hood of additional 
species list-
ings. Implement
ed over a 50~ year 
period, the pro
gram accommo
dates current water 
diversions and 

Sen. Pete 
Domenici (R
NEWMEXICO) 

Aerial view of the Los L1iuas SilverAJbmowRefugium in ·Nefv-Ale:ticO. power production, 
Photo courtesy of New Mexico State Engineer's Office and will optimize 

'----------'-----------'--'-~---------' opportunities for 
in 2003 successfully advanced a legislative proposal to block 
the taking of water from cities and farmers for the endan
gered silvery minnow. Mr. Domenici, chairman of the Senate 
Energy and Natural Resources Committee, said his plan 
would prevent federal agencies from forcing New Mexico 
cities and fanners to give up their water to save the minnow. 
But the proposal would also provide habitat to prevent the 
minnow from going extinct. 

These developments, and others, ultimately led to devel
opment of the Middle Rio Grande Endangered Species Col
laborative Program, consisting of 16 different agencies, tribal 
governments, state and local governments. 

future water and power development by providing ESA com
pliance through the implementation of a Habitat Conserva
tion Plan. 

"Actively restoring aquatic habitats and wetlands is not a 
simple thing," said Mr. Harris. "We had to learn a great deal 
on the fly." 

Continued on Page 10 
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Creative Ways to Address the ESA (Cont'd {rom Pg 9) 
Yakima Basin 

Urban Eberhart (Kittitas Reclamation District)- Mem
ber oftl1e Yakima River Basin Eobancement Project Work 
Group and Implementation Committee- addressed collabo
rative efforts in the Yakima Basin and what that means for 
Washington state salmon and farmers. The Yakima Basin 
puts out more than $5 billion in agricultural related revenue. 

A coalition of irrigation districts, private water compa
nies and municipalities including the City of Yakima, 
Washington have created a partnership for the purpose of 
promoting multiple uses of the Yaldma River Basin Water 
Supply. The Yakima River Basin is one of the most diver
sified and productive agricultural areas of the world. The 
Bureau of Reclamation's Yakima Project irrigates 464,000 
acres and is one of the top Reclamation Projects for high
value crop and dairy production. 

To help plan for expanding access to more irrigation and 
M&I water storage capacity and to help relieve tensions in 
the basin over water supply management, water users have 
worked with other water stakeholder interests and the Yak:a
ma Nation in developing the Yakima Basin Integrated Plan. 
This well-thought out, long term comprehensive set of solu
tions seeks to restore ecosystem functions and fish habitat 
and improve long-term reliability of water supplies for 
stream flows, agricultural irrigation and municipal supply. 

The Integrated Plan was developed in a public, collaborative 
process involving local, state, federal and tribal governments 
plus stakeholders representing environmental, irrigation and 
business interests. 

"Prior efforts to increase water storage in the Yakima 
Basin have failed, in part due to a lack of consensus among 
the key stakeholders," said Mr. Eberhart "The Integrated 
Plan offers the best opportunity in decades to resolve long
standing problems afflicting the Basin's ecosystem and econ
omy." 

Making available increased water storage for farms, fish 
and local communities is a key component of the Plan, When 
implemented, the Plan will greatly improve operational flexi
bility to support stream flows while meeting the basin's basic 
water supply needs under a wide range of seasonal and year
ly snowpack and runoff conditions, both now and under pos
sible future hydrologic conditions. The State of Washington 
also passed a bill to honor the work of the restoration efforts, 
and agreed to split the cost shares, with the rest coming from 
federal, local and private funding. 

"We took people who used to be adversaries and found a 
common goal to help facilitate development projects," said 
Mr. Eberhart. "Fonner adversaries are now working together 
going forward." 

Reclamation Roundtable (Continued (rom Page 4) 

Pecos River watershed, conditions are at 7% of normal. 
Lake Powell will be 25 feet lower than the previous year 
and 33 feet lower than the peak from the previous year. 

The Regional Director of the Reclamation's Lower Col
orado Region, Terry Fulp, emphasized the importance of 
storage projects on the Lower Colorado River, where 92% 
of the inflows in Lake Mead come from the Upper Colorado 
system. 

"The value of carryover storage is huge," said Mr. Pulp . 
.. We live on carryover storage. In the Colorado River Ba
sin, we can store about 4 times what we receive in average 
inflow." 

Lake Mead is currently about 41% full, holding about 
10.1 million acre-feet of water. Mr. Fulp predicted that no 
users would be cutback this year, but the full entitlements 
may not be delivered because of the high level of water 
conservation efforts underway. 

"Lake Mead is about 20 feet higher than it would have 
been without all of the conservation efforts that have taken 
place over the past several years," he told the audience. 

Lorri Gray, Regional Director of Reclamation's Pacific 
Northwest Region, described the stark contrast between her 

region and other Reclamation regions. 
"We do not have near as much storage in the Pacific 

Northwest as other areas," she said. "However, Columbia 
River flows will fluctuate between 125-150 million acre
feet per year." 

Columbia River management is dictated in part by a 
court order which controls how the Corps of Engineers, 
Bonneville Power Authority, NOAA Fisheries and Recla
mation do business. 

Ms. Gray summarized ongoing efforts in the Yakima 
Basin (W ASHINGON), and the Deschutes Basin 
(OREGON), which she pointed to as a good example of 
people coming together and coming to resolution based on a 
dispute over the Oregon spotted frog. 

She agreed with comments made in introductory re
marks by Alliance Executive Director Dan Keppen regard
ing the growing acceptance of new dams by the public and 
policy makers. 

"Dams used to be a bad word," Ms. Gray said. "Now 
it's a good word, because we need increased storage for 
water as much as possible." 
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Monfi:My Briefing March 2018 

Bureau of Reclamation Policy Review 
and Customer Service Improvement Activities 

David Palumbo- Bureau of Reclamation's Deputy 
Commissioner of Operations- discussed the Customer Ser
vice Improvement Initiative underway at Reclamation on 
the opening day of the conference general session. He noted 
that Reclamation in recent years has field some criticism 
from its water and power customers regarding costs, design 
issues, schedules, and benefits. 

"The first thing we are going to focus on is communica
tion," said Mr. Palumbo. "We need to focus on why we are 
designing what we are designing." 

Ruth Welsh, who works out of Reclamation's Technical 
Services Center in Denver, reported that Reclamation plans 
to have a workshop in Denver this summer, aiming to look 
at the economic benefit estimates, the feasibility study pro
cess, explore collaborative efforts for feasibility studies, and 
create transparency for feasibility studies. There is also a 
need to make the policies for transferred works- facilities 

owned by Reclamation but operated and maintained by an 
irrigation district or other entity- to be standardized and trans
parent. 

Alliance Executive Director Dan Keppen pointed to the 
"Managing for Excellence" process, an initiative launched 
during the Bush 43 Administration in close collaboration with 
Reclamation's water and power customers and stakeholder 
interests. 

"That is a true partnership document," Mr. Keppen said. 
"The Family Fann Alliances uses that as a measure of gaug
ing how Reclamation is doing." 

Mr. Keppen said the Alliance would be happy to work 
with Reclamation in the coming year to get the word out on 
future workshops. 

"We heard you loud and clear and are planning on doing 
something," said Mr. Palumbo. "You will see a lot out of us 
from this initiative in the next year." 

Balancing Western Economics with the Environment 
(Continued (i·om Page 8) 

Inter-agency Coll:tborntion for Sufe Communities and Henlthy Forests 

Rob Harper talked about the Forest Service and its lands, explaining that the intent is to keep communities safe and forests 
healthier. He believes there is good intent for federal employees to work well with other agencies, including Bureau of Land 
Management, EPA and National Marine Fisheries Service. 

"Collaboration is not a story you hear about other agencies in government," he said. "Programs like IJWV and Partners 
should be used as models, by telling stories of the collaboration that is being manifested." 

Mr. Harper expressed interest in staying connected with the Alliance regarding water policy. 
"This was a good experience for me, and I learned a lot about the challenges inigators and ranchers are facing and the con

servation issues you are moving forward." 

Alliance President and JVyoming 
rancher Patrick O'ToOle (at the 
podirmi) on February 22 Tiwderated 
a panel of agency staff and Jf1estern 
landowners, including (from left to 
right) Jay Tanner (Rancher, Part~ 
ners for Conservation board), Rob 
Harpel~ (U.S. forest Service), Pazil 
Souza (U.S. Fish a11d Wildlife Ser
vice) and Dave Smith 
(Intermountain rVest Joint Ven
ture). 

----------------------------------------------~~---------
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Monthly Briefing March 2018 

Connecting producers with consumers (Cont'd (rom Page 7) 
craft beers. 

The UNESCO designation has resulted in more than $30 
million worth of benefits brought in to the community. 

Marketing Agreement (CA Grown), talked about how his 
organization connects with the public, using social media, 
targeted audiences and reaching out to local producer spokes
persons who have the most to say in what is being grown in 
their community. 

"Tax revenue from food businesses went up, lodging 
went up, and job growth in food preparation and food serv
ing and the number of restaurants really went up," said Dr. 
Mabry. 

"California Grown is all about connecting Californians 
with the people who grow and produce their food," he said. 
"It really is that simple." With the designation in hand, local organizers formed a 

new nonprofit that manages the UNESCO reporting re
quirements to demonstrate progress and use the designation 
to leverage additional benefits that can be brought to the 
community. The designation has been used to improve the 
local food system and local economy and support the crea
tors of the food culture. 

CA Grown puts out fanner stories every week, with about 
70 grower profiles that have already been shared with the 
public. The-organization works with outside contractors to 
help facilitate locally-sourced food. With over 400 types of 
crops grown in the state every year, a strong fleet of farmers 
markets in urban areas, and people who flock to those mar
kets, CA Grown is caters to an audience that increasingly 
wants to have a food experience, and not just a meal. CAGrown 

Nick Matteis, Executive Director of the Buy California 

"California is the community," said Mr. Matteis. "Locally 
grown is California grown." 

Other Conference Highlights 
Left-Gary Sawyers (L) presents longtime Alliance 
Advisory Committee -chairmau Dick Moss JVith ihe 
prestigious John Keys ill Award. Air. -lWoss, sti!pped 
down as clrair,_-mld will be replaced hjJ- Gary Essliirg-:
er, genera/manager ofE/eplwnt Butte JD (Nkl). 
"Water}l'arrior" award winners (not pictzired) ill
eluded Ernie Sclriuik (Truckee-Carson-IiJ, NV)~ D.lzd 
longtime AdvisOry Comi_iJittee members ·Gran~:JVa-rd
(AZ) .and Norm.Haak (ND) . . · 

Right-Dai·rt!l/Hi!mY~ EXeCutive Director of the 
JVestel"ll Caucus Foundation~ spoke 011 Februf!ry22-
at the geueral session. ulf anyone recreates, .works oi-
lives 11ear public lands, then that is who we·ar~f(arget-. 
ing with our advocacy., 

DONOR SUPPORT 
Make your tax-deductible gift to the Alliance today! 

Grassroots membership is vital to our organization. Thank you in advance for your loyal support. 

If you would like further info, please contact Dan Keppen at 
dankeppen@charter.net, or visit our website: www.familyfarmalliance.org. 

,.-,i,'!H&~ffi'B~'~iiri~'~fiK;liiWtie'ID.•n~~:aJ\'fi~tl§}•.= ·· 
! 'F~.ililf;}l~r.li{\\n;anfe , lc!' ·· ' ' 

Family Farm 

LLIANCE' ... 
, ·C278~s.s:n;.:~cllsonAvenue'' >: 

1."''~ .. 
Protecting Waterfor 1Vesternlrrigated Agriculture Rivcrd:lie .• (JA 93656; 
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CORRESPONDENCE LIST 
APRIL2018 ' 

Age~rnda !tern XIII. 

1. Letter from District dated March 2, 2018 to Mr. & Mrs. K. Camargo re: Can & Will Serve Letter -
new additional dwelling unit & garage -1167 Cota Street 

2. Letter from District dated March 21, 2018 to Ms. J. Gingras, COMB, re: Cachuma Project 
Entitlement Payment USBR 2nd Period FY 2018 

3. Letter from District dated March 22, 2018 to Ms. J. Gingras, COMB re: Cachuma Project 
Estimated Cost for FY and Water Year 2018-2019 

4. Letter from District dated March 22, 2018 to Mr. D. Davidge re: Conditions for re-establishing 
agriculture water service at 583 Refugio Road 

5. Letter received March 30, 2018 from SB County Treasurer - Tax Collector re: Notice of Sale of 
Tax Defaulted Property 

6. Letter received March 30, 2018 from Waste Management re: Notice of billing error- Credit to be 
issued 

7. Letter received April 2, 2018 from COMB re: Fiscal Year 2017/2018 - 4th Quarter Budget 
Assessment 

8. Letter from District dated April 2, 2018 to Mr. V. Madsen re: 1273 Deer Trail Lane- Warning 
Letter Access to District facilities 

9. Letter from District dated April 2, 2018 to Mr. T. Stanton re: 310 Meadowlark Road- Warning 
letter access to District facilities 

10. Letter from Dishict dated April 4, 2018 to Mr. Tensley - Notice - Expired water service 
application APN 135-??0-044- 2685 Santa Ynez Street 

11. Notice received April 2, 2018 from County of Santa Barbara Central Board of Architectural 
Review Notice of Public Hearing re: Vernon Single Fam.ily Dwelling, RSU and Bam APN137-
070-074- 1776 Still Meadow Road 

12. Agenda and Notice received April 2, 2018 from LAFCO re: Board of Directors Meeting AprilS, 
2018 

13. Letter received April2, 2018 from Santa Barbara County Fire Department re: APN 141-201-068-
900 N. Refugio Road, Santa Ynez- Commercial Tenant Improvement- Addition to YMCA 

14. Letter received April3, 2018 from Underground Service Alert of SoCalif. re: invitation to Almual 
Board Meeting for Underground Service Alert of So. California 

15. Letter from District dated April 4, 2018 to Mr. P. Robertson re: Water Service Requirements new 
additional dwelling unit- 1376 Calzada Avenue 
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