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AGENDA 
Special Meeting of the 
BOARD OF TRUSTEES 

SANTA YNEZ RIVER WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT, IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT NO. 1 
will be held at 3:00 P.M., Wednesday, May 29, 2019 

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 APRIL 16, 2019 
 

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. 1 Hour) 

 

1. Board of Trustees Reorganization 
a) Selection of Officers – President & Vice President 
 

2. Financial Report on Administrative Matters 
a) Presentation of Monthly Financial Statements – Revenues and Expenses 
b) Approval of Accounts Payable 

 
3. Fiscal Year 2019/2020 Preliminary Budget 

 
4. Setting the Appropriation Limit for the 2019/2020 Fiscal Year - Article XIIIB (Proposition 13) 

a) California Department of Finance Calculations for 2019/2020 Appropriation Limitations 
 

b) Review of Draft Resolutions to be presented for adoption at the June 18, 2019 Board 
Meeting 

 

1. Draft Resolution 7XX:  A Resolution of the Board of Trustees of the Santa Ynez River Water 
Conservation District, Improvement District No. 1 Establishing the Appropriation Limit for the 
2019-2020 Fiscal Year Pursuant to Article XIIIB of the California Constitution 

 

2. Draft Resolution 7XX:  A Resolution of the Board of Trustees of the Santa Ynez River Water 
Conservation District, Improvement District No. 1 Adopting the 2019-2020 Budget and 
Requesting an Assessment Levy Required to Collect $875,000 for Contract Obligations 
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c) Authorization to Post Notice and Make Public the 2019/2020 Appropriation Limitation 
Calculation 

 

5. Personnel Policy  
a) Resolution No. 786 – A Resolution of the Board of Trustees of the Santa Ynez River Water 

Conservation District, Improvement District No. 1 Adopting changes to the Personnel Policy 
Manual  

 

B. OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 
1. Upland Water Well 29 – Update 

a) Ratification of Change Order No. 1 and 2 
b) Notice of Completion 

 

2. Water Line Replacement Project – Phase 2 
a) Notice of Exemption 

 

IX. REPORT, DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE BOARD ACTION ON THE FOLLOWING SUBJECTS: (Est. ½ Hour) 
A. Cachuma Project – U.S. Bureau of Reclamation Continuing Operations 

1. Cachuma Project Water Service Contract No. I75r-1802R, Water Deliveries, Exchange 
Agreement, Entitlement, Water Storage, Accounting, Water Supply Projections  
 

B. Sustainable Groundwater Management Act 
1. Eastern Management Area Update 

 

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

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. NEXT MEETING OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES:  The next Regular Meeting of the Board of Trustees is 
scheduled for June 18, 2019 at 3:00 p.m. 
 

XIV. 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 – 4 cases 

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 
 

3. Name of Case: Santa Barbara Superior Court Case No. 18CV05437, Santa Ynez River 
Water Conservation District, Improvement District No.1 v. Holland, et al. 
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4. Name of Case:  Santa Barbara Superior Court Case No. 19CV01873, Cachuma Operation 
and Maintenance Board v. Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District, Improvement 
District No.1 
 
 
 

XV. RECONVENE INTO OPEN SESSION 
[Sections 54957.1 and 54957.7 of the Government Code] 
 

XVI. 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 
Age!lda Item iV. 

IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT No.1 
APRIL 16, 2019 REGULAR MEETING MINUTES 

A Regular Meeting of the Board of Trustees of the Santa Ynez River Water Conservation Disti·ict, 
Improvement District No.1, was held at 3:00p.m. on Tuesday, April16, 2019 in the Conference Room at 
1070 Faraday Street, Santa Ynez. 

Trustees Present: Harlan Burchardi 
Brad Joos 

Michael Burchardi 
Jeff Clay 

Trustees Absent: None 

Mmy Martone }~~~~~;;:;' Others Present: Paeter Garda 
Gary Kvistad 
Bruce Porter 
Jay Freeman 

Eric Tambini ;,Brett~Mil:rryme 
Frances Komoroske' { KevinC'fcqs,;>ley 
Brian Schultz 

I. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL: 

II. 

III. 

IV. 

V. 

VI. 

VII. 

Vice President Clay called the meeting to order,<'!Ji~~pp p.m., he§,tated tlus was a R~~<ll'Meeting 
of tl1e Board of Trustees. l'virs. Martone reported !:li:~f~!:mr meffif:>~rs of the Board we~:e'present. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: 
Vice President Clay led tl1e Pledge qf Allegiance. 

REPORT BY THE SECRETARY TO THE ~~~%tJ"iREGARDING COM~' "' NCE WITH THE REQUIREMENTS 
FOR POSTING OF THE AGENDA: 
Mrs. Martone presented the affidavit ~fi'posthl~iiJf,[~$,,,,€'genda, aJ'6hg with a true copy of tl1e 
agenda for tl1is meeting. She reported 'th~t !:lwiagefid,~W)Y,<\~.,posted in accordance witl1 !:l1e 
California Goverill11\!f\tgcoq~ commencing <!:t9.!!ction 5495b;~:rl"d pursuant to Resolution No. 340 
of the Disa·ict. Th~aifidavif~as filed as evidence of tl1e posting of the agenda items contained 
tl1erein. 

CONSIDERA TI~~g~;THE MINIES OF THE REGUt.t\.''MEETING OF MARCH 19, 2019: 
The Minutes of the Reggiarl'vf~effil'gr<:)~:Mii~ShJ9,2019 were presented for consideration. 

\,lic~i'Pfe~ide~t(Ji~;yas~:~ ~!tluore wer::;i~~anges or additions to the Regular Meeting Minutes 
;qt:March 19, 2019::::'J'here were'i\g,sorrections or additions requested. 

t~;~<'is MOVED by ;;~~,~~e H. Bt:;~~~'~i, seconded by Trustee Joos ru1d carried by a una!llmous 4· 
0·0 yiJi~e vote, to apprb~~ tl1e Regular Meeting Minutes of March 19, 2019 as presented. 

CONSI~~ltATION OF TH~iliNUTES OF THE SPECIAL MEETING OF MARCH 26, 2019: 
The Minute~Bf.the Spetfal Meeting of March 26, 2019 were presented for consideration. 

Vice Presidenttl~y\h:ked if !:l1ere were ru1y chru1ges or additions to the Special Meeting Minutes 
of March 26, 2019: There were no corrections or additions requested. 

It was MOVED by Trustee H. Burchardi, seconded by Trustee Joos and carried by a unanimous 4· 
0·0 voice vote, to approve tl1e Special Meeting Minutes of March 26,2019 as presented. 

ADDITIONS OR CORRECTIONS, IF ANY, TO THE AGENDA: 
There were no additions or corrections. 

PUBLIC COMMENT: 
Mr. Brian Schultz provided comments to tl1e Board. 
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VIII. CONSENT AGENDA: 
2 The Consent Agenda report was provided in the Board packet. 
3 
4 Mr. Paeter Garcia, District Legal Counsel, reviewed the information included in the Consent 
5 Agenda Report for the month of April. 
6 
7 It was MOVED by Trustee H. Burchardi, seconded by Trustee M. Burchardi and carried by a 
8 unanimous 4-0-0 voice vote to approve the Consent Agenda as presented. 
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IX. MANAGER'S REPORT- STATUS, DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE BOARD ACTION ON THE FOLLOWING 
SUBJECTS: /·. 
A. DISTRICT ADMINISTRATION: ,,,.li'' ''•:c· .. 

1. Board of Trustees Reorganization 
~: ;t:: {/ '"' ,~,· t~~:;j; ~ .. :.: ... i.:".· .. ; } :. ···, 

,.,~;~;~;' -:: --

a) Notice of Vacancy . ···;: ·····;,·•: 
Mr. Garcia reported on the vacancy for the,.Qfyisibn 3 Trust~'~''pg~jition. He indicated 
that a vacancy for the Division 3 Trustee p:d§Itiorl'has occurred ci\:J:~.'~(>,Mr. Kevin Walsh 
resigning his Division 3 Trustee posij::ic5ri effective April 1, 2019. M~Wf1;wcia explained 
that the resignation prompts certap;t!p~i\>:edural steps that must be foli'Q'Wed to fill the 

,,,-- "''":·:.·'''> .... ,i_, 1>_-<;,::->• 

vacancy. He reported that the Santa Batl:i<ir\1 Coty;llj('.giections Office must be notified 
that a vacancy has occurred within 15 da}(~;;·Q}:·\9'~ effective date of ilie vacancy. He 
stated that ID No.1 sent written notification of' '' :oYacancy on April12, 2019 to both the 
Elections Office and the S!'ffi~';l Ynez River Wate · , l},~,ervation District (Parent District). 
Mr. Garcia explained that'iffi~:I]wgnt District Boar :(g~JQirectors is tasked with making 
the appointment for the va2~'f'ill)!.jg:g•lposition. ~.''~\ii'J~!il~utlined the steps that will 
occur in the near future relaf~):f topostg)~;.\h!'!,,Public n,Qt'i:i:e of vacancy, the application 
process, and selection and app{).intm~r;it'byitl}e•'f''ll:~l}fDistrict Board of Directors. The 
public notige,()fyacancy will be'I?qs,~¢d at least l~)~~ys prior to the public meeting to be 
held w-)l~e th~!f~r~nt District Bo~p of Directors will make the appointment. He stated 
that once the PaTerifDistrict Board"of Directors makes their appointment, the last step 
in·the,rmxess is tbjnform the Sanf<)\~ar,bara County Elections within 15 days of the 
appoiritiT.t~t, Mr,,(5w<:ia explained tl};!tf!he person selected to fill the vacancy will serve 
until a Dl\dJ;iq.[l3':fftis'f,~~~i~,,f;l~f:fego{futd qualified as part of the next general election 

···• •'which is scheqlll,~d for:NOV'elribii'£2o20. 

•:·, b) Ap;dfh~e.[lt of Jf~;fe,s,~nti'ltives to Participating Agencies & Organizations 
Mr. GarC:i~O~t,ated th'!it.!,'tfi~''Division 3 vacancy impacts Board representation to certain 
participatfugoi'\lgencies•''and organizations, and thus there is a need to select new 
representatiy~s. He indicated that Trustees will need to be selected to represent ID No.1 

'''b.on the Sustl\)hable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) Eastern Management 
' !~gency anq;i;ilie Association of California Water Agencies (ACW A). 

~t~t:!lJ?S~;·~· discussion, it was MOVED by Trustee Clay, seconded by Trustee M. 
Burchardi and carried by a unanimous 4-0-0 voice vote to designate Trustee Brad Joos 
as the lD No.1 representative for SGMA Eastern Management Agency. 

It was MOVED by Trustee Joos, seconded by Trustee M. Burchardi and carried by a 
unanimous 4-0-0 voice vote to designate Trustee Jeff Clay as the lD No.1 representative 
for Association of California Water Agency (ACWA). 

Mr. Jay Freeman provided comment to the Board. 

c) Appoinhnent of Board Ad Hoc Committees 
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2. 

Mr. Garcia reviewed the current Board representatives for certain Ad Hoc 
Committees. He identified the Ad Hoc Committees which require a new Board 
member to be assigned, including the City of Solvang, COMB, and Cachuma 
Conh·act Ad Hoc Committees. · 

After Board discussion, it was MOVED by Trustee Clay, seconded by Trustee M. 
Burchardi and carried by a unanimous 4-0-0 voice vote to appoint Trustee Brad Joos 
to the City of Solvang Ad Hoc Committee. 

It was MOVED by Trustee M. Burchardi, seconded by Trust.~e Joos and carried by a 
unanimous 4-0-0 voice vote to appoint Trustee Jeff Cljl:\1'\J'g\the COMB Ad Hoc 
Committee. ,.,,.,: 

It was MOVED by Trustee Clay, seconded bX ;-r;~s'{f!~ Joos and carried by a 
unanimous 4-0-0 voice vote to appoint Trust<"'e:;•Mike Btff!:J~~~di to the Cachuma 
Contract Ad Hoc Committee. ·. · ·· ·· .. · 

Financial Report on Adrninish·ative MattT~s •··· .. <il'i;: 
a) Presentation of Monthly Financial ?tat'#nents- Rev~11ues and Expense~;' i:' 

Mrs. Martone reviewed the Statementi().f,;,:g~venu.)~'a.J1d Expenses for:ithe month of 
March. She reported the revenues exceed'ed.H:h~r~Penses by $32,274.58' for the month 
and the year to date net income is $1,949,027:12/~.:iJv,!rs. Martone reported the water sales 
increased by 10% from th~,.grior month; howe'V'~t£i~ater production was 168 AF less 
for the month which is 'l'JghJ_fipfi11tiY less than ffi~J:'69~Yei\1' running average. Mrs. 
Martone reported the Stater!leri~bf:,_J\~yenues and Efp.~~?es also reflect income from 
new services, capital facilities·· and tlie.'~<i}g:gf scrap m~tal and increased expenses for 
maintenance projects as tl1e fiel<i cre'Y:;Was1btis,y:'Yit11.three significant mainline breaks 
during t!1e.)l1()11,th. She indicated, that the yearctqodate surplus revenue will be utilized 
to cov~.r'th'e'.[),i~l:f'\~t's ann12al State Water Project and 2004 Series A Bond payment 
whicJt•are due ir\',]~e. · 

b) Approvf\l;g{Accoit§_Payable i;;, 
The Warr~f~~istAi\i~''B~()'\'i,dedi,n~ehandoutmaterial for Board action. The Warrant 

· :•:l.;i,'1t·covered''Y£I!;rants ;dr:35'thr()l1g11 2??10, for tl1e period of Marcl1 20, 2019 tluough 
Apfll:•\l§;2019 i1'i;~1S•.fmount of $474,806.74. 

Ms. Fr:I1~~s:Komo;·~~~~~provided comment to tl1e Board. 

, .. It was Mo~~~;\by Tn;~tee Clay, seconded by Trustee M. Burchardi and carried by a 4-
'·i;,:·:p-0 voice vot~}ito approve the Warrant List as presented. 

c) '''~\~~'gh_ltion·~~. 787- Authorizing Signatures for Operating Account at Rabobank 
Th~B.8ii1'd packet included draft Resolution No. 787. 

Mrs. Martone explained that all checks issued by the District from the general operating 
account require two (2) authorized signatures for processing. She reviewed tl1e current 
signatories and explained that with tl1e recent resignation of one of the signers and 
availability issues that can occur with the remaining two signatories, District 
management, in discussion witl1 the Dish·ict' s auditors, believe it would be more 
efficient and beneficial to increase tl1e number of District officials authorized as 
signatories. She reported that Resolution 787 removes Kevin Walsh as an approved 
signer and designates Trustees Harlan Burchardi, Clay and Joos; as well as Chris 
Dahlstrom, General Manager/Treasurer and Mary Martone, Administrative 
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X. 

XI. 

Manager/Secretary to the Board of Trustees as authorized signatories for the District's 
general operating account held at Rabobank. 

Mrs. Martone stated staff recommends approval of 'Resolution No. 787 authorizing 
signatures for the operating account at Rabobank. 

It was MOVED by Trustee Clay, seconded by Trustee H. Burchardi, to adopt Resolution 
No. 787 Authorizing Signatures for Operating Account at Rabobank. 

AYES, Trustees: 

NOES, Trustees: 
ABSENT, Trustees: 

Harlan Burchardi 
Michael Burchardi 
Brad Joos 
Jeff Clay 

None A;;., 

None ,_.·ii': .•.• ,,,,t~ 
_,,.,. 

B. OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE , . .f'i"\,'., '''\'. 
1. Upland Water Well29- Update '.· .. ''··'',, i."> 

Mr. Garcia reported that Mr. Eric Tambini, W~tit): .. ~esources Manager, provide an 
update on the Water Well29. Mr. Tambini stat~di~~,,,well site is complete and clean-up 
of the site will be finished b)!;ctl,l~end of the week.''Eif~;:~tated water cl1emistry testing is 
occurring and is expected to ll"![g9!'ll];1!eted next week.''fur.tJjJ:am~ini reported the 12-hour 
pump test was at 950 gpm. :Mf~GaJ.Ci,~,expressed his appt~i:'ia.tion to Mr. Tambini for 
coordinating the contractors anci'9.ve~~~Mirg;t]'t~process. TI{~'Board members concurred 
with compltn1ents to Mr. Tambini'io · · "" '''"'''"•·· 

REPORT, DISCUSSION{,,,~;; POSSIBLE BOAmJ·Al:'I'IoN ON;J~~OLLOWING SUBJECTS: 
A. Cachuma P!'<')ject- U.5013)'l.i;eau of ReclarriaJion Continuing Operations 

1. Cachvrri~:,f;rpject Waf~]',' Service Contra~,t, ~'-?· I75r-1802R, Water Deliveries, Exchange 
Agreement~Jitl.tjtlem)!J:~f··yyater Storage, ~.;counting, Water Supply Projections 
M~. _Garcia hlcj.i,cP,t~,g)H1~.~;;'t!,l~f.e;;.WilS I1R·o:ii~w tnformation to discuss under this agenda 

.. if<O&J'r'?W what~.,s~lreadJff~port~gtirlder the Agenda Item VIII- Consent Agenda. 

. ·.B. Susta::~~~ 8~CJ~I1dwatef;~~~g;Inent Act 
.. 1. Eastern Maila&~ment Are~:JJ;pi:iate 

Mr. Garcia rep'(')orted thaJfihe next meeting of the SGMA Eastern Management Area 
:',';;(~MA) Ground'%itter Sustainability Agency (GSA) will be held on April 25, 2019 at 6:30 
. '''lpgffi, He stated 'Uf~t he and Trustee Joos will attend the meeting. Mr. Garcia explained 

tJi~~~~!Pong oth,~J'''thtngs, the GSA Committee will address the status of consultant work 
in th"EiJ:§J';1A agi:Fthe involvement of a citizen advisory group. He stated that all meetings 
will bep9$~~<:l on the SYRWCD website and the public is welcome and encouraged to 
attend. 

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

The Board packet included a March 29, 2019letter from Mr. David Bertrand to the District re: 
compliments to staff. 

The Board packet included tl1e Family Farm Alliance Monthly Briefing for March 2019. 
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XII. 

XIII. 

XIV. 

XV. 

XVI. 

Mr. Garcia stated the 2019 ACWA Spring Conference is scheduled for May 7-10, 2019 in 
Monterey. He provided a brief review of the conference and stated that if any of the Board 
Members were interested in attending to please contact Mrs. Martone so the appropriate 
registrations and reservations could be made. · 

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

The Correspondence list was received by the Board. 

REQUESTS FOR ITEMS TO BE INCLUDED ON THE NEXT REGULAR MEETING AGENDA: 

There were no requests from the Board. 

NEXT MEETING OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES: 

Vice President Clay stated the next Regular Meeting of the BoardbfT~$!!=es is currently scheduled 
for May 21, 2019 at 3:00 p.m. Trustee Clay indicated that h~·Would rto~.~,1e,able to attend the May 
21'' meeting as he would be out of town. . · ·· ·· . 

'::;':,::_;''\::::\, 

''"i:]:::t:':>, 

i~~~:;:s:~~~~ned at 4:48 p.m. for a brief.r~C:,~ss. At 5:0:f p.m., the Boar'di'i~cp!-w~ned and 
adjourned to closed session to discuss XV.A. 1., 2.,3,'a!ld 4. . . 

A. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL- EXISTING ~rri~~z~~: 
[Subdivision (d)(1) of Section 54g56.9 of the GovernillEi\1~!hode- 4 cases] 

1. Name of Case: Adjudicat6zyi'J1.rp.<:eedings pending:fi~ft.)re the State Water Resources 
Control Board regarding Pe'rp-rlts}~~~8? and 11310 issi'!~~pnApplications 11331 and 
11332 to the United States'Bure<ru !pf'R.~~Iamation a;ncr complaints filed by the 
California Sport fishing Protecfi!Jn Alliance}"egarqil}g the operating of the Cachuma 
Project anq.§tate Board Orders;INR73C37, 89-1S::~d94-5; and proposed changes to 
the plac:e<:>f.J.is.e''ol'waters obtainecitluough afor¢rnentioned permits for the Cachuma 
Proj('!f?t ········· 

2. N~!~r@f:'~~~e: AdJ~dicatory proceec@gs pending before the State Water Resources 
Control Bq~1·fi.r"git'iJ#,<gF'er.Illit15.87S issued on Application 22423 to the City of 

'''?:c:·Sgly<;~ng regar<;iffig petitions for.'t;hange and extension of time and protests to the 
p\Hi;ti'9i~ .. ... . . . . ... 

3. Nam:~j,'~~s~: San:t~,t~r]:,ara Superior Court Case No. 18CV05437, Santa Ynez River 
Water Coris,efyation Qistrict, Improvement Dishict No.1 v. Holland, eta!. 

'''?·,~,':.Name of C:~~~: Santa Barbara Superior Court Case No. 19CV01873, Cachurna 
\t,qgperation a,r\.Cf. Maintenance Board v. Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District, 

Iiiiprgven;t~rlt District No.1 

RECONVENE IN~6i6:EN SESSION: 

[Sections 54957.1 and 54957.7 of the Government Code] 

The Board reconvened to open session at 6:25p.m. Mr. Garcia, District Legal Counsel, annmmced 
there was no reportable action on Agenda items XV.A. 1., 2., 3. and 4. 
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13 
14 

~~ 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 

XVII. ADJOURNMENT: 

Being no further business, it was MOVED by Trustee M. Burchardi, seconded by Trustee Joos and 
carried by a unanimous 4-0-0 voice vote, to adjourn the meeting at 6:26p.m. 

.,"\ 

ATTEST: 

6-,-. ..-::/ ., 
\ \' 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED, c~ \'-"" \_\ h \ ,.; 
. .-::::o_:· i>' '.!· ,,~ 

·(.U 

Mary Martone, Secretary to the Board 

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

CONSERVATION DISTRICT, ID No.1 
May 29,2019 

Consent Agenda Report 

Agenda Item VII. 

CA- l. Water Supply and Production Report. Overall, the water production was s ignificantly less than the 
I 0-year running average for the month of April to meet the lower demand for domestic, rural residential 
and agriculture water caused by winter and wet weather conditions. This is below typical of water produced 
for this month in past years. Water conservation by TD No. I customers remains a major factor in overall 
total use. This resulted in total water production that was 156 acre {eet (AF) less (or the month than the 
1 0-vear running average as shown on the Water Production Report. 

Since the 2018-19 rainfa ll season began on September I, 2018, there has been 130% of rainfall recorded 
through April 30, 2019 at Lake Cachuma. Rainfall at the lake for the year is 127%. The USBR Daily 
Operations Report for Lake Cachuma in April recorded the lake elevation at 739.87.48' with the end of 
month storage of 155,414 AF compared to the end of March level of738.48' or I 5 t, 753 AF. USBR recorded 
precipitation at the lake of 0.11 inches in March for a year total of 24.94 inches. The Lake storage was not 
supplemented with SWP water being imported by the South Coast agencies. The end of April actual 
Evaporation was 978.4 AF. USBR reinitiated actual evaporation being deducted from Project Can-yover 
and SWP water effective October I, 20 17. 

USBR initially allocated only a 20% water delivery for WY20 18-19. ID 1 's prorated share is 530 AF. With 
conditions hydrologic and water supply conditions improving throughout this rain season through March 
and the Jake over 70% of capacity, USBR re-allocated 100% deliveries to the Cacltuma Member Units as 
of Apri/1, 2019. Currently the lake is at 80.0% of capacity. At a point when the reservoir storage ·exceeds 
I 00,000 AF, the Cachuma Member Units typically received a full allocation. Conversely, a 20% reduction 
from the pro-rated full deliveries would occur at less than I 00,000 AF and incremental reductions at other 
lower storage levels. These terms were superseded by USBR a llocation reduction this year. The amount of 
Cachuma Project Exchange Water delivered was 0 AF for the month. 

Fish Conservation Pool filled in 20 I 0 to e levation 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) of3,200 AF and the Adaptive Management Account (AMA) water was reset at 
500 AF. As of October I, 2018 the AMA Fish Account was restored 3,551 AF with the lake level rebound 
this past w inter. 

There were Fish releases as incorporated in the Downstream Water Rights Releases as part of the Settlement 
Agreement. Below exp la ins the reasons for the flows recorded in Hilton Creek and in the Still ing basin 
which are direct excerpts from the ESA Section 7 Consultati on 2000 Biological Opinion issued to USBR: 

NMFS 2000 Biological Opinion Requirements in a Spill Year with Surcharge 
• 10 cfs at Hwy 154 Bridge -year of a spill exceeding 20,000 AF 
• I. 5 eft at A lisa/ Bridge -year of a spill exceeding 20,000 AF and steel head are present at Aliso! 

Reach 
• 1.5 eft at A lisa/ Bridge- year immediately following a .spill exceeding 20.000 AF and if steel head 

are present at A lisa/ Reach 

NMFS 2000 Biological Opinion Requirements in a Minimal or No-Spill Year with Surcharge 
• 5 eft at Hwy /54 -less than20,000 AF spill or No Spill and Reservoir Storage above 120,000 AF 
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• 2. 5 cfs at Hwy 154- in all years with Reservoir Storage below 120,000 AF but greater than 30.000 
AF 

• 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 from the barge and at the outlet works through the Hilton Creek 
Emergency Backup System (HCEBS) travel through the Hilton Creek Watering System piping and are 
released di rectly to the diffuser box at the Upper and Lower Release Points (LRP), with delivery to Hilton 
Creekfor April of 177.1 AF and supplementalfishpassagejlows.from the outlet works for the month is 
230.6 AF. 

There has been 28,410.3 AF of water released as of April 31, 20 19 for fish since the year after the spill in 
20 II . 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 of 33,094.9 AF has been re leased for fish during the 
period following the spill condition in 20 11. 

DWR 's initial allocation for WY20 19 is I 0% or 70 AF for ID I 's prorated share. In February, DWR 
increased the allocation to 35% or 245 AF. DWR increased the allocation to 70% in April or 490 AF for 
10 I. The District's SWP "Table A" delivery was 25 acre-feet in April with accounting for the return (0 
AF in November) of transferred water to the City of Solvang in an effort to avoid spill of its purchased 
supplemental SWP water that was stored in San Luis Reservoir in 20 17. 

The District's river water supply production remains available and consistent with all licensed well fields 
operational. Cun·ently, with li vestream 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 recess ion. Th is allows for the District to produce its fu ll licensed amount should it be needed. The 
District's Upland Groundwater well production remains operational. 

Direct diversion to USBR and the Countv Park was 1.89 acre-feet. For the month, 67.65 AF was 
produced (rom the Santa Ynez Upland wells. Tire 6.0 c(s river well field produced 0.00 AF (or tire month 
and 4.63 AF was produced (rom the 4.0 c(s well field. 

Santa Barbara County recorded rainfall for April in Santa Ynez at 0.10 inches. The average rainfall is 1.42 
inches for the month and the year-to-date (September I to August 30) total is 18.65 inches. The Santa Y nez 
River watershed Antecedent Index (AI) or soi l saturation remains moderately wet condition. The total 
rainfall in the upper watershed of the Santa Ynez River Basin above Cachuma was 32.66 inches or 125% 
for the year. Lake Cach uma received 127% of normal rainfall to date at the County's rainfall gauge. 

NEW INFORMATION BELOW IS PRESENTED IN BOLD TYPE 

CA-2. Status ofWR 89- 18 Above NaiTows Account. 
The USBR report for December 31, 2018 for the Above Narrow Account (ANA) and Below Narrows 
Account (BNA) shows the Above Narrow Account (ANA) and Below Narrows Account (BNA) at 
10,720 AF and 615 AF, respectively. January' s report has not yet been received. 

ID No.I staff perfonns field monitoring on behalf of and jointly with the Parent District and fisheries data 
collection during the water rights release period . Staff also conducts stream gauging to determine live-
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stream events at San Lucas Creek for reporting to the SYR WCD and USBR. Live Steam conditions exist 
in the SYR watershed. 

CA-3. Report on State Water Project- Central Coast Water Authority Activities. In April, DWR increased the 
allocation to the State Water Contractors to 70% of delivery requests due to well above average snow 
pack and precipitation in the 8-station index region. No change in deliveries are expected. DWR revised 
its initial a ll ocation in February and increased the amount to 35% of deliveries requested. 

The CCWA Board of Directors met on April 25, 2019. 

The Board of Director·s considered the controllers report and the operations report including the 
water delivery update. 

The CCWA Deputy Director presented the water supply outlook with 70% revised Table "A" 
allocation from DWR, reported that the snowpack is at 162% of average, and described the pumping 
restrictions and alternative methods of delivery to Cachuma for the south coast contractors. He also 
explained the exchange water between La Cumbre Mutual WC and the City using ID No. t Exchange 
water in the lake. There was discussion about the south coast water debt and exchange repayment. 

The Finance Committee recommended that the Board approve the FY2018/19 third quarter 
investment report which was explained by the Deputy Controller. CCWA earned 2.38% through 
combined holdings at LAIF, Charles Schwab, and Montecito Bank and Trust. 

CCW A presented the investment policy and those were in conformance with the Government Code. 
The MWD director inquired about private lending which Staff will investigate. 

The FY2019/20 Budget was reviewed by the Board with those changes provided from the prior month. 
A reduction costs in the Final Budget was explained and primarily resulting from a difference in 
increases from DWR, Warren Act charges, and SWC water fix costs but offset by credits not opting 
into the DWR reserve fund. 

Discussion took place regarding the Annual chemical Contracts and negotiations. Although the bulk 
of the chemical vendor costs remained consistent with prior contract costs, there is a 16.65% increase 
from Chemtrade due to raw mater-ial chemical cost increases that are passed on. The six contracts 
were approved. 

A report was also provided on the Santa Ynez Pumping Plant and Tank Maintenance Project for road 
scaling and rejecting the sole bid. The Request for Bids will be re-issued. 

Santa Maria's new director on CCWA is Etta Waterfield. 

The acquisition of the 12,2 14 AF of Suspended SWP Water has moved forward with approval by the Board 
of Supervisors at a meeting in February. CCWA wi ll continue to pursue the acquisition through DWR on 
behalf of the parties requesting water including the Cities of Santa Maria and Guadalupe, ID No.I, and the 
City of Solvang through ID No.I 's contract. DWR and the County will require reimbursement of those past 
costs. ID No.I '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 4'h and did 
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not approve the reacquisition of the 12,214 for Santa Maria, ID No. I 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.1's 800 AF of the last available 
SWP water. 

The Board of Supervisors acting as the Board of Directors of the SBCFCWCD met again on November I, 
2016, heard pub! ic comments from all the participating CCW A agencies, and voted to move forward with 
developing an agreement with CCWA to acquire the remaining 12,2 14 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 
CCWA and voted 3 to 2 to move approve the reacquisition of the Suspended SWP water for the parties 
including JD I 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 CCWA; 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 lD 
No.l) commit to funding the CEQA review, CCWA is seeking an implementation agreement with the 
County. The agreement terms 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 
ETR 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 IDI , the north county agencies, and the Carpinteria Valley Water District 
which entered this arrangement very late in the process. There was opposition to CCWA preparing the EfR 
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. 

TI1e contract assignment underway between CCW A and SB County may have an effect on the Suspended 
Water Reacquisition timing and process. 

Contract Assignment from SB County to CCW A will allow a direct interaction between the CCW A 
contractors with DWR for the reacquisition of SWP water. 

On August 29, 2017, CCWA provided costs and financing 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 financing structures being proposed to finance the project. 

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

CCWA 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 

Dahi/C:/sywd/board/Consent Agenda May 29, 2019 4 



the JPA agreement and the amendments to the Water Supply Agreements at its meeting on October 26. 
2017. ID No.1 needs approval prior to the October 26th CCWA Board meeting. Additionally, CCWA is 
meeting with DWR on September 191

h and hope to get more clarification from DWR on its positions 
regarding the assignment. 

With the CCWA 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 CCWA was accepted by DWR in March 2018 and CCWA expects DWR's approval 
of the assignment. 

CCWA is requesting DWR to notify SBFC&WCD indicating the assignment can move forward. The 
notification was expected the week of September 10, 2018. 

CCWA provided notice to Santa Barbara County regarding next steps in the process following DWR 's 
concurrence to assign. 

The 3rd District Supervisor Joan Hartmann agreed to meet with representatives from CCW A, lD I, and City 
of Buellton on December 6, 2018 regarding the logic and benefits of Contract assignment from the County 
to CCW A. The one hour meeting provided an opportunity to present the positions of her constituent 
agencies in this region, hear the reasons for local agency contracting, and allow for questions. A follow up 
meeting may be scheduled before the matter goes before the Board of Supervisors in February. 

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 of2003 and based 
on the SWRCB's Draft Environmental Impact Report ("EIR") released in August 2003 for the continuing 
operation of the Cachuma Prqject. Joint legal representation at this hearing involved USBR, SYR WCD, 
SYR WCD, 10 No.I and CCRB and the focus was proposed changes in the Cachuma 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 DETR in 2007 and included two additional alternatives that could affect 
the hearings and decisions before the SWRCB in 2003. ID No.I provided extensive comment during the 
review period as did others involved in the joint representation. Jn order to update the RDEIR, the SWRCB 
engaged Impact Sciences lnc in November 2009 to review the hearing testimony, analyze two DETR's and 
provide the necessary updates, and complete to a final EJR with response to comments. 

Because the SWRCB did not have adequate funding for Impact Sciences to conduct the required work, in 
May 20 I 0 the SWRCB division of water rights requested that CCRB and TO No.I provide financial 
assistance which was approved by both agencies in the amount of $85 ,000 and forwarded to the State 
General Services in June 20 I 0. 

Impact Sciences has delivered the Administrative Final EIR to the SWRCB staff on August 27, 20 I 0 with 
an expected water rights decision issuance in late fall early or winter 20 I 0, or should a hearing be needed, 
spring 2011 . 

Based on a meeting on February 7'11 with the SWRCB staff, additional delays will occur in the ETR process 
which will affect the hearing date. Circumstances, including staff availability and funding in the water rights 
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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 DETR alternatives and environmentally 
preferred alternative. It is the position of rD 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 I, 2011, ID No.I received the re-circulated and modified "2"d Revised Draft Environmental Impact 
Report" from the SWB for comment which were due on May 16th 20 I l. The 2DETR shows the 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 2DEfR. ill No.I management, special legal 
counsel BB&K, consultants Stetson Engineers and Hanson Environmental will review the 2DEfR 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.I 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 
3 f st. 

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. ft appears that the State Board Staff 
will make an effort to finalize the ErR, including the responses to comments by year' s end. However, this 
will require the lD 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 lD No.I and CCRB 3 in the amount of$45,000 to fund 
the SWRCB for completion of the FETR, 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 FEfR, completed work on the response 
to comments and finalizing the ETR. SWB staff has indicated that a Final ElR 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 FETR 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 Januaty 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 CaiTrout, Department of Fish and Game, National Marine Fisheries Service, 
among others. 

The SWRCB has supportive documentation by its deadline of February 28'h. The hearing date for the FETR 
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.I, Parent District, and CCRB to prepare for the 
hearings. 
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The S WRCB hearing involved the joint advocacy participants and witnesses of 10 No.I , Parent District, 
and CCRB along with USBR to support and defend the SWRCB's FElR and the e lements contained within 
the document to be incorporated into the record for a later detem1ination 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. 

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 FEJR certification for the continuing operation of the Cachuma Project 
under permits 11308 and L 1310. No time has been set by the SWB for 2013. 

On Thursday, February 71
\ 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 l/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 
I 1308 and 113 I 0 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 resu It ofthe 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 2015. 

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 
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following day, this date has once again been pushed. 101 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 10 No.I. The Draft Order is under 
review by ID No.I management, its consultants (Stetson Engineers and Hanson Environmental), and special 
legal counsel with comments due back to the SWRCB by noon on October 25, 20 16. 

The SYRWCD and 10 No.I 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 steel head and water supply. 
ID No.I 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 20 18 related to the change in the noticing recipient list. 

SWRCB held a closed session hearing on August 7 2018. No information to date has been forwarded by 
the S WB staff. 

Additional SWRCB closed session hearings were held on August 28 and 29, 2018. No information to date 
has been forwarded by the SWB staff. 

The SWRCB held a closed session item on Permits 11308 and 11310 on March 5 and 6, 2019. 

On March 27, 2019 the SWB issued the Revised Draft Order Amending Permits 11308 and 11310 for 
continuing operation of the Cachuma Project. The 3 71 page order reflects terms for continuing operations 
by USBR, conditions for protection of downstream water rights and public trust resources, and conditions 
for water supply. The comment period ends on April29, 2019 at noon. On April 5, 20 19, a joint letter 
from CCRB, SYRWCD, 10#1 and City of Lompoc was sent to the SWB requesting a 45-day extension 
given the complexity and content of the order. The extension request by the local interests was supported 
by USBR. 

The Extension was approved by the SWRCB and comments are due in June. 

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 
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The 2000 Biological Opinion (BiOp) issued by NMFS requires USBR to comply with the tenns and 
conditions (T&C's) and reasonable and prudent measures (RPM's) to avoid a take condition of the listed 
Steel head/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.I 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 EJR 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 ofthese two bridge projects are estimated 
at $1.8 million. · 

The Quiota Creek Crossings #2 was completed in 2011 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. 

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 I st, 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 COMB Biology Staff (CBS) 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 !2:30pm on March 1st, 
the pumps were activated and the water started flowing again. 

CBS 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 confinned 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 24· 2013 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. 
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Currently, the system is functioning on a static level delivery flow of 7.7 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 SO. 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 of USBR reported to ID No.I 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 I 0-inch outlet valve at the Control house for the purpose of 
supplying colder water to Hilton Creek. This installation may create constraints in the downstream water 
rights releases. USSR also compelled CCWA 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 BOon 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 final Draft 80 have not been made available, however, there are Parent District and ID No.I 
concerns over any permanent connection at the outlet works to serve Hilton Creek affecting downstream 
and contract water delivery capabilities . 

Negotiations are on-going with U SBR regarding the 30,000 AF Storage triggering point for fish flows. The 
focused Draft SO for Drought operations and the reduced fish flows was withdrawn by USSR. No.I 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 of30 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.I jointly requested with CCRB that USSR modify and reduce fish releases into Hilton Creek to 30 
Acre-feet per month in accordance with the 2000 SiOp. A joint letter was sent on July 15, 2014 and USSR 
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 USSR. 

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 infonnation prepared jointly by USSR, CCRB, ID No.1 , and CCRB as 
requested by NMFS for the Critical Drought Operations on June 1 orh and July I sr, 2015. 

There is pending litigation, USSR v. Caltrout related to Hilton Creek and the Emergency Hilton Creek 
Pumping System. TD No.1 is an Intervener with the SYRWCD and CCRS with USSR in this case. The 
plaintiffs claim is "take" of the Endangered Steelhead/rainbow trout and temporary and permanent. fixes to 
theHCEPS. 
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Settlement documents have been submitted by the USBR, the Intervening Parties and the Environmental 
Defense Center for CaiTrout on September 23, 2015. 

USBR successfully tested the Hilton Creek Emergency pumping System rn 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 SYR WCD 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 
TDI 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. ID I requested that USBR l~ad this 
meeting to propose to NMFS that it allow the reduction of flows to I Acre Foot per day in accordance with 
the 2000 BO. Tt 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 April 29, 20 I 6 and again on May 3, 2016 to discuss the 
reduction of fish flows, the emergency Hilton Creek pumping system, and fish rescue. NMFS and USBR 
are 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 detennine 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 fill 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 tenninated. Once those releases start fi·om 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 ofthe lake now at 712 ' , USBR will be testing the Hilton Creek pump barge in March in 
anticipation ofNMFS mandating fish flow resume to Hilton Creek beginning in April. Flows will be subject 
to the criteria in the 2000 BO. 
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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, CCWA was forced 
to re-instal l 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. CCWA deliveries of SWP water to 
tl1e 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 a llows CCWA deliveries of SWP water to resume. CCWA south coast agencies 
paid for the re-installation. 

As of March 20 18, CCW A deliveries to the lake were shut down from March 21 to March 27. Typical daily 
deliveries were 40 AF. 

For the month of April, 2018, releases for fish at 4.48 AFD are made through the HCEBS and through the 
outlet works. 

Fish releases continue through the HCEBS and outlet works. As of August 6, 2018 the downstream water 
rights account for fish release throughout the duration of the ANNBNA release period. 

The Downstream water rights releases were curtailed on September 12, 2018. Fish releases from Project 
Water into Hilton Creek resumed at a rate of 8.0 I AFD. 

USBR made steelhead passage water releases the beginning on February 6, 2019 with the flow conditions 
in the Santa Ynez River and in accordance with the 2000 BO. Those releases are subject to an agreed upon 
schedule between USBR and NMFS and that come from the fish passage account of3,551 AF. The starting 
flow rate is 60 CFS and then ramping down incrementally. 

On February 9, 20 II , USBR submitted completed the documentation supporting compliance (Compliance 
Report) to NMFS with the requirements pursuant to the September I I, 2000 Biological Opinion. The binder 
contains responses and actions that address the 15 RPM's and associated Terms and Cond itions: USBR 
staff recently requested the status of the 2008, 2009 and 20 I 0 annual monitoring report, including trend 
analysis for 2005-2008 (Tenn & Condition II- I) that was not contained in the Compliance Repot1. CCRB, 
rD No. I and Parent District wi ll review the update of the 2008 report within the next week for submittal to 
USBR. The 2009 and presumably 20 I 0 reports are work in-progress being prepared by the joint biology 
staff. 

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 ID No.I , 
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.I , Parent District and CCRB on July 7. ID No.I provided comments which were incorporated into 
the final 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 (AM C) as defined in and as part of the 1994 or 200 l Fisheries MOU's 
with Reclamation and others, these comments were provided to COMB bio logy staff. Comments on the 
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Report have not yet been circulated by the bio logy 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, SYR WCD and ID No.I along with their respective 
consultants. Comments specific to the text for funding sources and preparation of the document were 
provided by lD No.I. 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, 20 I 0 and 20 II as well as 
the RPM 6 related to the monitoring of 89-18 water rights releases. COMB was named in this lettei· for not 
having submitted the 2009 report by the August 24, 20 II due date. A response was requested ofUSBR. 

On March 9, 2012, USBR submitted to the NMFS the 2009 Annual Monitoring Report and Trend Analysis 
for the Biological Opinion for the Cachuma Project. This document com pi ies with RPM 11, T &C 11 .1 of 
NMFS 's Biological Opinion. The 20 I 0 report is the next report for submittal. This document was prepared 
by USBR, the staff and consu ltants of the Cachuma Project member units. 

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

Annual Monitoring Report 20 I 0 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 II 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 call on 
July I, 2013 between the downstream patties only and USBR (Michael Jackson, SCCAO Manager et. at.) 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 
in terest 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 2000 BO. 

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 Staffs 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 JPA related to IJ .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.I are involved. 

Conflicting information and inconsistencies related to the content of the draft 2011 Annual Monitoring 
report have caused USBR to hold the submittal. 
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The 20 II Monitoring report was modified by USSR and released in March. 

The EDC has filed a 60-day notice of intent to sue USSR citing violation of the 2000 BO and the ESA 
because of the Hilton creek pump problems and referencing COMB's April 14, 2014 letter. According to 
Michael Jackson, the USSR Solicitor will be responding to both EDC and COMB. 

USSR has responded to COMB and a rebuttal from COMB to USSR. Additionally, COMB's CPBS has 
completed a draft ofRPM-6 related to water rights without the involvement ofthe SYRWCD or ID No. I 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. 

USSR 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 USSR 
by the Cachuma Member Units. 

EDC has filed a lawsuit against USSR related to the Hilton Creek Watering System interruptions and 
violation of the ESA and the 2000 80 tenns and conditions. 

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

An internal draft of the 2012 Annual Fish Monitoring Report was circulated to the consultant biologists of 
ID No.I and CCRB as well as to the SYRWCD for comment. CCRB and TD No.I will receive the draft 
prior to subm ittal to USSR. COMB biology staff prepared this document on behalf of rD No. I and CCRB 
for Reclamation ' s compliance requirements in the 2000 BO. The document has not been sent to ID No. I 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 SYR WCD staff is monitoring COMB 
activities as these procedures were not reviewed by the JDCA or 200 I MOU parties. 

TD 1 staff has prepared comments draft of the 2012 Annual Fish Monitoring Report (" AMR") which are due 
by September 15,2015. COMB sent a PDF of the 2012 AMR to USSR on October 2, 2015. District 
management forwarded to USBR on October 5, 2015 a red line Word version to assure comments by District 
management, staff, and its consultants were incorporated in the AMR. 

COMB staff has prepared a 2013 draft AMR for USSR which was reviewed by Chuck Hanson, IDI 's 
fisheries expe11. ID I 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 ofMarch 2018, 10 I has not received notification from COMB that the AMR' s from years 20 I 4 to present 
have been prepared or submitted to USSR (this is the responsibility ofiDI and CCRB under the 200 I MOU 
to conduct and prepare these studies). 

USSR, 10 No. I and CCRB legal counsel and management have scheduled a meeting at the SCCAO in 
Fresno to open begin applicant status discussion for the Sec/ion 7 Re-Consultation process. This meeting 
on June 2, 20 I I is the first of a regular series of anticipated monthly meetings with USBR over the next 
year. 
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On June 23 , 201 I, 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 , 20 I I), was discussed and submitted to Reclamation 
based on a joint action by the ID No. I, 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.I, CCRB and the Parent District which was sent to NMFS. 

This was the first formal interaction with between the three JDCA agencies 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. lt 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.I, 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 lD No. I, 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 15111 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. I. CCRB 
and the Parent District) took place on August 22, 20 II 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 Quieta Creek enhancements and other tributary 
projects that are not in the 2000 BOas voluntary. USBR, ID No.I, Parent District and CCRB will work 
together to develop the BA. Because of time constraints, the Compliance Binder review will ta~e 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.I 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. 

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 18111 in Fresno to refine the annotated 
outline. 

The meeting on October 18111 included Reclamation staff, CCRB and SYR WCD representatives, and I D 
No. I '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. I, 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 rD No.1, SYRWCD, and CCRB 
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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 Dam 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, primarily the Santa Ynez River of $389 million. 

A schedule for the development of the Biological Assessment was jointly prepared ID 1, CCRB an~ 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. USER 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 
20th submittal that only addressed the Draft BA schedule; rejecting the June 30, 2012 submittal date. The 
revised NMFS date of delivety for a Draft BAas determined by NMFS is January I, 2013, along with 
NMFS's denial to provide the new scientific data and reports it conducted. USBR and the collaborating 
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 fD No.I. 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 fD No.I (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 w ith 
advocacy parties. USBR is aware of the revisions with a deadline for submittal of all chapters on August 
23,2013. 
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T he 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 infonnation to USBR on October 8, 2013. 

USBR is planning to submit the Draft BA to NMFS by mid-November 2013. USBR is no longer 
patticipating 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 confinned 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 l 00,000 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. I was denied by USBR but collaboration wi ll be considered. 

A meeting with USBR and IDI, 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 
release a Draft Biological Opinion in January 2015. This is well ahead of the planned timing in mid-spring. 

USBR met with NMFS on November 20,2014 as part of the fonnal re-consultation. A follow up meeting 
between USBR, TD No.I , 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 
infonnation 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. 
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Neither JD No.1 nor the Parent District was aware of the meeting or the discussion and decision by CCRB. 
ID No.1 will be contacting USSR. 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 TD No.I respons ible for these activities under the 2001 MOU. 

On April 5, 2016, ID I received a link to the Draft Annual Monitoring Plan from Entrix rather than from 
COMB. ID I staff requested that COMB send al l correspondence related to fisheries documentation directly 
to IDI management. COMB staff requested comments by April20, 2014. 

ID No.I 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 
steel head. NMFS indicated in its comment letter to the SWRCB to incorporate the 2016 BO, thus the 
issuance is expected in the very near term. 

10 No. I management and Special Legal Counsel continue to monitor and are prepared to comment once the 
Public Draft is issued. ill No.I 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 avai lable on the timing of a Public Draft 80 issuance. 

Pursuant to a letter from NMFS to USBR on June 15, 2018, the Section 7 Re-consultation was terminated 
for the November 28, 2016 draft Biological Opinion and existing proposed action. The new proposed action 
wi ll be the basis of a new formal consultation under the ESA. On August l, 2018, USSR submitted it 
revised draft proposed action to NMFS for review. A meeting is scheduled between USSR, NMFS and the 
JDCA group. 

A meeting between USBR, NMFS, CCRB, 10 No.I and the SYR WCD is scheduled for October I 6, 2018 
at the NOAA offices in Long Beach. 

USBR has set the date for submittal of a new Biological Assessment to NMFS of March I, 2019. CCRB, 
ID l and SYRWCD with USBR staff will be preparing various document elements. The BA will be based 
on the USBR's revised Proposed Action. 
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A revised date has been provided for submittal of the new BA; mid-June 2019. 

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 I, 2014. With the DWR Table "A" allocation at 20%, plus SWP water 
purchased through the SWPP by south coast member along with prior year canyover, the amounts should 
suffice to meet all exchange requirements in WY 2015. However, Goleta Water District has taken delivery 
of its S WP 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 Ynez 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 151h 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. lD 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.I 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.I ' 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. fn 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.I. 

USBR announced that will be zero (0) allocation of Project water to the Cachurna 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. 

COMB relocated the barge that delivers water to the South Coast agencies prior to the downstream water 
rights releases began on July I 2. The new location is adjacent to the County Park. 
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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 TD 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, SBCWA has taken back this role in 
accordance with the Master Contract. There was zero allocation issued by USBR starting on October I, 
2016. 

USBR will institute an evaporation scenario, proposed by SB County, that both Project carryover w.ater 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 furthennore to a much lesser extent ID l (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 Val1ey 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.I, in conjunction with Stetson Engineers verified Carpinteria's model and also prepared ID 
No.I '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 detennined that a mid-year allocation be 
requested of USBR in the amount of 40% or I 0,285.6 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. lDI took its first delivery of its share 1,060 AF 
of Cachuma 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 2017/ 18 
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 20 15; 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. TO No.I 's allocation request is due June 23, 2017. 

ID No.I submitted its 20 I 7-2018 40% allocation request and reserving its right for an increased allocation 
with an increase in water in storage. 

A fonnal resolution to the inequities is expected with the accounting for new water in Cachuma and as part 
of the allocation process. ID l has a second letter to Reclamation prepared in part by Stetson Engineers to 
be sent late in the week of April 10, 2017. 
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On May 30, 2017. a formal Jetter to USBR from the District requested a reconciliation of water supply 
inequities that occurred from 2011 to 2017 associated with carryover evaporation charges, tunnel accretions, 
and un-accounted for water. LD I 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. 

I D# I 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. 10 No.I has 
had several meetings with USBR in order to seek contract options. No final determination has been made 
by USBR. 

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

TO No.I management met with the USBR Regional Director, two Deputy Directors and staff to continue to 
promote contracting option for the upcoming Water Service Contract in 2020. USBR will explore a contract 
assignment as well as a multi-party contract. 

No response from USBR regarding contract options. 

On September 10,2018, the Cachuma Member Units were informed that a Basis ofNegotiations with the 
inclusion of Section 4011 of the WIJN Act was forwarded by USBR SCCAO to the USBR Denver Service 
Center in June 2018. SB County Water Agency confirmed the inclusion but no notification was provided 
to the Cachuma Member Units. lD No.I is still awaiting contracting options. 

Santa Barbara County continues to cancel meetings with the Cachuma Member Units regarding the new 
contract terms and conditions updates and interactions with USBR. 

No additional information has been made available from USBR or the Water Agency to the Member 
Units regarding the 2020 Water Service Contract. A Grand Jury inquiry is underway requesting 
information from IDl regarding contract renewal. 

The Exchange Agreement between IDl and the south coast Cachuma Member Units is dependent on two 
factors: I) Cachuma Project water availability and allocation to ID 1; 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 fD 
No.l 's Cachuma allocation will be exchanged for an equal amount of the south coast participants SWP 
water. 

DahlfC:/sywdJboard/Conscnl Agenda May 29. 2019 21 



With the mid-year allocation in water year 2016-17, ID I will have I ,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 P1

, the new water year, there will be 1,042 AF ofwater exchanged. 

USBR issued its allocation on November 4, 2017 of a 40% delivery to the Member Units retroactive to 
October I, 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 I 0%, this would cause an exchange shortage. 

With 35% SWP allocation the south coast will have enough SWP water to exchange 532 AF of ID No.I 's 
Cachuma project allocation this water year. 

The SWP/Cachuma exchange is expected to begin in April 2019 with the 70% S WP allocation and I 00% 
delivery ofCachuma Project Water. 

Contract Number 175r-1802R (Master Contract) expires in 2020 for water service to the Cachuma Member 
U11its (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 rep011 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 IDI, 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 1he 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 
pu blic 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. 
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No technical sessions or negotiation meetings with Reclamation or the County are schedule as of May 
22,2019. 

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 stafftq discuss 
conservation plans and exemptions applicable to the District. USBR provided a draft CCR checklist on 
November 8, 2012 indicating that ID No.I 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.I is not in the CVP), ID No.I is required to prepare and submit to USBR a water 
conservation plan for its Project Water; 863 AF annually of M&J 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 of USBR and not within the Master Contract or CVPIA 
which are not reportable in a USBR water conservation plan. 

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.I '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.I on August 23 and 24, 2016. ID No.I submitted comments 
and provided further information to USBR by September 6, 2016. 

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

CA-7. Actions taken during emergency situation in New York/Washington DC on September 11, 200 I 

DHS has distributed the Terrorist Threat Reporting Guide for Critical Infrastructure. This is a joint 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 - 2019 DELIVERY 
30-Apr-19 

I New Cachuma WY 
Actual Actual Actual Actual Planned Planned Planned Planned Planned Planned Planned Planned 

Delivery Schedule 2019 Allocation AF Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct 
Table "A" EntitlemenU1 ~ - r r 

Drought Buffer (J 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Exchange less Cach Park /2 2625 0 0 0 163 350 525 515 535 515 220 

,, o•-·.- ~ , ti' /e Solvang 0 0 0 0 0 10 20 30 30 15 0 
I TOTAL 3115 0 0 0 188 400 595 605 625 580 260 

Cachuma Park/3 I 26 I 1 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 2 2 
River Wells- 6.0 CFS 65 2 64 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
R1ver Wells- 4 0 CFS 42 '3 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Upland Wells 0 60 44 68 163 41 138 92 20 187 

!Total Production 108 66 109 262 565 639 746 720 602 449 

10 Yr. Average Production 142 146 277 418 565 639 746 720 602 449 

4 0 cfs River Maximum Production ui AF 49.2 44 246 238 246 238 ?38 246 238 246 
6 0 cfs R1ver Maximum Production 1n AF 92.2 83.3 368.9 357 368 9 357 357 368 9 357 369.3 
Note/1 Reflects the 

~ 

deliveries for 2019 WY = 70% of entitlement; 145 AF Final 2017 transfer water from Solvang returned; SWP Total 245 AF 
Cachuma Project 100% or 2,651 AF as of April1 , 2019 through September 30, 2019. A mid-year allocation. 
Note /2 Blue text: Cachuma Exchange water available from Oct 1, 2018-19 w/ 100% Allocation. 

Cachuma Project Total Allocation for WY2018-19 is 2,651 AF plus 40 AF carryover 2018. 
South Coast MU must provide full Exchange amount; 

Note /3 Cachuma Project water estimated delivery to SB County Park of Cachuma Water year 2018-19 is 26 af. 
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.. ;:~c·;:-.~.\_.·; Santa Barbara County - Flood Control District 
~-- 130 Ea.'! V1ctoria Street, Sanl<l Barbara CA 93 101 - 805.568.3440 • ""'"" counlyofsb.org/pwtl 

\ ~~/ -~~:: ~:~~.~~~; Rainfall and Reservoir Summary 
Updated 8am: 4/30/2019 Water Year: 2019 Storm Number: 21 

Notes: Dai ly rainfall amounts are recorded as of8am for the previous 24 hours. Rainfall units are expressed in inches. 
Al l data on this page are from automated sensors, are preliminary, and subject to verification. 
*Each Water Year (WY) runs !Tom Sept 1 through Aug 3 1 and is designated by the calendar year in which it ends 
(_ (ltolll: l{..:al-1 im~; Rainl;i I <ml R..:~cn·,,ir \\ 'b~il< linL > J1t1p: '"\I II .('tlU!I{) o)i$h.(ll'~ hydro:Of!~ 

Rainfall lD 24 hrs Storm Month Year* %to Date 0/o of Year * AJ 
2 day(s) 

Buellton (Fire Stn) 233 0.00 0.03 0.04 17.71 109% 107% 

Cachuma Dam (USBR) 332 0.01 0.07 0. 13 24.94 130% 127% 

Carpinter-ia (Fire Stn) 108 0.02 0.09 0. 16 16.47 98% 95% 

Cuyamn (Fire Stn) 436 0.04 0.25 0.3 1 8.27 114% 108% 

Figueroa Mtn (USFS Stn) 421 0.06 0.12 0.18 24.52 118% 115% 7.0 

Gibraltar Dam (City Faci lity) 230 0.07 0.1 1 0.13 32.66 127% 125% 7.5 

Goleta (Fire Stn-Los Carncros) 440 0.01 0.13 0.13 22.93 128% 125% 

Lompoc (City Hall) 439 0.00 0.08 0.16 19.25 136% 133% 7. 1 

Los Ah~rnos (Fire Stn) 204 0.00 0 .09 0.13 18.80 127% 123% 

San Marcos Pass (USFS Stn) 212 0.03 0.18 0.22 44.43 134% 13 1o/o 

Sllnla llHrbll ra (County Bldg) 234 0.03 0.17 0.2 1 23 .58 133% 129% 

Santa Maria (City Pub.Works) 380 0.02 0.18 0.24 14.78 114% Il l% 

Santa Yncz (Fire Stn i Airport) 218 0.00 0.07 0.10 18.65 12 1% 119% 

Sisquoc (Fire Stn) 256 0.0 1 0.1 6 0.20 16.20 110% 107% 
--·------ ··~-- ------· ·---

County-wide percentage of " Normal-to-Date" rainfall : 121% 

Coun ty-wide percentage of "Normal Water-Year" rainfa ll : 118% 
-

County-wide percentage of"Nonnal Water-Year"calculated assuming .~ I (ADIC~cdcnt lo!ln I SQil ~tin~~~ I 

no more rain through Aug. 3 1, 2019 (End of WY20 19). 6.0 and below ~ Wet (m1n. - 2.5) 
6 I - 9 0 = Moderate 
9 I and above s Dry (rna'<- 12.5) 

Rc~crvn i r Elevations rcfcrcncctl t<l NGVD-29. 

Reservoirs H Cachuma 1s fi1ll and subject to sp1lling at elevat1on 750 tl 
Hmvcvcr. the lake i~ surcharged to 753 1\ for fish rcleasc water 
(Cachumu y;aler storage is hased on Dec 20 13 capacity revision) 

Spi llway Current Max. Current Current Storage Storage 

Cl1ck on Site for 
Elev. Elev. Storage Storage Capacity Change Change 

Real-Time Reading< (ft) (ft) (ac-ft) (ac-ft) (%) Mo.(ac-ft) Year*(ac-ft) 
--- --- -

Gibralta r Reservoir 1,400.00 1,400.20 4,3 14 4,357 10 1.0% 92 1,073 

Cachuma Reservoir 753.** 739.86 193.305 155,388 80.4% 3,297 92, 142 

.Ja meson Rcse rvoiJ· 2,224.00 2,223.85 5,144 5, 112 99.4% -20 2, 108 

Twitchell Reservoir 65 1.50 594.05 194,97 1 50,794 26.1 % 1,624 50,794 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

U.S. BUREAU OF RECU\MA. TDN-CACHUMA PROJECT-CALIFORNIA 

APRIL 2019 LAKECACHUMA DAILY OPERATIONS RUNOATE: May 1, 2019 

DAY B..EV STORAGE COM PlfTED" CCWA PRECIPON RB..EASE - A F. EVAP PRECIP 
ACRE-FEET INFLOW INFLOW RES. SURF. HILTON AF. INCH INCHES 

IN LAKE CHANGE AF. AF. AF. TUNNB.. CREEK OUTLET SPILLWAY 

738 48 151 ,753 
1 738.61 152.091 +338 389.3 0.0 .0 11.6 5.9 7.7 .0 26.1 .150 .00 
2 738.72 152 ,380 +289 352.8 0.0 .0 20.6 5.9 77 .0 29.6 .170 .00 
3 738.81 152.617 +237 283.9 0.0 10 9 23.4 5.9 7.6 .0 20.9 .120 .05 
4 738.88 152,801 +184 246.8 0.0 .0 23.1 5.9 7.6 .0 26.2 .150 .00 
5 738.96 153,011 +210 268.5 0.0 .0 23.9 5.9 7.7 0 21.0 .120 .00 

6 739.04 153,222 +211 267 3 0.0 0 23.4 5.9 7.7 .0 19.3 .110 .00 
7 739.12 153,432 +210 303.6 0.0 0 46.7 5.9 77 .0 33.3 190 .00 
8 739.1 9 153.590 +158 253 7 0.0 0 47.1 59 76 .0 35.1 200 .00 
9 739.24 153.748 +158 248.2 0.0 .0 47.6 5.9 86 .0 28.1 .160 .00 
10 739.27 153.827 +79 189.9 0.0 0 46.5 5.9 7.6 .0 50.9 .290 .00 

11 739.31 153,932 +105 207 9 0.0 .0 47.1 5.9 77 .0 42_2 .240 .00 
12 739.35 154,037 +105 226.2 0.0 0 496 59 77 .0 58.0 .330 .00 
13 739.40 154,169 +132 227.8 0.0 .0 47.1 5.9 7 .6 0 35.2 .200 00 
14 739.45 154,301 +132 224.9 0.0 .0 47.6 5.9 7.7 .0 31.7 .180 .00 
15 739.50 154,432 +131 204.7 0.0 .0 46.2 5.9 75 .0 14.1 .080 .00 

16 739.53 154,511 +79 173.7 0.0 0 45.9 59 7.7 .0 35.2 .200 .00 
17 739.56 154,590 +79 185.9 0.0 .0 47.5 5.9 7.7 .0 45.8 .260 .00 
18 739.60 154,695 +105 201 1 00 .0 47.3 5.9 7.6 .0 35.3 .200 00 
19 739.63 154,774 +79 163.5 0.0 .0 46.3 5.9 7.6 .0 24.7 140 .00 
20 739.65 154.828 +54 164.8 00 .0 49.6 5.9 7.7 .0 47.6 .270 .00 

21 739.68 154,908 +80 145.5 0 .0 .0 28.8 6.0 7 .7 .0 23.0 .130 .00 
22 739.70 154.961 +53 167.9 00 .0 64.3 5.9 7.6 .0 37.1 .21 0 .00 
23 739.72 155.014 +53 147.3 0.0 0 454 59 7.7 .0 35.3 .200 .00 
24 739 75 155,094 +80 181 .8 0 .0 .0 42.4 5.9 7.6 .0 45.9 .260 00 
25 739.77 155,148 +54 152.2 0.0 .0 42.2 5.9 7.7 .0 42.4 .240 .00 

26 739.80 155,228 +80 139.5 0 .0 .0 23.0 5.9 7.6 .0 23.0 .130 .00 
27 739.82 155,281 +53 141.0 0.0 0 24.9 5.9 7.7 .0 49.5 .280 .00 
28 73983 155.308 +27 92.3 0.0 0 23.5 5.9 76 .0 28.3 .160 .00 
29 739.86 155,388 +80 128.7 0 .0 13.3 22 .7 5.9 8.6 .0 24.8 140 .06 
30 739.87 155.414 +26 70.5 0.0 .0 23.0 5.9 6.8 .0 8.8 .050 .00 

TOTAL (AF) +3,661 6,151.2 0.0 24.2 1,128.3 177.1 230.6 .0 978.4 5.560 .11 
(AVG) 154,224 

co~s· 
• CO~ INFLOW IS Tl-!E SUM OF CHANGE IN STORAGE Ra.EASES AND EVAPORATION MNUS PRECIP ON Tl-!E RESffiVOIR SURFACE AMJ CCWA 
INFLOW 
DATA BASED ON 24-HOUR PERIOD ENDING 0600 
INDICA TED OUTLETS RREASE INCLUDE: A NY LEAKAGE A ROUND GATES 



UNITIDSTA TES IFARTMENT OF THE lmffiiOR 
U.S BUREAU OF RECLAMA TION-CACHLMA. ffiOJECT-CALIFORNIA 

MAY 2019 LAKE CACHUMA DAILY OPERATIONS RUN DATE: May 21 . 2019 

DAY B..EV STORAGE COMPliTED" CCWA PRECIP ON RELEASE - AF. EVAP PRECIP 
ACRE-FEET INFLOW INFLOW RES. SURF. HILTON AF. INCH INCHES 

IN LAKE CHANGE AF. AF. AF. TUNNB.. CREEK OUTLET SPILLWAY 

739.87 155,414 
739.89 155,468 +54 121. 1 0.0 .0 23.1 5.9 7.6 .0 30.5 .170 00 

2 739.91 155,521 +53 123.2 0 .0 .0 24.4 5.9 7.6 0 32.3 .180 00 
3 739.93 155.574 +53 132.5 0.0 .0 21.9 5.9 8.7 .0 43.0 .240 .00 
4 739.94 155,601 +27 99 .8 0.0 .0 23.4 5.9 7.6 0 35.9 .200 00 
5 739.94 155,601 +0 73.1 0 .0 .0 23.6 5.9 7.7 .0 35.9 .200 .00 

6 739.96 155,654 +53 109.9 0.0 .0 23.6 5.9 77 .0 19.7 .110 .00 
7 739.97 155,681 +27 85.1 0.0 4.4 23.9 5.9 7.6 .0 25.1 .140 .02 
8 739.98 155,707 +26 100.8 0.0 .0 23.5 5.9 7.7 .0 37.7 .210 .00 
9 739.98 155.707 +0 71.9 00 .0 24.3 59 7.6 .0 34.1 .190 .00 
10 739.99 155,734 +27 81 .1 0.0 .0 22.6 5.9 7.7 .0 17.9 100 .00 

11 740.02 155.814 t-80 101 .7 00 46.6 24 .2 5.9 7.7 0 30.5 .170 21 
12 74004 155,867 +53 127.3 0.0 .0 23.0 5.9 7.7 .0 37 7 .210 .00 
13 740.04 155,867 +0 82.3 0.0 .0 23.9 5.9 7.6 0 44.9 .250 .00 
14 740.04 155.867 +0 78.6 0.0 .0 23.7 5.9 7.7 0 41 .3 .230 00 
15 740.04 155.867 +0 73.0 0.0 .0 23.6 5.9 7.6 0 35.9 .200 00 

16 740.08 155.947 •80 91 .8 0.0 88.7 24 .0 5.9 7.7 .0 62.9 .350 .40 
17 740.05 155,894 r.;:; 3.0 00 2.2 23.1 5.9 7.6 .0 21 .6 .120 01 
18 740.07 155.921 +27 112.5 00 0 23 4 5.9 7.7 0 48.5 .270 .00 
19 740.13 156.107 +186 111.7 0.0 137.6 17.3 6.0 7.6 .0 32.4 .180 .62 
20 740.14 156,134 +27 41.8 00 33.3 16.5 6.0 7.6 .0 18.0 100 .15 

21 740.17 156.214 +80 152.8 0.0 .0 16.1 5.9 7.6 .0 43 2 .240 DO 

TOTAL (AF} +800 1,975.0 0.0 312.8 473.1 124.1 161 .6 .0 729.0 4.060 1.41 
(AVG) 155,797 

co~s. 

• COr.RJTED INFLOW IS THE SUM OF CHANGE IN STORAGE, Ra.EASES. A NO EVA FORA nON MINUS PRECIP ON THE RESERVOIR SURFACE A NO CCWA 
INFLOW. 
DATA BASED ON 24-HOUR PERIOD ENDING 0800 
INDICA TED OUTLETS RELEASE INQUOE AI-« LEAKAGE A ROUND GATES. 
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\ ·~~f'rff I R . f II d R . s ~>~i~~j' . a1n a an eservo1r ummary 
Updated 8am: 5/19/2019 Water Year: 2019 Storm Number: 25 

Notes: Daily rainfall amounts are recorded as of 8am for the previous 24 hours. Rainfall units are expressed in inches. 
All data on this page are from automated sensors, are preliminary. and subject to verification. 
*Each Water Year (WY) runs fr·om Sept I through Aug 3 1 and is designated by the calendar year in which it ends 
l ·.,ut.ty 1\-:al-1 illlL !Lunlall ,~,.j lk-.:n <•ir \\ ..:hsit.: li·1~ j> hup: ~h 11 ' . .:oum~ ,ol,b.<tr;; h' dwkt!:!' 

Rainfall ID 24 hrs Storm Month Year* %to Date % ofYear* Ar 
ldoy(s) 

Buelltou (Fire Stn) 233 0.58 0.58 1.28 18.99 115% 114% 

Cnchuma Dam (USBR) 332 0.69 0.69 1.42 26.36 135% 134% 

Ca rpinter·ia (Fire Stn) 208 0.64 0.64 1.34 17.81 104% 103% 

Cuyama (Fire Stn) 436 0. 10 0.10 0.41 8.68 117% 113% 

Figueroa Mtu. (USFS Stn) 421 0.87 0.87 1.61 26.13 124% 122% 7.5 

Gihrallar Dam (City Facility) 230 0.71 0.71 1.51 34.17 131% 130% 8.0 

Goleta (Fire Stn-Los Cameros) 440 0.90 0.90 1.82 24.75 136% 135% 

Lompoc (City Hall) 439 0.35 0.35 0.91 20.16 140% 139% 7.7 

Los Alamos (Fire Stn) 204 0.45 0.45 0.86 19.66 13 1% 129% 

San Mu reo~ Pass (USPS Sln) 212 0.96 0.96 2.72 47.19 141% 139% 

Santa Barbara (County Bldg) 234 1.02 1.02 2.09 25.67 142% 140% 

Santa Maria (Ciry Pub. Works) JRO 0.58 0.58 0.88 15.66 119% 118% 

Santa Ynez (Fire Stn /Airport) 218 0.60 0.60 1.32 19.97 128% 127% 

Sisquoc (Fire Stn) 256 0.59 0.59 1.24 17.44 117% 115% 
- -~- -·-·--·· ----

County-wide percentage of "Normal-to-Date" rainfall : 127% 
- ~ --

County-wide percentage of "Normal Water-Year" rainfall: 126% 
-

~~ !Aol,wlcollo!lu I Snil W~!.!!ml County-wide percentage of "Normal Water-Year"calculated assuming 
no more rain through Aug. 31,2019 (End ofWY2019). 

6.0 and below = Wet (mm = ::!.5) 
6.1 -9.0 = Moderate 
9 I and above = Dry t max = 11.5) 

Reservoir Elevations referenced lo :--IOVD-29 

Reservoirs ••eachuma is lull and subject to spilling at clcvauon 750 tl 
However. the lake ~~ surcharged to 751 ft for fish release \\alcr 
(Cachuma water ston:tgc is hused on Dec 2013 capacny r.:vtsion) 

~··- - ·-- -- - -- --
Spillway Current Max. Current Current Storage Storage 

E lev. Elev. Storage Storage Capacity Change Change 
Click on StLC for 

R.eai-Ttme Readmgs (ft) (ft) (ac-ft) (ac-ft) (%) Mo.(ac-ft) Year*(ac-ft) 
·- · - ·-

Gibraltar· Rcser·voir 1,400.00 1.400.20 4,3 14 4,357 101.0% 4 1,073 

Cachuma Reservoir 753.** 740.12 I 93,305 156,080 80.7% 613 92,834 

.Jameson Reservoir 2,224.00 2.223.89 5,144 5,119 99.5% 5 2, 115 

Twitchell Rc~er·voir 651.50 591.59 194.971 47.200 24.2% -3,625 47,200 

Previous Ra1ofall and Reservotr Summanes 



California Irrigation Management Information System (CIMIS) 

CIMIS Daily Report 
Rendered in ENGLISH Units. 
Monday, April 1, 2019 -Tuesday, April 30, 2019 
Printed on Wednesday, May 1, 2019 
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Eric Friedman 
Chairman 

Ed An drisek 
Vice Chairma n 

Ray A. Stokes 
Execu tiv<' Director 

Brownstein Hyatt 
Fa rber Sclucck 
General Counsel 

Member Agwcies 

C1ty of Buellt(ln 

Carpinte ria Valley 
Wate1 District 

Clly oi Guadalupe 

C.ty of Santa Barbara 

C1ty o f Santa Maria 

Goleta Water District 

Montecito Wnter District 

Santa Ynez River Water 
Conservation DIStrict , 
Improvement District #1 

1\ssociale Member 

1 a Cumbrc Murual 
Water Company 

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

MEETING NOTICE 

A REGULAR MEETING OF THE FINANCE COMMITTEE 
of the 

CENTRAL COAST WATER AUTHORITY 

will be held at 8:45a.m., on Thursday, April 25, 2019 
at 255 Industrial Way, Buellton, California 

THE FOLLOWING ITEMS WILL BE DISCUSSED AT THE MEETING OF THE 
COMMITTEE AND A VOTE MAY BE TAKEN FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
RECOMMENDING ACTION BY THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS. 

I. Call to Order and Roll Call 

\ 

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

Ill. * Minutes of the October 25, 2018 Meeting of the Finance Committee and 
Special Meeting of the Board of Directors 

IV. * FY 2018/19 Third Quarter Investment Report 

V. * Annual Review of the CCWA Investment Policy 

VI. Reports from Committee Members for Information Only 

VII. Items for Next Regular Meeting Agenda 
A. FY 2018/19 Fourth Quarter Investment Report 

VIII. Date of Next Regular Meeting: July 25, 2019 

IX. Adjournment 

. ,,~. 

l ; 

* Indicates attachment of document to agenda packet. 



f. ric Friedman 
Chairman 

Ed Andrisek 
Vice Cha irman 

Ray A. S tokes 
Executive Director 

Brownstein Hyatt 
Farber Schreck 
General Counsel 

Member Agencies 

City of Buellton 

Carpinteria Valley 
Water Dt•trict 

C ity of G ua dalupe 

City of Sa nta Barbara 

CitynfSanta Maria 

Goleta Water Di.~tnct 

'vlontecito Water District 

Santa Yncz River Water 
Conserva Lion District. 
Improvement Distr~ct #l 

Associnlc Member 

La Cumbre Mutual 
Watl'rCom pany 

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

A Meeting of the 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
OF THE 

CENTRAL COAST WATER AUTHORITY 

will be held at 9:00a.m. , on Thursday, April 25, 2019 
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 March 28, 2019 Regular Meeting 
* B. Approve Bills 
* C. Controller's Report 
* D. Operations Report 

IV. Executive Director's Report 
A. CCWA Water Supply Situation Report 

• B. Finance Committee 
1. FY 2018/19 Third Quarter Investment Report 
2. Annual Review of the CCWA Investment Policy 

* C. Final FY 2019/20 Budget 
* D. Annual Chemical Contract Negotiations 
* E. Santa Ynez Pumping Plant, Tank Sites #2 and #5 Pavement Maintenance 

Project 

v. 
VI. 

VII. 

VIII. 

Reports from Board Members for Information Only 

Items for Next Regular Meeting Agenda 

Date of Next Regular Meeting: May 23, 2019 

Adjournment 

' ' • ',l ' ' 
' ' 

* Indicates attachment of document to original agenda packet. 
• Indicates enclosure of document with agenda packet. 
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To:  Board of Trustees 
 
From:  Chris Dahlstrom, General Manager 
  Mary Martone, Administrative Manager 
   
Date:  May 29, 2019 

 
Subject: Fiscal Year 2019/2020 Preliminary Budget  
 
Agenda Item:  VIII.A.3 
 

Budget in Summary 
FY 2019/2020 Preliminary Budget 

 

 
Summary 
The District’s fiscal year budget is one of the most important documents prepared by District 
management for the Board of Trustees.  Through the process of planning and preparing the 
Budget, management compared the 2016 Water Rate Study results with the prior year financial 
conditions and year-end outcomes, then forecasted the funding needs of the District in order to 
continue to provide water service, meet its regulatory requirements, and comply with its financial 
obligations throughout the fiscal year.  This Board is then given the opportunity to determine a 
Budget suitable for approval that meets the District’s administration, operations, maintenance 
programs, debt service and other financial commitments for the coming year.   
 
The Preliminary Budget for FY2019/20 was developed from the Uniform System of Accounts for 
Water Utilities which includes a set of tables illustrating in detail all categories of revenues and 
expenditures of the District. The accounting for the budget is supported by the QuickBooks 
accounting system which is verified annually by an independent audit performed by Bartlett, 
Pringle & Wolf.  The basis of the revenue table is the approved 2016 Water Rate Study 
reflecting the 5% increase in water revenues for FY2019/20 with adjustments based on the prior 
year-end budget projections as well as results of actual financial conditions occurring in 
FY2018/2019.  The Budget tables show categories of the operating Revenues as compared to 
operating Expenditures with Debt Service and the Special Studies expenditures including 
compliance with the Endangered Species Act and Public Trust Resources (Fisheries) regulatory 
requirements, as well as State Water Resources Control Board water rights activities.  The 
amount of expenses within these categories and the Construction-In-Progress expenditures is 
expected to be funded in part by operating Revenues and accumulated reserves.   
The Budget tables are supported by textual explanation for each major revenue and expenditure 
category with the description of line item accounts that are notable or of specific interest to 
assist the public in understanding the District’s budget and the Board in making its 
determination.    
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On October 26, 2016 the Board approved the Water Rate Study introducing a 15 percent usage 
rate adjustment on Domestic and Rural Residential/Limited Agricultural and a higher percentage 
on Agricultural usage, which the rate setting was approved on December 13, 2016 and became 
effective on February 1, 2017.  The monthly meter charges remained static until January 2018 
when increases were enacted.   
 
The FY2018/19 rate adjustment in both usage rate and monthly meter charge was anticipated to 
increase revenues to $7.861 million in that fiscal year; however due to hardened conservation 
across all classifications, new reduced standards of consumption, and all time historic low water 
demand, there is an expected shortfall in year-end projected revenues totally $7.295 million. 
The 5 percent increase in revenues per the Water Rate Study is not expected in FY2018/19. For 
preparation of the FY 2019/20 Preliminary Budget, these revenue factors and values were 
applied as the baseline then adjusted to reflect the actual trend of water sales at nine (9) months 
through year-end FY2018/19 then forecast for each Revenue category.  In addition to water rate 
adjustments in January 2019, the Board determined to re-establish the collection of the Special 
Assessment Ad Valorem Tax for the District on land value only for those parcels within its 
service area boundary.  The first installment of the assessment was realized in December 2017.  
 
In summary, the Preliminary Budget Revenues with the Special Assessment are anticipated to 
be sufficient to meet the stabilized and reduced Operating Expenses and Debt Service 
requirements with a net roll forward balance of $2,224,964.  This balance is applied to the 
$441,350 for Other Expenses category and from that expenditure those remaining net operating 
Revenues in the amount of $1,783,614 are earmarked to fund the deferred and required 
Construction in Progress budget classification of $2,530,499. Therefore, a forecasted net 
shortfall balance of $746,886 is anticipated to be needed from Reserves.  The FY2019/20 
Budget details are described below. 
 
Highlights 
General Information 

 Form of Government – Water Conservation Act of 1939 
 Function under the California Water Code Section 74000 & 75000 
 Date of Organization July 6, 1959 
 Cachuma Project Member Unit & SWP Participating Agency  
 Area served – Santa Ynez, Ballard, Los Olivos, the unincorporated in between those townships, and the 

City of Solvang (Note: Only the City of Solvang is a customer of the District but not the residents within the 
City limits) 

 Fiscal Year End June 30th 
 
Operational Information 

 2,716 Domestic/Commercial/Rural Residential Service Connections  
 99 Agricultural Service Connections 
 Water Served – Average Annual Production over 10 year period – 5,374 Acre Feet 
 Sources of Supply (Typical)  – Cachuma Project (42%), Santa Ynez River Appropriations (26%), Uplands 

Ground water (24%) and SWP water (8%).  Drought 2018  – Cachuma Project (20%), Santa Ynez River 
Appropriations (35%), Upland Ground water (43%) and SWP water (2%).   

 District Pipelines (in miles) 92 
 Number of Booster Pump Stations = 4 with 12 pumps 
 Number of Wells = 22 
 SWP/ID No.1 Turnout = 5 stage pump system 
 Number of water storage reservoirs/tanks = 4 with a total capacity of 16.7 million gallons 
 Current number of full-time equivalent (FTE) positions  

 9 FTE and 1 Part-Time – Management, Administrative, and Water Resources; 8 FTE– Operations 
and Maintenance 
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Budget and Reserve Fund Background 
On October 26, 2016, the District’s Board of Trustees adopted the Water Rate Study and 
approved the Water Rate Schedule on December 13, 2016 that became effective on February 
1, 2017 which incrementally planned for increases revenues over a five year period.  Rates 
were developed to meet Operating Expenses, Debt Service and Other Expenses.  This Water 
Rate Study also included a Reserves analysis and a forecast to add to those Reserve Funds 
over that same period to allow for recovery of reserve deficits that occurred over a six year 
period.  The current balance as shown below with the rate setting and the re-establishment of 
the Special Tax Assessment results in the eventual full recovery of the reserve fund balance by 
2021.  The FY 2019/20 Budget indicates a stabilization of the reserve balance.   
 
Below are the past fiscal year and most current Reserve balances based on actual accounting 
and audit information with the Reserve Balance table reflecting reserves in LAIF.   
 
 

RESERVE BALANCE 
 

June 30, 2018   March 31, 20191 

Board Reserved  
Debt Repayment Obligation2 $   884,221    $1,676,799 
Repair & Replacement  $1,603,490    $2,087,412 
Plant Expansion   $1,879,011    $3,073,571 
   Subtotal $4,366,722    $6,837,782 
 
Restricted Reserve 
Dev. Fee; SY Septic  $  109,212    $  109,212 
 
 
State Water Project Reserve3 $3,000,000    $3,000,000 
 

1. Year-end Reserve amount subject to change based on year-end actual accounting for projects and debt service expenditures. 
2. Reserve funds for 2004A Bond payable on June 1; SWP payment due on June 1; and USBR Safety of Dams Repayment Contract.   
3. One year set aside payment established to guarantee ID No.1’s contractual debt obligation if a default occurs by the City of Solvang; 

Payment for SWP water including debt service obligation. 
 
 

In review of the FY2018/19 year-ending budget, there is “projected” $1,455,401 net revenue.  
This is the estimated net position after funding Operating expenditures, accumulating funds in 
the amount of $783,639 for the District’s SWP Debt Service plus the $302,391 Series 2004A 
bond payment, and SOD contract payment of $26,976 due on June 1, 2019, funding $825,901 
of Special Studies and only $949,946 of the capital projects.  Despite the increased costs of 
defending legal claims, actual litigation, and threat of litigation, this net positive balance is a 
result of SWP credits, USBR payment deferral, the reversal of the State mandated Cr6 
activities, which were suspended in May 2017 by a court order, and deferring $902,871 of 
treatment and infrastructure replacement. There is no forecasted deficit at year-end June 30, 
2019 and those final net audited funds will be added to Reserves.   
 
The FY2019/20 Preliminary Budget was prepared with the increased revenues based on the 
2016 Water Rate study, but providing for adjustments in anticipated revenues based on the 9-
month actual water sales with year-end projections that reflect overall water sales revenue of 
1% less than budgeted in 2018/19.  Then, incorporating further balancing of expenditures, and 
using the factors described above with “projections” for revenues and expenditures line items 
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based on the previous year-end budget with adjustments that reflect actual changes in financial 
and economic conditions such as water sales, interest income, water charges and costs of 
services.  This Budget also presents the “Operating Expenditures” inclusive of the General and 
Administrative expenditures, the Operations and Maintenance costs and the District’s Debt 
Service categories.    
 
There are two additional expenditure categories: Other Expenses and Construction-in-Progress.   
 
The Other Expenses category includes a financial appropriation for Special Studies and 
Programs specifically related to the Cachuma Project, Endangered Species Act, environmental 
and permitting requirements, and Federal and State compliance measures that are conducted 
and funded wholly or in part by the District on behalf of the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation and the 
SWRCB; respectively.  Because the District is a signatory to the 2001 Fisheries MOU, it retains 
a contractual obligation to budget for a supplemental fund to pay for implementation of certain 
fisheries programs and projects pursuant to the National Marine Fisheries Service (“NMFS”) 
2000 Biological Opinion (pursuant to the Endangered Species Act).  This category also involves 
funding for special legal and engineering associated with the Cachuma Project and downstream 
water rights hearings and orders through the State Water Resources Control Board, and other 
regulatory compliance activities.  All of the above directly relates to the continuing operation of 
the Cachuma Project and the District’s water rights water.    
 
Additionally, funding is needed for the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) and 
other District programs.  The State of California regulations related to SGMA are applicable to 
all of the District’s Upland Groundwater Basin wells.    
 
Non-annual recurring expenses (“NARES”) are shown in this subcategory.  There expenditures 
are related to Santa Ynez River wells and specifically for preliminary engineering studies for a 
treatment facility anticipated to meet the State’s Water Quality standards for the Madera 29 well.  
The State’s previous mandate for Hexavalent Chromium (“Cr6”), adopted on July 1, 2014 was 
remanded by court order in May 2017; thus funding is not included in the FY2019/20 Budget.     
 
For FY2019/20, there are projected net revenues available to cover Other Expenses.  However, 
if litigation occurs related to a new Biological Opinion, the SWRCB, or other unanticipated legal 
services, Reserve funds may be needed. 
 
The second expenditure category, Construction-in-Progress represents projects, facility 
improvements and betterment, and equipment that can be capitalized.  These capital account 
items are typically based on a Capital Implementation Plan that was developed to assist in the 
prioritization of projects and activities but remains a dynamic guideline that is subject to 
economic, institutional and regulatory factors.  Over the past six years, most capital 
expenditures have been deferred due to budgetary constraints, however, for FY 2019/20 
infrastructure and water production expenditures are now critical to maintain water supply and 
ensure system-wide integrity.  Capital Improvement Projects include repair and replacement of 
infrastructure, system mainline valve replacements, upland well replacement and treatment, and 
other required compliance and redundancy improvements.     
 
The funding sources for all categories are the revenues derived primarily from Water Sales and 
Service, Fees and Other Revenue.  Once the Operating Expenditures and Debt Service are 
funded from this operating revenue source, any remaining balance is applied to the Other 
Expenses categories, if available.  The Repair and Replace and Plant Expansion Reserves are 
specifically designated and used to fund the Capital Improvement Projects.  According to the 
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2016 Water Rate Study, the FY2019/20 CIP’s were projected to be funded by operating 
Revenues.  This is not expected to occur entirely in this budget year due to anticipated revenues 
constraints.  
 
In summary, the specific revenue and expenditure categories of the Budget are a result of the 
adopted water rates and revenues, the prior year audit data, cross-referenced with the financial 
account information, and then modified using actual 9-month revenues and expenditure data 
from the current fiscal year to forecast the year-end June 30 financial figures.  This information 
is used as the basis with known actual adjustments to develop the FY2019/20 Preliminary 
Budget.  
 
Budget in Detail 
This Preliminary Budget $11,751,494 reflects an overall 1.7% increase compared to the 
“projected” June 30, 2018 year-end results but 7.2% less than the Water Rate Study financial 
forecast.  The basis of the Budget is primarily derived from the approved incremental water rate 
increase on January 1, 2019 from the rate study’s revenue table with water sales adjustments 
based the previous fiscal year actuals, and the $875,000 Special Assessment Ad Valorem Tax 
revenue.  Other anticipated financial factors include capital facility charges, interest income, 
stabilization of expenditures, and a decrease in the SWP water payment.  The results shown 
below reflect forecasted revenues that will meet the projected Operating Expenditures and Debt 
Service with a net revenue balance of $2,224,964 are projected.  This revenue balance will fund 
the Other Expenses category with a remaining $1,783,614 in net operating revenue 
appropriations available to fund a part of the $2,530,499 needed for Construction-in-Progress 
(CIP).  Therefore, $746,886 is required from Reserves to fund the remaining balance of capital 
projects.   The net projected position after CIP expenditures will not allow for Reserve recovery 
in this fiscal year.   
 
The Preliminary Budget for FY2019/20 is $11,751,494 which represents an overall increase of 
only $378,529 from the prior fiscal year budget which was an extremely conservative budget 
due to hardening water conservation measures and reduced water sales. This Budget deviates 
from the Water Rate Study that was forecasted at $12,591,000.  The most significant impact on 
the FY2019/20 Budget is a shift in consumption from prior years, resulting in nearly 20% less 
typical water demand, thus reduced consumption is corresponding to neutral revenues as 
compared to FY2018/19.  A comparison of year-ending budgets to the FY2018/19 Budget is 
shown below.  Table 1 below shows the total Budget comparison since FY2015/16. 
 
 

.   
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Summary of Revenues: 
The District operates entirely based on the cost of service with revenues derived primarily from 
water sales, the special tax assessment, and other water services fees including the pass-
through revenue for the City of Solvang SWP payment.  For the FY 2019/20 Budget, the total 
Operating Revenues are projected at $11,751,494 including the SWP revenue of $3,166,279 
from the City of Solvang which is more than the prior fiscal year by $248,853. Actual projected 
total revenues are $8,585,215 without the SWP pass-through payment and is less than last 
year’s revenues of $8,589,017.  Table 2 shows the actual water sales revenue at the year-end 
forecast at June 30, 2019 of $6,799,933 which is less than the previous year of $6,996,888.    
 
Revenues from the City of Solvang water purchases reflect a slight increase due to 70% 
allocation from the SWP but continuing water conservation.  SWP revenue from the City of 
Solvang is a pass-through payment also increased from the prior year.   
 
The FY 2019/20 Budget reflects the 1.7% revenue projections based on the approved water rate 
increases that are shown as revenue sources, Special Assessment of $875,000, and CFC 
revenues, indicate slow recovery conditions.   Uncertain water sales, low interest rates, and 
indeterminate water service revenues, remain factors in predicting a stabilization of the District’s 
financial health.  As such, the revenues for water sales and service, assessments, fees as well 
as other revenue sources are summarized below.  Table 2 and 2A illustrate the water sales 
revenues and the distribution of revenue sources, respectively.   
Table 2 
 

Year‐End Water Sales, Actual

2010 $5,109,453.00

2011 $5,009,464.00

2012 $5,371,780.00

2013 $5,531,585.00

2014 $6,889,450.00

2015 $6,157,694.00

2016 $5,868,155.00

2017 $6,367,009.00

2018 $6,728,473.00

Forecast 2019 $6,788,833.00

Year‐End Total Operating Expenses

2010 $5,176,080.00

2011 $5,112,565.00

2012 $5,655,333.00

2013 $5,662,260.00

2014 $6,492,699.00

2015 $6,621,009.00

2016 $6,356,370.00

2017 $6,048,691.00

2018 $6,167,397.00

Forecast 2019 $6,242,918.00

Water Sales vs. Total Operating Expenses 2010‐2019

$4,000,000.00

$5,000,000.00

$6,000,000.00

$7,000,000.00

 
 



 7

Overall, Operating Revenues for water sales and fees for all categories in FY2019/20 generally 
increased by only 1.7% from the prior year year–end projections based on the revenue 
projections from the actual year-end figures and forecasting using the approved water rate 
increases.  However, the FY2019/20 falls short of the planned 5% cash flow revenues in the 
2016 Water Rate Study.   The Special Assessment was factored into the revenue stream this 
fiscal year.  Also, a number of cumulative factors may affect revenue certainty including 
conservative values for frost protection water use by Agricultural customers, more private well 
drilling, and continuing moderate levels of water conservation by domestic, rural residential, and 
agricultural customers.  The revenue projections for FY2019/20 also based on the new low 
consumption water demand by each classification which is projected to continue with 
consideration the above variable factors. 
 
 
Table 2A 

 
 
 

Summary of Expenditures: 
Based on the projected Water Sales and other Operating Revenues including the Special 
Assessment for FY 2019/20, the overall Operating Expenditures for various accounts and 
programs in the categories of Operation & Maintenance, General  & Administrative, and Debt 
Service will be adequately funded and a net revenue balance of $2,224,964 will result.  
Additionally, the net balance of Operating Revenues is expected to fund the Other Expenses-
Special Studies category element of the Budget and therefore, funding from Reserves will not 
be required.  According to the 2016 Water Rate Study, net Operating Revenues (with the 
Special Assessment) were anticipated to fully fund operating expenses with a set aside in 
reserves for Construction-In-Progress (CIP) items.  This will occur with a net balance of 
$1,783,614 to partially fund CIP.   Table 3 shows all Expenditure categories for FY2019/20 in 
comparison to the previous fiscal year. 
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Table 3 

  
 

Net Revenues are expected to be sufficient to fund accounts with no re-allocated District 
Reserves except for a portion of the CIP in order to balance this portion of the budget.   
 
As such, the expenditures for Operation and Maintenance, General & Administration, Debt 
Service, Construction in Progress and other Expenses are summarized below. 
 
Expenditures Operation and Maintenance (O&M) 
The overall budget for O&M Expenditures for FY2019/20 is greater than the prior fiscal year-end 
expenditures by $980,487 with the Source of Supply category having the single largest increase 
by $851,653 as compared to year-end FY2018/19. This is a result of increased DWR charges 
for State Water and USBR increased water rates in the coming fiscal year.  Increases also are 
planned for the Infrastructure account by $66,640 as a result of funding deferred maintenance, 
the Pumping category at $49,521 more because of energy costs, and the Water Treatment 
account by $13,946 due to more well water expected to be water produced. Transmission and 
Distribution slightly decreased by $1,293 because of a change in the labor force.  Table 4 
illustrates the distribution of costs per O&M categories.   
 
 Table 4 
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Expenditures General and Administration (G&A) 
The G&A Expenditures for FY2019/20 are slightly more than the prior fiscal year budget by 
$1,692 and only $212,035 from the year-end projections.  The G&A line items are generally cost 
neutral from the prior year.   Salaries and benefits categories remain consistent with the prior 
year budget with only a $9,056 increase or ½ of 1 percent change.  All other administrative, 
contracts, and required operations line items only slightly increase due to minor inflationary and 
vendor cost increases.   Legal costs reflect the year-end actuals for general legal work 
performed to comply with law and respond to legal general counsel related issues.    Table 5 
below illustrates the distribution of costs for the G&A expense categories. 
 
                     
 

      
 Table 5 
 

 
 

 
 

Debt Service 
Debt Service accounts for FY 2019/20 include USBR Safety of Dams repayment which remains 
constant for the 50-year term at $26,976 and Series 2004 “A” Bond interest and principal 
repayment of $291,956 slightly decreases based on the repayment terms.  The total Debt 
Service must be paid from operating revenues on June 1 of each year.  The FY2019/20 
operating Revenues inclusive of the Special Tax Assessment are expected to fund the operating 
Expenses plus Debt Service with the District’s Bond Covenant obligations expected to be met 
for CCWA and the Series 2004A requirements.  The District is required to have its revenues 
cover 100% of its Operating Expenses with sum of its net revenue obligations for Operating 
Expenses and Debt Service combined must meet 125% coverage.   For FY2019/20, the 2004 
Series “A” Bond coverage is 629% while the CCWA Bond 2016A is 181%; and therefore in 
compliance the bond obligations. 
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Other Expenses 
For FY2019/20, the $441,350 of expenses needed in the Other Expenses category is projected 
to be funded by the net balance of Operating Revenues of $2,244,964 and not derived from a 
Reserve re-allocation from the LAIF Repair and Replace Construction Reserve or the Plant 
Expansion Reserve funds as was the case in prior to FY2018/19. The summary these 
categories is shown on Table 6 and summarized below. 
 
Table 6 

 
 
 
In the Preliminary Budget, the Other Expenses category is anticipated to decrease by $384,551 
compared to the year-end projections.  The two primary factors are:  the Fisheries Program; and 
Unanticipated Legal expenditures.  Funds for the Fisheries items are forecast to decrease due 
to the reduced payment obligations as part of a legal settlement reached in 2018 following ID 
No.1’s withdrawal from Cachuma Operation and Maintenance Board. In the new fiscal year, 
funds are earmarked for ID No.1’s consultants and support expertise to conduct only actions 
required for Cachuma Project Continuing Operations related to fisheries, water rights, 
participation with USBR in the NMFS re-consultation, and expenditures related to the ESA and 
SWRCB compliance for the benefit of ID No.1 only.   
 
The Unanticipated Special Legal for FY2018/19, there were several lawsuits and claims against 
the District which were unanticipated and the year-end projections are $252,158.  Although the 
District prevailed in some of those claims with all others pending, they required legal defense 
and representation.  In FY 2019/20, there remains on-going threats and actual litigation 
continuing from the prior year; however, those legal costs not expected to be as significant.    
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The FY2019/20 Budget shows that the anticipated Operating Revenues are sufficient to fund the 
Other Expenses for Special Studies/Program: the State of California required compliance 
associated with Water Quality regulations and DDW compliance actions; USBR-NMFS re-
consultation process; water rights protections related to the ESA compliance; Sustainable 
Groundwater Management Act compliance; USBR contracts; and the SWRCB draft orders and 
hearing process.  Funding is forecast to be less with conservative consultant and special legal 
costs because those costs are reduced due to continuing ID No.1 in-house policy and legal 
expertise and resources.   
 
The costs related to fisheries activities, SWRCB, SGMA and water rights under this budget 
category have resulted in a decrease in out-source funding by $384,551 in FY2019/20 due to 
need to shift in funding for ID No.1 interests and infrastructure needs 
 
The Other Expenses expenditures are based on actual expenditures from budgets, cost 
estimates from consultants, and limited shared contractual costs with other agencies which 
totals $441,350.  The funding for this category will be derived from the anticipated net revenues.  
With the reduction in expenditures in this category, no reserves are expected to be needed 
unless unforeseen events occur which funding will require approval by the Board.  
 
Construction in Progress 
In years past, the Capital Improvements under this category were typically funded by some or 
entirely by operating surplus revenues that are deemed additions to Construction Reserves (or 
the remaining revenues after the O&M, G&A, Debt Service and Other Expenses are funded) or 
funded using a combination of those additions to reserves and reserve funds accumulated in 
surplus years and held in LAIF.   
 
Since 2012, Capital improvement projects were reduced to a minimum and deferred to future 
years because of significant Budget constraints and a drawdown of Reserves to meet operating 
costs each year since. District finances shortfalls were caused by inadequate water rates to 
generate needed revenues, loss of tax assessments, and water conservation resulting revenue 
reductions impacting the Repair and Replace Construction Reserve and the Plant Expansion 
Reserve.  In FY 2018/19, revenues were stabilized allowing for net revenues to be added to 
reserves for Capital Improvements.   
  
For FY2019/20, some significant deferred projects in the Construction in Progress category 
expenditures are now deemed necessary and most critical, are included in this year’s budget 
cycle.  Of the $2,530,499 for Capital projects, it is anticipated that $1,783,614 of the remaining 
net revenue balance will be applied and the outstanding balance -$748,886 will funded by the  
Repair and Replace Construction Reserve or the Plant Expansion Reserve.  The capital 
improvement items are based on the capital improvement program that identified projects for 
replacement, betterment, upgrades or repairs, and then modified to include projects from the 
prior year that did not occur or postponed large projects in order to manage the costs for the 
fiscal year.  Approximately 30% of the total CIP budget for FY2019/20 is dependent on Reserve 
funding.   
 
It should be noted that if additional capital improvement projects are needed, all funding will 
come Repair and Replace or Construction Reserves. Should the Board desire increases in a 
certain category, program or capital improvement project level of funding, these Reserves must 
be utilized.  With the current funding for CIP’s, $747,886 will be needed from Reserves, a zero 
balance will remain.  
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FY 2019/20 Budget Summary 
The FY2019/20 Preliminary Budget is based on the October 26, 2016 Board approved Water 
Rate Study and the December 2016 rate approval and an overall rate adjustment on effective on 
January 1, 2019 and then again a similar water usage rate adjustments with the fixed meter 
charges increasing on January 1, 2020.  Also, revenues were projected using FY2018/19 water 
revenue increases of 5% for a portion of the year.  All of these values were applied as the 
baseline revenues then adjusted to reflect the actual water sales with 20% water conservation 
and resulting in only a 1.7% revenue increase in water sales revenues for FY2019/20.  As a 
result, the rate increases did not produce the forecasted and expected revenues as described in 
both the 2016 Water Rate Studies.  In addition to the adjusted rate revenues from water sales, 
the Board held the collection of the Special Assessment Ad Valorem Tax to $875,000 for the 
District on land value only for those parcels within its service area boundary.   
 
As a result, the Preliminary FY2019/20 Budget Revenues with the Special Assessment of 
$11,751,494 are anticipated to be sufficient to the meet O&M and G&A Expenses and Debt 
Service requirements of $9,526,531 with a net balance of $2,244,964.   
 
This net balance of $2,244,964 will be applied will be applied to the $441,350 for Other 
Expenses needed to fund the costs for engineering, design, and permitting for facilities 
anticipated to meet the Water Quality standards and DDW Compliance Plan, and Special 
Studies expenditures, specifically the compliance requirements of the Endangered Species Act 
and ID No.1’s programs.  The end results are sufficient funds to cover all operating expenditures 
with a remaining net balance in the amount of $1,783,614 to be applied in part to Capital repairs 
and replacement of infrastructure and system improvements forecast at $2,530,499.  There is 
shortfall balance of $747,886 that will funded by the Repair and Replace Construction Reserve 
or the Plant Expansion Reserve.   
 
A balanced Operating Budget is accomplished by projecting revenues that reflect the water rate 
adjustments and the Special Assessment Ad Valorem tax, and by controlling cost expenditures 
in the G&A and O&M account categories with adjustments in various levels of funding from the 
previous year expenditures across most accounts, and then forecasting significantly reduced 
interest income, water conservation impacts, and less than expected water sales revenues.  
 
On the expenditure side, line item costs were considered and reduced where applicable.  
Factors affecting adjustments included the continuing operation of the water system, the cost of 
purchased water, supporting system maintenance, and maintaining service.   Costs were 
stabilized to the extent possible but adjusted as expenditures were necessary and dictated by 
outside sources.  
 
Debt Service will be funded from the operating revenues as required in the Series 2004A and 
CCWA 2016A Bonds and to meet the covenant coverage of 125% of operating costs.   
 
Although there is an estimated $1,455,401 net revenue balance year-ending June 30, 2019, 
those accumulated funds will be added to reserves to meet the June 1, 2019 Bond and SWP 
payment obligations for ID No.1 and the City of Solvang. 
 
Furthermore, the $747,866 budget shortfall for Capital repairs and replacement of infrastructure 
and system improvements will be needed from Reserves to balance the FY2019/20 budget.  
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Recommendation:  That the Board of Trustees review the Preliminary Budget for Fiscal 
Year 2019/20 and provide comment or direction to management whether to accept the FY 
2019/20 Preliminary Budget or make modifications.   Approval of the FY2019/20 Final 
Budget by Resolution will be recommended and considered for action by the Board at 
the June 18, 2019 Board of Trustees meeting.  



May 29, 2019

 

REVENUE FY 18/19 FY 18/19 YTD % Projected Revenues Draft Budget

Account  No. Service & Sales  Budget 9-Month Revenues of Budget June 30-2019 FY 19/20

601000 Agriculture Water Sales & Meter Charges 790,198$            635,680$                        80% 794,601$                          814,466$                 
602000 Domestic Water Sales & Meter Charges 4,103,847$         3,154,403$                     77% 3,864,144$                       4,018,710$              
602100 Rural Res/Lmt'd Ag Sales & Meter Charges 2,241,477$         1,712,950$                     76% 2,141,188$                       2,291,071$              
602200 Cachuma Park Water Sales 14,553$              11,896$                          82% 14,275$                            14,775$                   
606000 Water Sales to City of Solvang 54,364$              287,591$                        529% 316,350$                          57,082$                   
608000 Water Sales - On-Demand 56,102$              38,480$                          69% 46,176$                            47,793$                   
611500 Fire Service Charges 115,476$            91,927$                          80% 114,909$                          117,207$                 
604000 Temporary Water Sales 5,000$               3,121$                            62% 3,433$                             3,553$                    

Subtotal Water Sales 7,381,017$        5,936,050$                     80% 7,295,077$                      7,364,657$             

611100 New Services Fees 15,000$              49,642$                          331% 59,571$                            20,000$                   
611900 New Fire Service Fees 1,500$                -$                                    0% -$                                      1,500$                     

611200;612400 Misc Serv Rev;Penalties;Reconnection 60,000$              50,715$                          85% 60,858$                            62,683$                   
Subtotal Service 76,500$              100,357$                        131% 120,429$                          84,183$                   

Assessments, Fees & Other Revenue
627000-627200 Special Assessment 875,000$            495,295$                        57% 883,846$                          875,000$                 
628000-630300 Interest Income 145,000$            115,588$                        80% 144,485$                          147,375$                 

625100 Annexation Fees -$                    -$                                    0% -$                                      -$                         
625200 Application Fees/Special Services 14,000$              3,752$                            27% 5,253$                              6,000$                     

611600; 612300 Capital Facilities Charges;Main Ext. Fees-Admin 75,000$              129,748$                        173% 149,210$                          75,000$                   
620006; 620008 Reimbursed Labor 7,500$                2,942$                            39% 3,677$                              5,000$                     
624000-634100 Other Misc Revenues; Grants; Loans; Ins Claims 15,000$              17,964$                          120% 34,133$                            28,000$                   
620100-620500 Repair and Special Reimbursements -$                    0% -$                                      

890100 Solvang SWP Payment 2,783,948$         2,917,426$                     105% 2,917,426$                       3,166,279$              

Subtotal Assessment & Fees 3,915,448$         3,682,715$                     94% 4,138,030$                       4,302,654$              

TOTAL 11,372,965$       9,719,122$                     85% 11,553,535$                     11,751,494$            

Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District, Improvement District No.1

PRELIMINARY BUDGET FY 2019-20

Page 1



EXPENDITURES OPERATIONS & MAINTENANCE FY 18/19 FY 18/19 YTD % Projected Expenditures Draft Budget

Account No. Source of Supply  Budget 9-Month Expenditures of Budget June 30-2019 FY 19/20

703000 Cachuma Project (USBR) Water Purchase 410,069$            120,791$                        29% 231,596$                          283,856$                 
703200 Cachuma Project Renewal/Environmental Fund 10,600$              -$                                    0% -$                                      26,510$                   
704000 State Water Charge- District Payment 814,618$            626,912$                        77% 783,639$                          1,300,785$              
86000 State Water Project - City of Solvang pymt 2,783,948$         2,917,426$                     105% 2,917,426$                       3,166,938$              

705000 Ground Water Charge 45,000$              20,826$                          46% 41,653$                            45,000$                   
706000 Cloudseeding Program -$                        -$                                    0% -$                                      -$                             
707000 River Well Field Licenses (4.0cfs , 6.0cfs, Gallery) 15,000$              12,103$                          81% 12,103$                            15,000$                   

Subtotal S. of S. 4,079,235$         3,698,057$                     91% 3,986,416$                       4,838,089$              
Infrastructure

711000 Maintenance of Wells 19,348$              13,114$                          68% 16,392$                            50,200$                   
711100 Maintenance of Packer Well 5,000$                -$                                    0% 4,050$                              3,000$                     
712000 Maintenance of Mains 20,000$              23,442$                          117% 28,130$                            64,000$                   

713000;714000 Maintenance of Structures & Reservoirs 40,000$              6,398$                            16% 41,988$                            40,000$                   
Subtotal Infrastructure 84,348$             42,954$                          51% 90,560$                           157,200$                

Pumping
726000 Pumping Expense - Power 590,000$            442,136$                        75% 552,670$                          594,121$                 
730000 Maintenance of Pump Structures/Stations 10,000$              2,630$                            26% 3,024$                              10,000$                   
731000 Maintenance of Blending Stations -$                        -$                                    0% -$                                      -$                             
732000 Maintenance of Equipment 2,000$                -$                                    0% 405$                                 1,500$                     

Subtotal Pumping 602,000$           444,766$                        74% 556,100$                         605,621$                
Water Treatment

744000 Chemicals 40,000$              17,686$                          44% 20,298$                            25,000$                   
747000 Maintenance of Treatment Structures 500$                   -$                                    0% -$                                      500$                        
748000 Maintenance of  Disinfection Equipment 2,500$                733$                               29% 1,533$                              2,500$                     
748100 Water Disinfection Equipment 6,500$                1,503$                            23% 5,853$                              7,500$                     
748200 Water Sampling/Monitoring  Equipment 3,000$                3,036$                            101% 3,340$                              3,500$                     
749000 Water Analysis 15,000$              9,624$                            64% 12,030$                            18,000$                   
749100 Water Filtration & Treatment Plant -$                        0% -$                                      -$                             

Subtotal W.T. 67,500$             32,583$                          48% 43,054$                           57,000$                  
Transmission & Distribution

751000 Field Service Labor 597,872$            492,368$                        82% 615,460$                           $                581,562 
775000 PERS - Retirement 139,658$            113,321$                        81% 141,651$                          109,404$                 
775400 ACWA - Health Benefits 196,702$            144,196.03$                   73% 180,245$                          213,352$                 
775200 ACWA - Delta Dental 10,187$              6,316$                            62% 7,895$                              7,832$                     
775300 ACWA - Vision 1,652$                1,170$                            71% 1,463$                              1,652$                     
799500 Uniforms 15,000$              11,255$                          75% 14,068$                            16,000$                   
752000 Material & Supplies 5,000$                6,945$                            139% 8,681$                              10,000$                   
752100 Safety Equipment 3,000$                3,568$                            119% 5,174$                              6,000$                     
753000 SCADA Maintenance 6,500$                3,550$                            55% 4,083$                              4,500$                     
754000 Small Tools 5,000$                5,210$                            104% 5,210$                              15,500$                   
754100 Small Tool Repair 1,000$                495$                               50% 743$                                 1,500$                     
755000 Transportation (vehicle maintenance/fuel) 60,000$              49,175$                          82% 61,469$                            71,000$                   
756000 Meter Service (new) 15,000$              16,647$                          111% 19,144$                            20,000$                   
756100 Meter and Service Repair 15,000$              10,404$                          69% 11,964$                            12,000$                   
757000 Road Contracts 1,000$                54$                                 5% 801$                                 1,000$                     
758000 Meter Purchase 3,000$                -$                                    0% 2,400$                              3,000$                     
758100 Meter Reading System (Sensus) 3,000$                1,609$                            54% 1,609$                              2,500$                     
759000 Maintenance of Structures and Improvements 5,000$                2,309$                            46% 7,309$                              7,500$                     
760000 Fire Hydrants 1,000$                21$                                 2% 500$                                 2,000$                     
761000 Back Flow Devices 100$                   85$                                 85% 85$                                   100$                        

762000-76300 Backhoe/Cat Generator - Maintenance 10,000$              866$                               9% 5,744$                              8,000$                     
Subtotal T. & D. 1,094,672$        869,563$                        79% 1,095,695$                      1,094,402$             

TOTAL 5,927,755$         5,087,922$                     86% 5,771,825$                       6,752,312$              

Page 2 5/21/2019



EXPENDITURES G&A FY 18/19 FY 18/19 YTD % Projected Expenditures Draft Budget

Account No. General & Administrative  Budget 9-Month Expenditures of Budget June 30-2019 FY 19/20

772000 State Unemp. Claims -$                        -$                                    0% -$                                      -$                             
773000 Elections 15,000$              5,600$                            37% 5,600$                              -$                             

6560 Payroll Expenses 950$                   783$                               82% 978 1,000$                     
774000 ACWA Workers Comp Ins 24,532$              20,939$                          85% 25,127$                            25,500$                   
775000 PERS - Retirement 229,838$            170,369$                        74% 212,962$                          200,928$                 
775400 ACWA - Health Benefits 258,366$            176,581$                        68% 220,727$                          266,008$                 
775200 ACWA - Delta Dental 11,261$              7,876$                            70% 9,845$                              12,044$                   
775300 ACWA - Vision 2,086$                1,497$                            72% 1,872$                              2,065$                     

777100-777401 Management & Administrative  Salaries 1,094,281$         800,391$                        73% 1,000,488$                       1,134,903$              
21001 Other Post Employment Benefits 285,000$            177,812$                        62% 237,083$                          225,890$                 

778000 Education, Training, Travel & Conference 25,000$              8,004$                            32% 10,005$                            25,000$                   
779000 Dues & Subscription 28,500$              27,070$                          95% 29,777$                            30,000$                   

780000*799525 Office Maintenance 7,500$                4,718$                            63% 5,898$                              7,500$                     
781000 Office Supplies 12,000$              7,597$                            63% 11,776$                            12,000$                   
781100 Computer supplies, software, training 5,000$                4,342$                            87% 4,776$                              5,000$                     
782000 Postage & Printing 45,000$              33,777$                          75% 42,221$                            46,000$                   
783000 Utilities 8,705$                7,175$                            82% 8,969$                              9,500
784000 Telephone 9,350$                7,261$                            78% 10,762$                            14,004$                   
785000 Special Serv-USA, website, inventory prg, Secuirty, Ans Serv. 13,750$              5,426$                            39% 6,782$                              11,000$                   
785100 Gov't Fees (County & State) 13,000$              13,599$                          105% 14,959$                            15,000$                   
786000 Insurance & Bonds - ACWA Insurance 55,000$              43,990$                          80% 57,359$                            62,500$                   
787000 Payroll Taxes - Federal & State of CA 130,000$            86,241$                          66% 118,000$                          130,000$                 
788000 Audit & Accounting 33,000$              30,236$                          92% 30,236$                            33,000$                   
789000 Legal - General   

Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck 30,000$              43,777$                          146% 56,277$                            55,000$                   
                     Stradling, Yocca, Carlson & Rauth 2,500$                4,296$                            172% 5,369$                              5,000$                     

790000 General/Professional - Consultant 25,000$              19,074$                          76% 23,843$                            18,000$                   
791000 Planning & Research 2,800$                1,687$                            60% 2,194$                              13,320$                   
792000 Bad Debt - Charge Off 850$                   167$                               20% 556$                                 750$                        
793000 Office Equipment/Computer Service Contracts 25,500$              23,725$                          93% 29,657$                            32,000$                   
794100 Annual Fee/Bond Redemption Costs 1,425$                1,375$                            96% 1,375$                              1,375$                     
797000 Trustee Fees 25,400$              22,060$                          87% 27,575$                            28,000$                   
799000 Miscellaneous Expenses/Vendors  22,000$              15,602$                          71% 19,503$                            22,000$                   
799600 Customer Refunds 1,000$                705$                               70% 705$                                 1,000$                     

Subtotal G&A 2,443,595$         1,773,752$                     73% 2,233,252$                       2,445,287$              

TOTAL 2,443,595$         1,773,752$                     73% 2,233,252$                       2,445,287$              

SUBTOTAL EXPENDITURES FY 18/19 FY 18/19 YTD % Projected Expenditures Draft Budget

 Budget 9-Month Expenditures of Budget June 30-2019 FY 19/20

G&A/O&M TOTAL 8,371,350$         6,861,673$                     82% 8,005,078$                       9,197,599$              
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DEBT SERVICE FY 18/19 FY 18/19 YTD % Projected Expenditures Draft Budget

Account No. Debt Service  Budget 9-Month Expenditures of Budget June 30-2019 FY 19/20

717000 USBR SOD Repayment (Principal & Interest) 27,012$              26,976$                          100% 26,976$                            26,976$                   
794000 Series 2004 A Repayment (Bond Interest) 48,006$              47,391$                          99% 47,391$                            36,956$                   
218200 Series 2004 A Repayment  (Bond Principal) 255,000$            255,000$                        100% 255,000$                          265,000$                 

Subtotal Debt Service 330,018$           329,366$                        100% 329,366$                         328,932$                

TOTAL 330,018$            329,366$                        100% 329,366$                          328,932$                 

TOTAL OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 18/19 FY 18/19 YTD % Projected Expenditures Draft Budget
 Budget 9-Month Expenditures of Budget June 30-2019 FY 19/20

8,701,368$        7,191,040$                     83% 8,334,444$                      9,526,531$             

SUBTOTAL REVENUE BALANCE FY 18/19 FY 18/19 YTD % Projected Draft Budget
 Budget 9-Month Actual of Budget June 30-2019 FY 19/20

OPERATING REVENUES LESS OPERATING EXPENDITURES 2,671,597$        2,528,082$                     95% 3,219,091$                      2,224,964$             

G&A/O&M/DEBT SERVICE       TOTAL
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OTHER  EXPENSES FY 18/19 FY 18/19 YTD % Projected Expenditures Draft Budget

Account No. Special Studies/Programs  Budget 9-Month Expenditures of Budget June 30-2019 FY 19/20

Fisheries Program
825800 Biological Opinion Implementation 202,500$            167,500$                        83% 263,147$                          30,000$                   
825401 BiOp Studies/Reconsultation (Stetson Eng. & Hanson Env.) 132,000$            71,816$                          54% 89,770$                            50,000$                   
800201 BiOp/Reconsultation/ESA (BB&K ) 72,000$              32,088$                          45% 40,109$                            40,000$                   

  
826101 SWRCB Public Trust Resources Studies  (Consultants) 15,000$              -$                                    0% -$                                      -$                             
825402 SWRCB Hearings Support (Stetson/Hanson) 15,000$              -$                                    0% 20,000$                            10,000$                   

Special Studies

825500 Hydrology SYR; Cachuma Water, RiverWare (Stetson) 20,000$              4,820$                            24% 6,025$                              12,000$                   
825601 Integrated Regional Water Mgmnt Plan 2,500$                1,089$                            44% 1,362$                              6,350$                     
825900 WaterCad; GIS Distribution System Model  (Consultant) 10,000$              2,519$                            0% 2,519$                              5,000$                     
825600 Water Conservation Program/BMP 3,500$                4,333$                            124% 5,416$                              5,500$                     

                      Subtotal Spec. Std. 472,500$            284,165$                        60% 428,348$                          158,850$                 
800000 Legal & Engineering Services

Legal
800101; 800202 SWRCB; 94-5 Hearings; Public Trust (BB&K)(BHFS) 78,000$              -$                                    0% 20,000$                            50,000$                   

800500 Unanticipated or Extraordinary Special Legal
BFHS 15,000$              201,726$                        1345% 252,158$                          75,000$                   
Stradling Yocca Carlson & Rauth -$                        4,859$                            0% 4,980$                              2,500$                     
Best Best & Krieger 25,000$              1,351$                            5% 1,689$                              25,000$                   

Engineering Services

800301 Groundwater/Downstream Water Rights 5,000$                8,756$                            175% 9,194$                              10,000$                   
800300 Easements, Survey & Water Projects 30,000$              17,900$                          60% 19,690$                            20,000$                   
800102 Sustainable Groundwater Management Act 90,000$              73$                                 0% 73$                                   40,000$                   

Subtotal Spec. Legal/Eng. 243,000$            234,664$                        97% 307,783$                          222,500$                 
Non-Annual Recurring Expenses

826000 CR6  Implementation Plan & Misc.Treatment Projects 30,000$              -$                                    0% -$                                      30,000$                   
825700 Water Rate Study -$                        -$                                    0% -$                                      5,000$                     
825400 Cachuma Project Continuing Operations -$                        -$                                    0% -$                                      -$                             
850500 USBR Cachuma Project Contract/Capital Programs  15,000$              -$                                    0% -$                                      25,000$                   

Subtotal Non-Cap Exp. 45,000$             -$                                   0% -$                                     60,000$                  
760,500$           518,829$                        68% 825,901$                         441,350$                

TOTAL OTHER EXPENSES FY 18/19 FY 18/19 YTD % Projected Expenditures Draft Budget
 Budget 9-Month Expenditures of Budget June 30-2019 FY 19/20

TOTAL 760,500$           518,829$                        68% 825,901$                         441,350$                
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BUDGET BALANCE FY 18/19 FY 18/19 YTD % Projected Yr-end Draft Budget

 Budget 9-Month Actual of Budget June 30-2019 FY 19/20

TOTAL REVENUES 11,372,965$      9,719,122$                     85% 11,553,535$                    11,751,494$           

TOTAL O&M EXPENDITURES (5,927,755)$        (5,087,922)$                    86% (5,771,825)$                      (6,752,312)$             
TOTAL G&A EXPENDITURES (2,443,595)$        (1,773,752)$                    73% (2,233,252)$                      (2,445,287)$             
TOTAL DEBT SERVICE (330,018)$           (329,366)$                       100% (329,366)$                         (328,932)$                

Subtotal Balance 2,671,597$        2,528,082$                      3,219,091$                      2,224,964$             

TOTAL Other Expenses (Spec Study/Legal/Eng/NARES) (760,500)$           (518,829)$                       68% (825,901)$                         (441,350)$                
Sub Total  Balance 1,911,097$        2,009,253$                     2,393,190$                      1,783,614$             

 

 Budget Balance 1,911,097$      2,009,253$                  2,393,190$                   1,783,614$          
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CONSTRUCTION IN PROGRESS FY 18/19 FY 18/19 YTD % Projected Expenditures Draft Budget

Account No. Capital Improvement Projects  Budget 9-Month Expenditures of Budget June 30-2019 FY 19/20

100.332 Water Treatment Plant/Facilities 300,000$            12,310$                          4% 40,822$                            375,000$                 
100.333 Cr6 Blending Station/Facilities -$                        -$                                    0% -$                                      385,000$                 
100.335 SWP Pump Station/Pipeline 5,250$                1,540$                            29% 9,157$                              5,000$                     
100.373 Fleet Vehicle Addition & Replacement 90,000$              -$                                    0% 85,773$                            90,000$                   

100.372;100.375 Office Computers, Furniture & Equipment 10,000$              4,994$                            50% 9,906$                              18,000$                   
100.318 Meter Replacement/Utility Billing 96,072$              42,935$                          45% 49,376$                            129,645$                 

100.371;100140 Office Bldg/Shop Improvements 40,000$              -$                                    0% 6,000$                              55,000$                   
100.376 Communication/telemetry Equipment (SCADA) -$                        -$                                    0% 187,000$                 

100.181-100186 ESRI CAD-GIS System; Equipment 1,500$                1,749$                            117% 1,749$                              1,800$                     
100.378 Major Tools, Shop & Garage Equipment 40,000$              1,767$                            4% 19,619$                            55,000$                   
100.171 4.0 CFS Well Field -$                        -$                                    0% -$                                      8,000$                     
100.311 Chlorine Bldg' @Wells -$                        -$                                    0% -$                                      20,000$                   
100.170 6.0 CFS Well Field 11,000$              18,434$                          168% 18,434$                            15,000$                   
100.350 Uplands Wells 690,000$            289,882$                        42% 501,159$                          189,000$                 
100106 Rehab/Replace/New-Trans. Mains/Laterals/Valves  550,795$            155,160$                        28% 193,950$                          997,054$                 
100.195 Refugio 2 BPS -$                        -$                                    0% -$                                      -$                             
100.196 Alamo Pintado BPS -$                        -$                                    0% -$                                      -$                             
100.197 Refugio 3 BPS -$                        -$                                    0% -$                                      -$                             
100.198 Meadowlark BPS -$                        -$                                    0% -$                                      -$                             
100.199 Gallery Well 5,000$                -$                                    0% -$                                      -$                             
100.102 Zone 1, 2, 3 Reservoirs 10,200$              -$                                    0% 11,000$                            -$                             
100.192 Well #3 Rehab -$                        -$                                    0% -$                                      -$                             
100.224 Emergency Repair - FEMA -$                        -$                                    0% -$                                      -$                             

Subtotal Cap Projects 1,849,817$         528,772$                        29% 946,946$                          2,530,499$              

TOTAL 1,849,817$        528,772$                        29% 946,946$                         2,530,499$             

TOTAL CIP FY 18/19 FY 18/19 YTD % Projected Expenditures Draft Budget
 Budget 9-Month Expenditures of Budget June 30-2019 FY 19/20

TOTAL 1,849,817$        528,772$                        29% 946,946$                         2,530,499$             
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RESERVE BALANCE FY 18/19 FY 18/19 Projected Yr-end Draft Budget

Account No. Reserve (Note 1)  Budget 9-Month Actual June 30-2018 FY 18/19

DISBURSEMENT OF REMAINING BUDGET BALANCE (Note 2) 1,911,097$         2,009,253$                     2,393,190$                       1,783,614$              

271.2a Construction Reserve -$                        (1,540)$                           9,157$                              -$                             
271.4 Special Repair Reserve -$                        -$                                    -$                                      -$                             
271.8 Repair & Replace Reserve (121,450)$           (173,595)$                       (318,315)$                         (138,000)$                
272 Plant Expansion Reserve (1,728,367)$        (353,637)$                       (628,631)$                         (2,392,499)$             

271.7 Extension Fee Reserve -$                        -$                                    -$                                      -$                             
Sub Total CIP Reserves (1,849,817)$       (528,772)$                       (937,789)$                        (2,530,499)$            

Funding to Reserves 61,280$             1,480,481$                     1,455,401$                      

Funding from Reserves  (746,886)$               

Note 1 : Reserves - Reserve balances are not actual expenditures of cash.  However, for budgetary purposes, payments to reserve funds are treated as cash payment.    
These payments are made to cash reserves to fund Construction in Progress, Capital Projects, Other Expenses or  for future use by the District.  
Debt Management - The District depreciates its fixed assets based on a straight line basis. Depreciation expense is not included in the budget because it is a non-cash item. 

des
TOTAL BUDGET FY 18/19 FY 18/19 YTD % Projected Yr-end Draft Budget

 Budget 9-Month Actual of Budget June 30-2018 FY 18/19

TOTAL 11,372,965$     9,719,122$                  85% 11,553,535$                  11,751,494$         
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May 2019 

Dear Fiscal Officer: 

Subject: Price Factor and Population Information 

Appropriations Limit 
California Revenue and Taxation Code section 2227 requires the Department of Finance to 
transmit an estimate of the percentage change in population to local governments. Each local 
jurisdiction must use their percentage change in population factor for January 1, 2019, in 
conjunction with a change in the cost of living, or price factor, to calculate their appropriations limit 
for fiscal year 2019-20. Attachment A provides the change in California's per capita personal 
income and an example for utilizing the price factor and population percentage change factor to 
calculate the 2019-20 appropriations limit. Attachment B provides the city and unincorporated 
county population percentage change. Attachment C provides the population percentage change 
for counties and their summed incorporated areas. The population percentage change data 
excludes federal and state institutionalized populations and military populations. 

Population Percent Change for Special Districts 
Some special districts must establish an annual appropriations limit. California Revenue and 
Taxation Code section 2228 provides additional information regarding the appropriations limit. 
Article XIII B, section 9(C} of the California Constitution exempts certain special districts from the 
appropriations limit calculation mandate. The code section and the California Constitution can be 
accessed at the following website: http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes.xhtml. 

Special districts required by law to calculate their appropriations limit must present the calculation 
as part of their annual audit. Any questions special districts have on this requirement should be 
directed to their county, district legal counsel, or the law itself. No state agency reviews the local 
appropriations limits. 

Population Certification 
The population certification program applies only to cities and counties. California Revenue and 
Taxation Code section 11005.6 mandates Finance to automatically certify any population 
estimate that exceeds the current certified population with the State Controller's Office. Finance 
will certify the higher estimate to the State Controller by June 1, 2019. 

Please Note: The prior year's city population estimates may be revised. 

If you have any questions regarding this data, please contact the Demographic Research Unit at 
(916) 323-4086. 

KEELY BOSLER 
Director 
By: 

Vivek Viswanathan 
Chief Deputy Director 

Attachment 

~\/t::J) 



May2019 
Attachment A 

A. Price Factor: Article XIII B specifies that local jurisdictions select their cost of living 
factor to compute their appropriation limit by a vote of their governing body. The cost 
of living factor provided here is per capita personal income. If the percentage 
change in per capita personal income is selected, the percentage change to be used 
in setting the fiscal year 2019-20 appropriation limit is: 

Per Capita Personal Income 

Fiscal Year 
(FY) 

Percentage change 
over prior year 

2019-20 3.85 

B. Following is an example using sample population change and the change in 
California per capita personal income as growth factors in computing a 2019-20 
appropriation limit. 

2019-20: 

Per Capita Cost of Living Change = 3.85 percent 
Population Change= 0.4 7 percent 

Per Capita Cost of Living converted to a ratio: 

Population converted to a ratio: 

Calculation of factor for FY 2019-20: 

3.85 + 100 = 1.0385 
100 

0.47+100 =1.0047 
100 

1.0385 X 1.0047 = 1.0434 



Fiscal Year 2019-20 

Attachment B 
Annual Percent Change in Population Minus Exclusions* 

January 1, 2018 to January 1, 2019 and Total Population, January 1, 2019 

County 

City 

Santa Barbara 

Buellton 

Carpinteria 

Goleta 

Guadalupe 

Lompoc 

Santa Barbara 

Santa Maria 

Solvang 

Unincorporated 

County Total 

Percent Change 

201 B-2019 

2.60 
-0.60 

1.80 

2.60 

-0.57 

0.25 

0.67 

-0.46 

0.28 

0.43 

1.2!& 
Population Minus Exclusions -- Population 

1-1-18 1-1-19 1-1-2019 

5,315 5,453 5,453 
13,762 13,680 13,680 

32,179 32,759 32,759 

7,640 7,839 7,839 

40,994 40,759 43,649 

93,279 93,512 93,532 

106,645 107,356 107,356 

5,849 5,822 5,822 

141,476 141,866 144,503 

447,139 449,046 454,593 

*Exclusions include residents on federal military installations and group quarters residents in state mental institutions, state 
and federal correctional institutions and veteran homes. 



SANTA YNEZ RIVER WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT 

IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT No.1 

2019/2020 APPROPRIATION LIMITATION CALCULATION 

Population and California per capita personal income change data provided by the State 
o£ Cali£ornia Department o£ Finance effective January 1, 2019 are used in computing the 
2019/2020 Appropriation Limitation Calculation as follows: 

2018/19 Appropriation Limit 

Per Capita Personal Income 
Percentage 01ange over Prior Year 

Population Change over Prior Year 
Santa Bm·bara County 

Per Capita converted to a ratio: 

Population converted to a ratio: 

CPI Factor 
Population Factor 
CPI Factor X Population Factor 

1.0430 X $1,897,818 = 

$ 1,897,818 

3.85 percent 

.43 percent 

3.85 + 100 = 1.0385 
100 

.43 + 100 = 1.0043 
100 

1.0385 
1.0043 
1.0430 

$ 1,979,424 

A resolution will be presented to the Board o£ Tmstees o£ the Santa Ynez River Water 
Conservation District, Improvement Dish·ict No. 1, £or adoption o£ the 2019/2020 
Appropriation Limit at a Regular Meeting on June 18, 2019. 

Mary Martone- Secretmy to the Board o£ Trustees 

Posted: Timrsday, May 30, 2019 

Newspaper Publication Dates: 
Thursday, June 6, 2019 
Thursday, June 13, 2019 



DRAFT RESOLUTION No. XXX 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
OF THE SANTA YNEZ RIVER WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT 

IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT NO. 1 
ESTABLISHING THE APPROPRIATION LIMIT FOR THE 2019/2020 FISCAL YEAR 

PURSUANT TO ARTICLE XIIIB OF THE CALIFORNIA CONSTITUTION 

BE nHEREDY RESOLVED, by l11e Board of Trustees of l11e Santa Ynez River Water Conservation 
District, Improvement District No.1, Santa Barbara County, California, that: 

WHEREAS, the District is reguired pursuant to Government Code Section 7910 to establish by 
Resolution its approprialion limit for the 2019/2020 fiscal year; and 

WHEREAS, the documentation used in the determination of said limit has been available to the 
public in the District office for at least fifteen {15) days prior to ll1e date of this Resolution, and 

BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED, that the appropriation limit of the Santa Ynez River Water Conservation 
District, Improvement District No.1, for the 2019/2020 fiscal year is established at $1,979,424. 

WE, "THE UNDERSIGNED, being duly qualified President and Secretary, respectively, of U1e Board of 
Trustees of the Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District, Improvement District No. 1, do hereby 
certify that ble above and foregoing Resolution was duly and regularly adopted and passed by the Board 
of Trustees cf said District at a Regular Meeting held on June 18, 2018, by the following roll call vote: 

AYES, in favor l11ereof, Trustees: 

NOES, Trustees: 

ABS&IT, Trustees: 

ATTEST: 

Mary Martone, Secretary to the Board of Trustees 



DRAFT RESOLUTION NO. 7X.X 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
OF THE SANTA YNEZ RIVER WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT 

IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT NO.1 
ADOPTING THE 2019/2020 BUDGET AND REQUESTING 

AN ASSESSMENT LEVY REQUIRED TO COLLECT 5 875,000 

BE IT HEREDY RESOLVED, by the Board of Trustees of the Santa Ynez River VYater Consei'Vation 
District, In1provement DislTict No.1 ("District"), Santa Barbara County, California, that: 

WHEREAS, on January 5, 1960 a Special Election was held and voters approved a contract with 
the United States Bureau of Redamation, Contract No. 14-06-200-8253 ("Contract"), for the object and 
purpose ol providing an adequate system of waler supply, storage and distribution facilities, mains 
and appurtenances, and lands and easements necessary therefor for Santa Ynez River Water 
Conservation District, Improvement District No.1, and its inhabitants; und 

WHEREAS, Article 18(b) of the Contract requires the District to levy taxes and assessments to 
fulfill its contractual obligations; and 

WBEREAS, Wuter Code Section 74630, and former section 20.'1 of the Water Conservation Act of 
1931, provide the statutory basis which uilows U,e District to levy prior and future aimual ussessments 
to meet its obligations under a voter-upproved contract_ induding the Contract debt obligations, and 
the continuing operation and maintenance of such project works; and 

WHEREAS, the District refinnnced its Conb·act debt obligations with the issuance of bonds in 
1988, 1993 und 2004 and continues to pay its debt obligations incurred under the Contract, and the cost 
of the continuing operations, maintenance, repair, replacement, and betterment of the project works, 
and 

WHEREAS, the bond documents require that "The income and receipts of the Bond Fund will be 
derived from (i) the collection of 11n ad valorem assessment tax (U1e "Assessment") collected at.the same 
time and in the same manner as is provided by law for the collection of annual properly taxes which 
mny be levied for purposes of the District, which as collected shall be forthwith paid into the Bond 
Fund"; and 

WH.EREAS, the Bourd of Trustees of l:he Santa Ynez: River Water Conser.'<ltion District, 
ImprovemEnt District No.1, is required by 1nw to forward to the Bourd of Supervisors and the Counly 
Auditor of the CoW1ly of Santa Barbara an estimate, in writing, of U1e amount of money needed for the 
purposes oilmprovement DislTict No.1 for the ensuing fiscal year July 1, 2019 to June 30,2020, and any 
reserve funds; and 

WH:EREAS, it is estimated that the assessment levy of $875,000 will provide sufficient ftmds lo 
meet the obl.igations of the District us slated above; and 

WHEREAS, the District passed Resolution No. 7XX on June 18, 2019 establishing its 
appropriation limit for the 2019/2020 fise<d year pursuant to Government Code Section 7910; and 

WHEREAS, the Board of Trustees has considered a proposed budget for the fiscal year 2019 /2020; 
and 

BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED, by the Board of Trustees of the Santa Ynez River Water Conservation 
District, Im.provement DislTict No.1, that the Secretaq' to the Board is hereby authorized and directed 
to forward to the Board of Supervisors and the County Auditor of the County of Santa Barbara, in 
\\Tiling, a request for <~levy of $875,000 for the fiscal year 2019/2020; and 

BE 1T Furn.HER RESOLVED, that the proposed budget as shown in Exhibit" A" attached hereto 
<:~nd incorporated by this reference is hereby <~pproved and adopted for the fiscal year 2019/2020. 



WE, THE UNDERSIGNED, being duly qualified and acting President and Secretary, respectively, 
of the Board of Trustees of the Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District, Improvement DisLTict No. 
1, do hereby·certiiy U1at the above and foregoing Resolution was duly and regularly adopted and 
passed by the Board of Trustees of said Disbict at a Regular Meeting held on U1e 18th day of JUne 2019, 
by the following roll call vote: 

AYES, in favor thereof, Trustees: 

NOES, Trustees: 

ABSENT, Trustees: 

ATTEST: 

Mary Martone, Secretary to the Board of Trustees 



Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District 
Improvement District No.1 

3622 Sagunto Street- P.O. Box 157 
Santa Ynez, CA 93460 

(805) 688-6015 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Board of Trustees of the Santa Ynez 
River Water Conservation District, Improvement Dish·ict No. 1, will consider 
adopting a resolution setting the limit of appropriations pursuant to Article XIIIB 
of the Constitution of the State of California for fiscal year 2019/2020 at a Regular 
Meeting to be held on Tuesday, June 18, 2019, at 3:00p.m. at 1070 Faraday Street, 
Santa Ynez, Ca. - Conference Room. 

Documentation used in determining said limit is available to the public in 
the District office located at 3622 Sagunto Street, Santa Ynez, as of the date of this 
notice. 

Mary Martone 
Secretary to the Board of Trustees 

Dated: May 29,2019 

Posted: Thursday, May 30,2019 

Newspaper Publication Dates: 
Thursday, June 6, 2019 
Thursday, June 13,2019 



To: 

From: 

Date: 

Subject: 

Board of Trustees 

Chris Dahlstrom, General Manager 
Mary Martone, Administrative Manager 

May 29, 2019 

2019 PERSONNEL POLICY MANUAL UPDATE 

Agenda Item: 

Staff Report 

BACKGROUND 

Agenda Item VIII. A. s. 

The current Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District, Improvement District 
No.1 Personnel Policy Manual (PPM) was last updated and approved by the Board 
of Trustees on February 20, 2018. 

Annually Management works with Mr . Jeff Dinkin , from Stradling Yocca 
Carlson & Rauth, the District's Employment Law Legal Counsel, to identify and 
incorporate mandated changes and/or additions and clarifications to the PPM. The 
attached red lined pages represent proposed revisions and modernizations to the affected 
sections of the PPM which were discussed with Mr. Dinkin and approved to move forward 
for Board action. 

RECOMMENDATION 

The Board approve the amendments to the District's Personnel Policy Manual as 
presented. No immediate fiscal financial impact would occur with the proposed 
amendments. 



5. EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 

SYRWCD ID#l supports equal employment opporhmities and does not unlawfully discriminate against 
its employees or applicants because of race, color, religious creed, sex (including pregnancy, childbirth 
or related medical conditions), sexual orientation, gender, gender identity, gender expression, national 
origin, ancestry, age (40 and above), marital status, military or veteran status, physical or mental 
disability, medical condition (genetic ch-ai·actenstics, cancer or a record or hi-story of cancer or any other 
similar disease), genetic information, citizenship status, or any other basis protected by law. SYRWCD 
ID#l also makes reasonable accommodations for legally disabled employees unless to do so would 
constitute an undue hardship. Finally, SYRWCD ID#l prohibits the harassment of any individual based 
on any of the categories listed above. This policy applies to all areas of employment including 
recruitment, hiring, training, promotion, compensation, benefits and other programs. 

6. AUTHORiZATION TO WORK 

All offers of employment are contingent on verification of an employee's right to work in the United 
States. Within the first three days of employment the employee will be asked to provide original 
documents verifying the employee's right to work and to sign a verification form required by federal 
law. If the employee at any time cannot verify his/her right to work in the United States, the SYRWCD 
ID#l may be obliged to terminate the employee's employment. 

7. PROBATIONARY PERIOD 

There is a twelve (12) month probationary period for each new employee, or a former employee who is 
rehired. However, a former employee rehired in his/her former classification with a six (6) month or 
less break in service will be subject only to a three (3) month probationary period. The probationary 
period provides an employee the opportunity to assess the SYRWCD ID#l and the job content, and 
allows the SYRWCD ID#l to evaluate the new employee and his/her job performance. Prior to the end 
of an employee's probationary period there may be one or more written or oral job performance review(s) 
which will not be related to salary action but will be for the purpose of reviewing initial performance. 
During the probationary period, an employee may be discharged by the SYRWCD ID#l for any reason 
without notice or appeal On successful completion of the probationary period, an employee will become 
a regular employee of SYRWCD ID#l. 

An employee promoted to a classification within the SYRWCD ID#l will serve a twelve --='- month 
probationary period in the classification to which he/ she was promoted. If the promoted employee fails 
to pass the probationary period, at the sole discretion of the General Manager, he/ she may displace the 
least senior employee in the classification from whicl1 the employee was promoted. 

The SYRWCD ID#l can extend the duration of an employee's probationary period one or more times, 
for a total maximum extension of six (6) months, if deemed appropriate in the discretion of the General 
Manager. 

8. EMPLOYEE PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
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b) Hours and Breaks 

Normal hours of work are from 7:00 a.m. to 3:30 p.m. for the operations staff with a 30 minute 
unpaid lunch period, and 8:00a.m. to 5:00p.m. for administrative staff with a one hour unpaid 
lunch period. Any deviation from this schedule requires the approval of the General Manager 
and must be noted on an employee's time card. SYRWCD ID#l encourages a 10-minute rest 
break twice daily for non-exempt employees as allowed by law. These breaks are to be taken 
approximately two hours after the start of the work day and approximately two hours after the 
lunch period. Breaks should be scheduled by the immediate supervisor. The SYRWCD 1D#1 
reserves the right to modify employees' starting and quitting times and the number of hours 
worked. 

c) Educational Assistance & Training 

1. Educational Assistance - The SYRWCD ID#l encourages employees to continue their 
education to maintain and improve the skills and knowledge required in their job or to 
prepare for promotional opportunities. Upon satisfactory completion by full-time regular 
employees of courses approved by the General Manager, the SYRWCD ID#l will pay the 
employee's cost of tuition and required books, up to a maximum of $1,000 per fiscal year. 

2. Training - Organized instructional courses offered by public or private educational 
institutions may be considered appropriate training programs for employees if approved by 
the General Manager. When approved training courses or other training programs have been 
completed by the employee, the employee may file evidence of completion with the General 
Manager or Administrative Manager. Such evidence of completion shall be made a part of 
the employee's personnel record. Participation in and successful completion of training 
courses or programs shall be considered in making advancements and promotions. 

d) Overtime 

All non-exempt employees shall be paid overtime and compensated at the rate of 1¥2 times their 
regular rate of pay for all hours worked in excess of 40 hours in one work week and based on 
timecards prepared for each pay period by each employee. Operations staff shall be released from 
duty after 40 hours of work (excluding on-call time) unless overtime work is authorized by the 
General Manager. 

Overtime shall be computed on "actual hours worked", adjusted to the nearest increment of 15 
minutes. Actual hours worked do not include paid or unpaid time off work (e.g., vacation, sick 
leave, bereavement, leaves of absence). For the purposes of calculating overtime, official District 
holidays (where the District is closed for business) will be considered as hours worked. Hours 
worked during "On-Call" which are compensated at the rate of 1Y2 times the regular rate of pay, 
or "Holiday On-Call" time compensated at two (2) times the regular rate of pay, shall not count 
toward determining whether an employee has worked in excess of 40 hours in one work week. 

Except in cases of emergency, non-exempt employees shall not work overtime without the 
express prior approval of the General Manager or Administrative Manager. 
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e) Compensatory Time 

Non-exempt employees may accrue compensatory time off (CTO) in lieu of overtime payment 
only if approved in advance by and at the discretion of the General Manager. Approved CTO 
shall be earned at the rate of one and one-half hours for each overtime hour worked, and may be 
accrued to a maximum of 40 hours. Accrued CTO must be used during the calendar year in 
which it is earned; all unused accrued CTO shall be paid to the employee at his/her then current 
rate of pay at the end of each calendar year. 

f) On-Call Time 

On-Call time is time outside the operations staff's regularly scheduled hours of work, including 
holidays and weekends, during which the employee is on stand-by to perform emergency work 
or to carry out authorized District functions during off-duty hours. Employees normally are 
assigned to be on-call during a consecutive seven (7) day period, but may be assigned to be on­
call for shorter or longer periods as necessary for the protection of p ublic health, safety or welfare. 
Employees assigned to be On-Call will be provided a cellular telephone, and are expected to be 
available at all times during the On-Call period. Generally, only one operations staff will be 
assigned to be On-Call at any given time. 

Work performed by the assigned On-Call operations staff during On-Call time is paid at 1112 times 
the regular rate of pay for all actual On-Call hours worked, with a minimum of one (1) hour pay 
at the On-Call rate for On-Call work on a weekday and three (3) four (4) hours pay at the On-Call 
ra te for On-Call work on a weekend (Saturday and Sunday), unless the work is performed on a 
holiday. 

For work performed by the assigned operations staff during On-Call time on a scheduled holiday, 
the employee shall be paid at double time their regular rate of pay for all actual On-Call hours 
worked on the holiday, with a minimum of four (4) hours pay at the double time Holiday On­
Call_rate. 

Work performed by employees other than the assigned On-Call operations staff outside their 
regularly scheduled hours of work shall be compensated in accordance with the section of this 
Manual governing overtime work (Section 1.10.d.). 

Except where necessitated due to the nature of an emergency situation, work performed during 
On-Call time should be authorized in advance by the General Manager or his designee. 

If the assigned On-Call operations staff uses one (1) day of sick leave or bereavement leave during 
the assigned On-Call period, the On-Call assignment will be transferred to another operations 
staff for the dmation of the assigned On-Call period or until the operations staff returns to work, 
whichever comes first. 

No operations staff shall be assigned On-Call or Holiday On-Call duty in a work week in which 
he/ she has scheduled vacation time off. In the event the assigned operations s taff schedules or 
uses a day of sick leave, bereavement leave or vacation time off on the Friday immediately 
preceding the assigned On-Call period, the On-Call assignment will be transferred to another 
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SECfiON 3- EMPLOYEE BENEFITS 

1. HOLIDAYS 

SYRWCD ID#l observes thirteen-12 (~~ paid holidays annually, namely: 
New Years Day 
Martin Luther King Day 
Presidents1 Day 
Memorial Day 
Independence Day 
Labor Day 

Veterans Day 
Thanksgiving Day 
Friday following Thanksgiving 
Christmas Eve 
Christmas Day 
New Years Eve •Al- 1-::! tltlt t 

The above listed holidays are referred to as "Designated Holidays." "Scheduled Holidays" are the 
observed holiday dates when Designated Holidays fall on a Saturday or Sunday. Designated Holidays 
falling on Saturday will be observed on the preceding Friday; those falling on Sunday will be observed 
on the following Monday. Regular and probationary non-exempt employees will receive pay for 
holidays only if at work, or on approved sick leave or vacation leave, both the work day before and the 
work day after the Scheduled Holiday. Regular or probationary hourly employees will be paid for their 
normal workday if it falls on a Scheduled Holiday and the above requirement is met. Temporary and 
casual employees are ineligible for holiday benefits. All employees are ineligible for holiday benefits 
that accrue while on leave of absence. 

Employees who perform work on a Scheduled Holiday shall be paid at double time their regular rate of 
pay for all actual hours of work on the holiday. 

2. MANAGEMENT PERSQN,H LEAVE DAYS 

Exempt management employees shall receive five (5) days management per:sonal leave per year to be 
taken at the discretion of the General Manager during the year in which they are received. anagement 
Personal IJeave days may not be carried over from year to year, and employees will be compensated for 
any unused personal leave days accrued at the end of each calendar year. 

3. VACATION 

All regular and probationary full-time employees accrue paid vacation time off on a monthly basis 
according to the following annual accrual schedule. Accrued vacation time may not be taken until the 
completion of six (6) months of continuous service, except as otherwise authorized by the General 
Manager. 

0 months 
5-9 years 

1 years seP.-iceLess than 5 vears 10 days vacation 
15 days vacation 
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10 ur more• years 20 days vacation 

Regular and probationary hourly and part-time employees will accrue vacation monthly based on a pro­
rata basis. Vacation will not accrue during any unpaid leaves of absence or while on unpaid disability 
leave. Temporary and casual employees are ineligible for vacation benefits. 

Vacation time earned may be taken after it is accrued subject to the advance approval of the General 
Manager. Insofar as possible, vacations will be scheduled on a voluntary basis with consideration given 
to seniority, the choice of the employee, and the convenience of SYRWCD ID#1. For exempt employees 
only, absences of less than one (1) day for reasons covered under this subsection shall not be charged 
against the employee's accrued vacation time balance. 

The maximum amount of unused vacation benefits that a non-exempt employee may accrue js the annual 
vacation benefit available to the employee for the current year, times three. After an employee has 
accrued the maximum amount, no further vacation benefits will accrue until the employee uses some 
portion of the maximum amount or becomes eligible for additional vacation benefits because of his/her 
years of service. When an employee uses vacation benefits so that his/her accrued but unused vacation 
benefits fall below the maximum, or when an employee is entitled to additional vacation benefits, the 
employee will resume earning vacation benefits from that date forward until the employee again has 
accrued the maximum amount. 

For exempt employees, the maximum amount of unused vacation benefits that may be carried over from 
year-to-year is the annual vacation benefit available to the employee for the current year, times three. In 
the event at the end of any calendar year an exempt employee has accrued more than three times his or 
her annual vacation benefit, he or she will be paid for the vacation time accrued as of the end of that 
calendar year in excess of that maximum amount at his or her then current base rate of pay. 

Vacation time accrued prior to September 18, 1996, shall remain as a separate accrual balance and shall 
not be considered in determining whether the employee has reached the accrual maximum. Employees 
may use this pre-September 18, 1996 vacation balance for taking vacation time off subject to the 
provisions of this section. 

Should an employee be absent due to illness at the time of his/her scheduled vacation, the employee will 
be permitted to change his/her vacation to a subsequent date which will not conflict with another 
employee's vacation. If an employee becomes sick after his/her vacation time becomes effective, the 
employee may, upon notifying his/her supervisor and providing appropriate documentation, take the 
balance of vacation at a subsequent date so long as it does not conflict with another employee's vacation 
period. 

No non-exempt employee will receive pay in lieu of vacation except on separation from employment at 
which time the employee shall be paid for all accru~d but unused vacation at the employee's base rate at 
the time of separation. 

4. SICK LEAVE 
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18. RETIREMENT 

The SYRWCD ID#1 participates in the Public Employees Retirement System (PERS). Due to changes in 
the law effective January 1, 2013 under the Pension Reform Act of 2013 (PEPRA), the SYRWCD TD#1 will 
have two tiers of employees: 1) Those employed before January 1, 2013 and Classic Members as defined 
by PEPRA; and 2) Those employed on or after January 1, 2013 who are also considered New Members 
as defined by PEPRA. 

Tier 1: For all probationary and regular full-time and qualifying hourly employees hired prior to January 
1, 2013 and for all Oassic Members, as defined by PEPRA, employed by SYRWCD ID#1 after January 1, 
2013, the benefit is provided at the 2%@ 55 Formula Benefit Level, with final compensation based on the 
highest average compensation during a 36 consecutive months period. SYRWCD ID#1 pays the 
employee's contribution which is approximately 7% of the employee's salary to PERS in addition to 
paying the employer's contribution. 

Tier 2: For all probationary and regular full-time and qualifying hourly employees hired on or after 
January 1, 2013 who are also considered New Members as defined by PEPRA-1 -·'the 
benefit is provided at the 2%@ 62 Formula Benefit Level, with final compensation based on the highest 
average compensation during a 36 consecutive months period. All Tier 2 employees are required by law 
to pay the 6.5% employee contribution. 

Yearly compensation limits for both CalPERS Oassic M 2 _· , s and _ ,pw Members are set under Section 
40 1-(a)-(17) of the Internal Revenue CldL for Classic Members ,, h I )L'..__·anw ( tl r .f 'I hcl after July 
1, 1996 and , ... 1 • ,,t Section 7522.10 of the PEPRA provides the authority for the earning limits 
for all New Members. 

Although the annuli compensation limits -do not m •- :" the saiarv that SYRWCD ID#1 can pay an 
employee, :t does limit the amount of compensation taken into accow1t under the CalPERS i. :P t 
benefit plan and -n'"l _ ·ts t O ' employee and employer contributions to the employee' s CalPERS account 
for the remainder of th.: · calendar year. 

-
Because such lOntribulhn limits penalize those .1£fL>etcd employees' retirement benefits , nd u~atl' .m 
i1 · ~ mmng f'~1rlovees, I -~xtt>J' ' :;-:'l"'ided b) tl1i _ .: - SYRWCD JD#1 shall wntinm to 
contribute an amount that is equal to the yearly percentage contribution set by CalPERS fm the 
remainder of the calendar year when contributions to the employee s CalPERS account <ll'l' not allowed 

1 .ir·Jve..!.. 

For 1tl' f (Classic) mplovees, for that Hme period SYRWCD ID #1 '>hdll make conh !!-1utionc; to !hl' 
employee's 1 1 5 .' '~·rrt•d compensation retire ."' n (set' next sel tion) ("45- _vla __ !l") in thP 
aml1_1.l_lll of SYRWCD ID#1's d the l'mplo_;_ep's C ilPER..S conti:ihution-.. 

b.!I I'ier 2 (New Member) t•mployees, for that time period, _ · ~...fmployer.> autb.oJ:i:.rt•<; in writmg d 

deducti< n l ., r IJ•"l' t"~<·~ he' k t"l",il t" HH required amow1t of tl1e '1:!,1p luvt•tc>'s h.Sn, l·onlr_i!J.,)Jlion_to 
CaiPER~ to fund the employee' s individual ·~· I_ . SYRWCD, ID#1 shall continue l__p £Sllltributl' .111 

.1mount ···-· i. _ t SYRWCD ID#1's _ uired p.. ....d!;_l' _ l~luuwulion amount ~et b1 C,JIPERS to 
!11c1t emplovee' s 127 Pl<tn. .... .. _ =-= . L;.__ orization must ~e pwvideJ to the Administrative Manager 
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See the Administrative Manager for additional information regarding PERS. 

The SYRWCD JD#l participates and pays the required employer contribution in social security and 
Medicare. 

19. DEFERRED COMPENSATION PLAN 

SYRWCD ID#l makes available a 457 deferred compensation plan which permits probationary and 
regular employees to defer a portion of their income until retirement. All plan funds plus accrued 
interest are refundable according to the plan's provisions should an employee leave SYRWCD ID#l, or 
otherwise seek to withdraw his/her contributions prior to retirement. The Administrative Manager 
should be consulted for additional information regarding the deferred compensation plan or to review 
the plan documents. 

The deferred compensation plan document was amended and restated effective December 2018. The 
restated plan document allows for employer contributions to an account balance for a participant on a 
non-elective basis, including but not limited to employer matching contributions, subject to the 
participant's 457 deferred compensation plan contribution limits. :, ) SYRWCD ID#l contribution 
toward a participant's -t5_=-_ "1.:! balance shall be ma I • · 1l · " · . F · ssly .mH ~ -' _,. _. _.l , 11\l.: • i111 . ' . ' :>l.l ... l r 
upon express approval bv the Board of Trustees. 

20. HEALTH, DENTAL, VISION INSURANCE 

A program of health, dental and vision care insurance is available to all regular and probationary full­
time and hourly employees This insurance coverage will be effective the first of the month following 
the submission of properly completed enrollment forms to the Administrative Manager. Such 
enrollment forms must be submitted within sixty (60) days of the employee's date of hire. SYRWCD 
ID#l will contribute toward health, dental and vision insurance as described below. 

1. Dental and vision care insurance coverage for regular and probationary full-time and hourly 
employees and their eligible dependents are fully paid by the SYRWCD ID#l. 

2. Health insurance coverage for regular and probationary full-time employees and their eligible 
dependents shall be paid by SYRWCD ID#l up to the amount of the monthly premium for 
ACW A Advantage coverage for employee and family. 

3. For regular and probationary hourly employees and their qualifying dependents, health 
insurance coverage shall be paid by SYRWCD ID#l up to the pro rata amount of the monthly 
premium for ACW A Advantage for employee only and up to one-half of the pro rata additional 
amount of the monthly premium for ACW A Advantage coverage for qualiiying dependents. For 
example, for an hourly employee who is regularly scheduled to work 30 hours per week, 
SYRWCD ID#l will pay for such coverage up to 75% of the monthly premium for ACWA 
Advantage coverage for employee coverage and 37% of the monthly premium for ACW A 
Advantage coverage for qualifying dependents. 

-27-



4. The employee may select coverage best suited for the individual employee to allow the maximum 
flexibility for coverage of dependents under altemative ACWA plans. The Administrative 
Manager should be consulted for additional information regarding health, dental, and vision care 
insurance coverage and benefits, or to see copies of the insurance plans. 

5. Retirees with at least 10 years 
of continuous service with SYRWCD ID#1 and their spouse eligible dependents shall be 
eligible for contributions by SYRWCD ID#1 toward retiree health insurance coverage, but not 
dental or vision insurance coverage, 

1 on the following terms 
ndt!t 1 • Coverage is provided to the retiree and dependent but only th 

retiree's spouse or dependent(s) enrolled in the l 
plan immediately prior to retirement. When the retiree 

becomes Medicare eligible, the retiree must enroll in 
and provide SYRWCD 10#1 with appropriate forms for premium contribution 

reduction. The health coverage contribution for monthly and hourly retirees 
shall be a percentage of the contribution for active employees in the 

same class (e.g., full-time retirees receive a percentage of the contribution paid on behalf of active 
full-time employees) based on years of continuous service as detailed below: 

District Years of Continuous Service 

Less than 10 Years 

10 Years 

11 to 19 Years 

20 Years or more 
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District Contribution 

0% (not eligible for retiree coverage, other 
than right to elect continuation coverage 
under Cal- COBRA) 

50% 

50%, plus 5% added for each year of 
continuous service (for example, 55% with 
11 years of continuous service, and 60% 
with 12 years of continuous service) 

100% 



'lb_.l ,. i!L' _ ~ _" I l mel 
I !, Ul 1 • l I tl l !>U 1 I 

~.., 

.J I 

lll 1 

<.rn 

u 

L Continuation coverage is available if employees and/ or their eligible dependent(s) 
lose coverage due to certain qualifying events, such as, for example, the 

termination of employment with SYRWCD ID#l. This continuation coverage is available in 
accordance with the COBRA regulations. If a overed experiences a qualifying event, the 

may elect to continue coverage under the plan consistent with the COBRA 
regulations pay , for the cost of that coverage 
(plus a small administration fee). There are important notice and election requirements associated 
with continuation coverage under COBRA, which are subject to time limitations. SYRWCD ID#l 
will notify employees at the appropriate time if an event occms that qualifies 
an employee for continuation coverage. 
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18. WORKPLACE VIOLENCE 

SYRWCD ID#l recognizes that workplace violence is a growing concern among employers and 
employees across the country. SYRWCO ID#l is conunitted to providing a safe, violence-free workplace 
and strictly prohibits employees, consultants, customers, visitors, or anyone else on the SYRWCD ID#1 
premises or engaging in SYRWCD ID#l ~"t • ~ -- .;: .., 1 : .. ity from behaving in a violent or 
threatening manner. As part of this policy, SYRWCD ID#1 seeks to prevent workplace violence before 
it begins and n~,k~ :1r~ v~n:.!:.L!. 0 ddi m t_. .:d~' .,, p·'llnllal VI •)I kl'la· ,, Vll>lence prior to any violent 
~ thn'~1l' 1 1•; behavior occurring. SYRWCD ID#l believes that prevention of workplace violence begins 
with recognition and awareness of potential early warning signs, and prompt reporting of any workplace 
violence related concerns. 

Workplace violence includes, without limitation: (1) verbal or physical threats of violence; (2) physicallv 
aggressive or violent behavior, (3) attempts to instill fear of physical harm in others; (4) other behavior 
that suggests a propensity toward violence, which can include belligerent speech, excessive arguing or 
swearing, sabotage, or threats of sabotage of SYRWCD ID#l property, or a demonstrated pattern of 
refusal to follow SYRWCD 10#1 policies and proceduresj (5) defacing SYRWCD ID#l property or 
causing physical damage to the facilityj or (6) 1 · .. • • •• ~ •• weapons or fiream1S of any kind onto SYRWCD 
ID#l premises, in SYRWCD ID#l parking lots, in SYRWCD ID#l vehicles, or while conducting 
SYRWCD ID#l business. .:. pdrt ur ll · ·.., rn -·· ·1: ; lo1 ..,, ·· ,1 ,·c s~ -.. , Lh pwhibn·d : ''!' .,; l-:_; ;•ui~ . · .. ...,, l. 

, . ..r·~, f, __ ·tJ mto SYRWCD ID#l premise~ii~..:~'ITI~1CD 10#1 parking lot~ in SYR\VCD ID# I 
vehicles, or whih> nmdncting_SYR\VCD 10#1 busilwss. 

If any employee observes or becomes aware of any of the above-listed actions or behaviors by an 
employee, customer, consultant visitor, or anyone else in connection with SYRWCD 10#1, or c: :~ .... \- .· ~ 

·~ _ .1 n<: 1'1'£Cll'd1n, ~111 u · .• ..:r1pl.K" '/ ; r-h' ncC' he or she should immediately notify his/her 
supervisor, the General Manager or his/her designee. Further, employees should notify his/her 
supervisor or the General Manager or his/her designee if any restraining order is in effect, or if a 
potentially violent non-work-related situation exists that may relate to or result in violence in the 
workplace. lf any · mpL \ ,-, 1 ·'· · !.,; lh· : l ;~an 11 ntrr• c!L1te thre,lt l · · dkt\', ll ~< t 1 npk)\ ·-~' shou I ,J 1., I , · steps 
h - _- _ a~_ ~., l and contact law Pnforcenwnt. 

All ·~.1ith reports of workplace violence will be taken seriously and will be investi~atcd promptly 
and thoroughly. In appropriate circumstances, SYRWCD ID#l will inform the reporting individual of 
the results of the investigation. To the extent possible, SYRWCD ID#l will maintain the confidentiality 
of the reporting employee and of the investigation but may need to disclose results llr l_n '• 1 , l 011 in 
appropriate circumstances, for example, in order to protect individual safety {_,jJ)llli?l=l'-=tl,_' ~ 

o,t'_""£-.. 1. SYRWCD ID#l will not tolerate retaliation against any employee who reports workplace 
violence in good faith. 

If SYRWCD ID#l determines that workplace violence has occurred, SYRWCD ID#l will take appropriate 
corrective action and will impose discipline on offending employees, up to and including termination. 
The appropriate discipline will depend on the particular facts of each case. If violent behavior is that of 
a non-employee, SYRWCD ID#l will take action as deemed appropriate and that law enforcement is 
notified as needed in an attempt to ensure that such behavior _ , and is not repeated. In addition, 
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SYRWCD ID# 1 mav request that the emplovee participate in counseling, either voluntariJv or as a 
condition of continued emplovment. 

j 1Ll SUBSTANCE ABUSE 

Employees are required to abide by the provisions of the SYRWCD ID#l Substance Abuse Policy, a copy 
of which is set forth at the end of this Manual as Appendix B. 

;.ll..?l) . Drug Testing 

SYRWCD ID#l is committed to maintaining a drug-free work place. SYRWCD ID#l prohibits the 
unlawful manufacture, distribution, dispensation, possession or use of any controlled substance in the 
work place. Employees who violate this policy shall be disciplined up to and including termination. 

An employee may be asked or required to submit to testing procedures designed to detect the presence 
of drugs and/ or alcohol in accordance with the Substance Abuse Policy attached to this Manual as 
Appendix B. 

A request for testing does not imply that an employee is under the influence of any improper substance 
or has violated SYRWCD ID#l policy. However, such testing may be requested or required when 
SYRWCD ID #1 determines that it is appropriate under the Substance Abuse Policy. Any employee who 
does not consent to and cooperate with any search and/ or medical testing procedure will be disciplined 
up to and_ including termination. 

2ft ?1 SMOKING 

For health, safety, and legal considerations, all SYRWCD ID#l buildings, structures and vehicles are 
considered non-smoking areas. 

2 .,., PARKING 

Parking for all employees is provided by SYRWCD ID#l at its District office. 

2" "-::t RETURN OF SYRWCD ID#l PROPERTY 

On termination of employment, whether voluntary or involuntary, or at the request of the General 
Manager, all SYRWCD ID#l property, including computer disks, keys, identification cards, and all 
SYR WCD ID#l documents in the employee's possession or control must be returned to the 
Administrative Manager, who will provide a receipt to the employee indicating what the employee has 
returned. 

2- ., VOICE MAIL, E-MAIL, CELL PHONE AND TECHNOLOGY POLICY 

SYRWCD ID#1 maintains and utilizes as part of its operations various forms of electronic 
communications, including, but not limited to, communications via computer systems, including e-mail, 
telephones, cellular phones, smart phones, text messaging, internet, PDA' s, etc. These systems are 
provided to assist employees in the conduct of SYRWCD ID#1 business. All computers and the data 
stored on them, including e-mail, as well as all voice-mail and the data stored on it, are and remain at all 
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APPENDIX C- TRAVEL AND REIMBURSEMENT POLICY 

TRAVEL AND REIMBURSABLE EXPENSES 
The purpose of this policy is to establish guidelines for the reimbursement of reasonable expenses which are 
necessarily incurred by employees while conducting business on behalf of the SYRWCD ID#l . 

Reimbursable Activities 
There are certain activities that may be undertaken by SYRWCD ID#l employees for which expenses may be 
incurred and for which reimbursements may be made. Whenever possible, the employee should obtain advance 
approval of reimbursable expenses from the General Manager. Expenses incurred without advance approval, 
while subject to reimbursement pursuant to this policy, are incurred at the employee's own risk. Reimbursable 
expenses may include the following: 

Meetings, Conferences, Seminars 
Attendance at meetings, conferences and seminars must relate directly to assigned or anticipated training needs 
of the employee or the career and professional development of the employee. Requests for the attendance at 
any meeting, conference or seminar must be justified and submitted to tl1.e General Manager for approval prior 
to attendance. Approval of such requests must include the determination that attendance will be in the best 
interest of and benefit to the SYRWCD ID#l. 

Business Activities 
Employees, with the approval of the General Manager may be reimbursed for reasonable expenses that are 
incurred while conducting business with parties from outside the organization. 

Community Relations Activities 
Employees may, with the approval of the General Manager, represent SYRWCD 10#1 at functions sponsored 
by community organizations and may be reimbursed for expenses incurred if determined to be in the best 
interest of the SYRWCD ID#l. 

Other 
The reinl.bursement of expenses incurred by SYRWCD ID#l employee for activities other than described above 
may be made if the reimbursement is approved by the General Manager. Approval of the activity must be 
obtained prior to incurring the expense whenever reasonably possible. 

Reimbursable Expenses 
Reimbursable expenses may include such necessary expenses as transportation, mileage, lodging, and meals. 
Although SYRWCD ID#l does not have stated per diem rates for lodging, employees should make every effort 
to acquire lodging facilities that are reasonably priced. All employees are required to use government rates 
offered by hotels whenever available. Employees may be required to show proof of employment in a 
government agency and should be prepared to present their SYRWCD ID#l Employee Identification Card. 

Employees on SYRWCD ID#l approved travel shall be covered up to the maximum rate allowable for meals, 
travel, and incidental expenses incurred inside or outside of the the United States in accordance with the General 
Services AdminislTation (GSA) travel regulations in effect on the date o1 travel. 
https://www.gsa.gov /b·avel/plan-book/per-diem-rates. Per Diem meal allo=wance is currently$50.00 per day. 
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The full cost of official program functions, except those that are solely for the entertainment and recreation of 
the employee, may be reimbursed if reasonably necessary and if approved by the General Manager. All expenses 
must be clearly substantiated prior to reimbursement. Unnecessary or exorbitant expenses will not be allowed. 

Reasonable charges for vehicle parking, rental cars, local transportation, business telephone calls or any other 
necessary expenses while traveling on official SYRWCD JD#l business are subject to reimbursement upon 
approval by the General Manager. 

Non-Reimbursable Expenses 
No personal expenses, such as laundry, in-room movies, ente1 tamment ~xpenscs, gratuities exLeeJmg 20~·'" 
barbering, valet service, or personal telephone calls shall be reimbursed, although reasonable calls to family 
during out-of-town trips are reimbursable. Fines for n·affic violations, private auto repair, cocktails or liquor 
shall be considered non-reimbursable expenses. 

Expenses incurred by a spouse or guest who accompanies an employee shall not be reimbursed. 

An employee may stay with a friend or relative while attending an out-of-town meeting or conference on behalf 
of SYRWCD ID#l. However, the employee will not be reimbursed for any payment to the friend or relative for 
lodging. 

Costs incurred while entertaining colleagues or business associates (as opposed to conducting business) shall 
not be reimbursed. 

Travel Planning Guidelines 
Employees are allowed to travel by commercial aircraft with the approval of the General Manager whenever 
such travel expedites the conduct of official SYRWCD ID#1 business. SYRWCD ID#l employees shall travel by 
the least expensive class available. 

Travel arrangements should be made well in advance of the planned travel date to receive the most favorable 
fares. Assistance in making travel arrangements can be provided by the Administrative Staff by requesting such 
assistance from the Administrative Manager. 

Travel by private automobile will be made in accordance with the Use of Personal Vehicles Policy (Section 4.11 
of the Personnel Policy Manual) and will be reimbursed in accordance with current IRS guidelines for mileage 
reimbursement. 

Cash Advance 
For out-of-town meetings, seminars, etc., an employee may receive a cash advance after the expense has been 
approved by and at the discretion ot the General Manager. Requests for cash advances must be made no more 
than ten (10) days nor less than two (2) days prior to departure. The actual cash advance will be available the 
day before departure. Receipts and justification for any portion of the cash advance expended shall immediately 
be provided the General Manager upon the employee's return to work. 

Advance Registrations 
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RESOLUTION N 0. 786 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OFTI1E 
SANTA YNEZ RNER WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT, IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT NO.1 

AMENDING THE DISTRICT'S PERSONNEL POLICY MANUAL 

WHEREAS, the Board of Trustees previously adopted, and subsequently updated and revised, 
personnel policies by Resolutions which set- forth certain of the terms and condWons of employment for 
employees of the Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District, Improvement Disb·ict No.1 ("District"); 
and 

WHJREAS, the Board of Trustees desires to update and revise the Personnel Policy Manual, 
including but not limited to, compliance with revised and new federal and state requirements; and 

WI-HREAS, the Board of Trustees has the authority to adopt amendments to the Personnel Policy 
Manual; and 

WH:EREAS, the Board of Trustees has reviewed U1e proposed revisions to the Personnel Policy 
Manual, Section 1, Section 3 and Section 4, and Appendix C a copy of which is attached and incorporated 
by this refe:rmce. 

NO\-V, THEREFORE, DE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Trustees of the Santa Ynez River Water 
Conservation District, Improvement District No.1, as follows: 

1. The DislTict Personnel Policy revisions to Section 1- InlToduction to Employment; Section 3-
Employee Benefits; Section 4 - Employment Benefits; and Appendix C - Travel and 
Eehnbursement Policy is approved, adopted and incorporated inlo lhe personnel policies and 
procedures of the Disb·ict. 

2. Except where required by contract or law, the provisions of the Personnel Policy Manual shall 
apply to and govern the terms and conditions of employment of all current and future 
employees of the District, and a copy of the Personnel Policy Manual or any revisions shall 
be given to all current employees of !:he District and shall be given to all new employees 
immediately upon hire. 

3. 'The General 1vianager, working in conjunction vvith the Board of Trustees, is hereby 
authorized lo implement the policies, provisions and procedures of the Personnel Policy 
Nanual. 

BE rTFURTHER RESOLVED, that !:his Resolution shall take effect immediately. 

VVE, THE UNDERSIGNED, being duly qualified Vice President and Secretary, respectively, of the 
Board of Tr-ustees of the Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District, Improvement District No. 1, do 
hereby certify that lhe above and foregoing Resolution was duly and regularly udopted and passed by 
the Bomd oJTrustees of said District at a Special meeting held on May 29, 2019 by the following roll call 
vote: 

AYES, Trustees: 

NOES, Trustees: 
ABSENT, Trustees: 

Arrr:ST: 

l'vlary Montone- Secretary to the Board of Trustees 



CONTP.ACT CHANGE ORDER FORf~ 

CHANGE ORDER NUMBER: 1 

BASE CONTRACT AMOUNT: 
PRIOR CHANGE ORDERS AMOUNT: 

1 OTAL CONTRACT PRIOR TO THIS CHANGE ORDER: 
THIS CHANGE ORDER AMOUNT: 
NEW CONTRACT AMOUNT: 

$379,360.00 
$0.00 

$319,360.00 
($18,054 .00) 
$351,306.00 

PROJECT: Upland Water Well Drilling and Construction- Well 29 
OWNER: 
CONTRACTOR: 

Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District, Improvement District No.1 
Fein Drilling & Pump Co., Inc. 

Change Order Hems Addition 

Addition of 4 feet of blank well casing @ $355/ft. 1,420.00 

Reduction of 31 feet of well screen@ $414/ft 

Pilot borehole ream reduced by 97' feet to 263'. 

Optional plumbness survey not performed. 

NE1 10TAL: I $1,420.00 

We hereby agree to make the above change subject to the terms of this order for the sum of: 
Negative twenty-eight thousand fifty-four only------------- Dollars. 

Recommended by Engineer: Approved by Owner: 

Date. l3j jl' !'j Da-;;- ) 

DATE: 311 912019 

ORIGINAL 
CONTPACT 
DATE: 1/301201 9 

Deduction I Days Ext. 

12,834.00 

11,640.00 

5,000.00 

$29,474.00 I 

NOTE: The documents supporting this Change Order, inc!udlng any drawings and estimates of cost, if required, are attached hereto and made a part 
hereof. This Order sha!! not be considered as such uniil it has been signed by the Owner, and the Contractor. Upon final approval, distribution of 

copies will be made as required. 

CHANGES: All workmanship and materials called for by this Order shall be fully in accordance with the original Contract Documents insofar as the same 
may be applied without comlict to the conditfons set forth by this Order. The time for completing the Contract wHI ilDI be eAiended unless expressly 

provided for in ihis Order. 



CONTRACT CHANGE ORDER FORM 

CHANGE ORDER NUMBER: 2 

BASE CONTRACT AMOUNT: 
PRIOR CHANGE ORDERS AMOUNT: 

TOTAL CONTRACT PRIOR TO THIS CHANGE ORDER: 
THIS CHANGE ORDER AMOUNT: 
NEW CONTRACT AMOUNT: 

5379,360.00 
($2B,Q54.00) 

$351,306.00 
$119:00 

$351,424.00 

PROJECT: Upland Water Well Orllling and Construction- Well 29 
OWNER: 
CONTRACTOR: 

Santa Ynez: River Water Conservation District, Improvement District No.1 
Fein Drilling & Pump Co., Inc. 

Chanqe Order Hems Addition 

Increase of dual-swab deyelopment by 37 hours@ $360/hr $13,320.00 

Eliminated air lift development with drilling rig (B hrs. @ $700/hr.) 

Reduction of 3 hours pump development@ $500/hr. 

Reduction of 12 hours pump testing@ $360/hr. 

Reduction of 27 feet of installed filter pack@ $661ft. 

NET TOTAL: 513,320.00 

We hereby agree to make the above change subject to the terms of this order for the sum of: $118.00 
Negative li'>'enty-eigh\ thousand fifty-four only Dollars_ 

DATE: 5/3/201 9 

ORIGINAL 
CONTRACT 
DATE: 1/30/2019 

Deduction Days Ext. 

5,600.00 

1,500.00 

4,320.00 

"1,782.00 

$13,202.00 

Recommended by Engineer: Approved by Owner: 

~ ;;;~ "fa,./L-e-1, // ~-./:~~,.-'-------~ .... 
' ~, ~---·~~ I a· /-""-"""""'---~ -- _,.__.....::..~-

Date: IS/%//~ Dale: .. (.:/ 6 /~:zC}i 7·· Date: 5/r;./(Ci. 
I I 

NOTE: The documents supporting this Change Order, including any drawings and estimates of cost, if required, are atlacheP hereto and made a part 
hereof. This Order shall not be considered as such until it has been signed by the Owner, and the Contractor, Upon final approv-al, distribution of 
copies will be made as required_ 

CHANGES: AU workmanship and materials called for by this Order shall be fully in accordance with the original Contract Documents insofar as the same 
inay be applied v..rilhout conflict to the conditions set for1h by lh!s Order. The lima for completing the Contract will not be e:rtended unless expressly 

provided for in this Order. 



RECORD!NG REQUESTED BY 
AND WHEN RECORDED MAUL TO: 

Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District 
Improvement District No. 1 
P.O. Box 157 
Santa Ynez, California 93460 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 

THIS SPACE RESERVED FOR RECORDER 
ONLY 

(Gov. Code§ 27361.6) 

Exempt from recording fee pursuant to 
Government Code § 6103 

NOTICE OF COMPLETION 

1. The undersigned is an owner/agent ofthe interest or estate stated below. 

2. The ti.rll name of the owner is Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District, Improvement 
District No. 1 (]District). 

3. The full address of the owner is 3622 Sagunto Street, Santa Ynez, Califomia, 93460 

4. The nature of the interest or estate is: The project site is owned in fee by the District. 

5. A work of improvement on the property herein described was completed and the Owner accepted the 
project as complete as authorized by the Owner's governing body on May 29, 2019, which is the 
completion date pursuant to California Civil Code Section 3086. The work completed includes 
drilling, construction, development, pump testing, and capping of one water well. 

6. The name of the contractor for such work of improvement is Fain Drilling and Pump Co., Inc. 

7. The project is located 3622 Sagunto Street, Santa Ynez. 

8. The property on which said work of improvement was completed is in the County of Santa Barbara, 
State of Califomia 

Dated 

Santa Ynez River Water Conservation 
District, Improvement District No. 1 

Chris Dahlstrom, General Manager 

CERTIFICATION MADE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY (CCI' 2015.5) 

I certify (or declare) under pemllty or pc1jury under the laws of the State ofCrllifornia that the foregoing is true and correct: 

Chns Dahlstrom, Geneml Manager DGte anc P ace 



NOTICE OF EXEMPTION 

To: Clerk of the Santa Barbara County 

Board of Supervisors 

105 East Anapamu Street, 
4th Floor- Room 407 

Santa Barbara, CA 93101 

!From: Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District, 

Improvement District No.I 

Post Office Box 157 
Santa Ynez, CA 93460 

Project Title: Water Line Replacement Project 

Location- Specific: The project is located at various locations (6 dead-end line cui-de-sacs and 

2 private driveways) within the unincorporated communities of Santa Ynez and Ballard in Santa 

Barbara County. 

Description of Nature, Purpose, and Beneficiaries of Project: The purpose of this project is to 

replace and upgrade aging and undersized water mains within the District's distribution system. 2-

inch plastic and 2-inch galvanized iron pipe will be replaced with 4-inch and 6-inch C900 Class 

235 PVC pipe, consistent with California Water Works Standards. Construction will include 

trenching, pipe installation, backfilling, compaction, and disinfection of installed pipe. In total, the 

project will result in the replacement and upgrade of 2,483 feet of 2-inch water line with 772 feet 

of 6-inch and 1,711 feet of 4-inch water line. The areas of disturbance are within Santa Barbara 

County road ROWs or utility easements on private property that intersect ROWs in Santa Ynez and 

Ballard. 

Name of Public Agency Approving or Carrying Out Activity: Santa Ynez River Water 

Conservation District, lmprovement District No.I (District) 

Exempt Status (check one) 

Ministerial (Sec. 21 080(b)( 1 ); 15268) 

Declared Emergency (21 OSO(b )( 4); 15269(a)) 

Emergency Project (21 080(b )( 4 ); 15269(b)( c)) 

Categorical Exemption. State CEQA Guidelines: 

X Statutory Exemption. State code number: P.R.C. 21080.21 

Reasons why activity is exernpt: Under Section 21080.21 of the Public Resources Code (see 

CEQA guidelines, Section 15282, sub-section k), the installation of new subsurface pipeline is 



exempt if the overall length of the pipeline is less than one mile in length and it is to be installed 

within a right-of-way for pipeline installation, maintenance, repair, restoration, reconditioning, 

relocation, replacement, removal, or demolition of an existing pipeline. The District has 

determined that the project will have no significant impacts on the environment and is exempt from 

CEQA for the reasons stated above. 

Lead Agency Contact Person: Chris Dahlstrom 

Title: General Manager 

Signature: ___________ _ 

Title: General Manager 

D Signed by Public Agency 

Telephone: (805) 688-6015 

Date: __________ _ 

Date received for filing at OPR: 



NOTICE AND AGENDA OF MEETING 

SANTA YNEZ RIVER VALLEY GROUNDWATER BASIN 
EASTERN MANAGEMENT AREA 

GROUNDWATER SUST AlNABlL!TY AGENCY 

l. Call to Order 

HELD AT 

SANTA YNEZ CSD- COMMUNITY ROOM 
1070 FARADAY STREET, SANTA YNEZ, CA 

AT 6:30P.M., THURSDAY, APRiL 25,2019 

AGENDA 

II. Pledge of Allegiance 

III. Introductions and review ofSGMA in the Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin 

IV. Additions or Deletions to the Agenda 

V. Public Comment (Any member of the public may address the Committee relating to any 
non-Agenda matter within the Committee's jurisdiction. TI1e total time for all public 
participation shall not exceed fifteen minutes and the time allotted for each individual shall 
not exceed five minutes. No action wiJJ be taken by the Committee at this meeting on any 
public item not on the Agenda.) 

Vl. Consideration and possible Committee action on the following Administrative Items: 

A. Select Committee Chair and Vice Chair 

B. Review and approve minutes of last meeting of Janumy 24, 2019 

VB. Receive update on GSP activities in the Eastern Management Area 

Vlll. Receive update on the Draft lmra-Basin Administrative Agreement between three GSAs 

IX. Consider approval of Draft Guidelines and Application for a Citizen Advisory Group 
(CAG) for the Eastern Management Area 

X. Discuss room fee for next regular meeting date and time: Thursday, July 25,2019, 6:30PM 
and determine location of future meetings 

XL EMA GSA Committee requests and comments 

XII. Adjournment 

[This notice and agenda was posted at the following locations at least 72 hours prior to the scheduled meeting: Santa Ynez CSD, I 070 Faraday 
Street. Santa Yncz, California, Solvang Ciry Hall, 1644 Oak_ Sl.reet, Solvang, CA nnd Sl'RWCD District Office <lt 3669 Sagunto Street, Suite 
101, Santa Ynez,. California., and SYRWCD, JD No. I District Office ::H 3622 Sagunto Street, Santa Ync~ Califomin. In addition, this meeting 
notice and agenda was posted on~! inc at: and .J.li.n '',\ 1 \ lP 11 1lt\ nf<h u1 1:'1~\' (lt,ISL '-!I'- In accordance with the 
Americans \Vith Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to review agenda materials or pmticipate in this meeting, please contact the 
Santa Yncz River Water Conservation District at (805) 693-1156. Noti1ication 71 hours prior to the meeting will enable the GSA to make 
reasonable arrnngcmcnts to ensure accessibility to this meeting.] 



Family Farm 

LLIANCESM 
Protecting Water for Western Irrigated Agriculture 

A Summary oftl<e Alliance's Recent and Upcoming Activities am! Important Water News 

Alliance Sends WOTUS Comments to Feds 
Proposed rule intends to clflrijy what flre "Waters of the U.S." 
The Family Farm Alliance earlier this month sent for­

mal comments to the Environmental Protection Agency 
Improved Certainty for \Vestcrn Irrigated Agriculture 

(EPA) and the U.S. Anny Corps of Engineers (Corps) on the The proposed rule would provide a significant level of 
Trump Administration's !'T!''TF'"'''""'''''"""'"""'"'!'t•'""''''':''·:•·:•·•·•:·:::::·TT'E':" certainty with regard to what 
proposed revised rule defin- in the definition and 
ing what "waters of the at does not. 
United States" (or WOTUS) As the agencies indicated 
are jurisdictional under the in the proposed rule: 
federal Clean Water Act "traditional navigable waters, 
(CWA). tributaries to those waters, 

This rulemalcing seeks to certain ditches, certain lakes 
clarify the long-standing and impoundments of 
confusion over this defini- waters, and 
tion. :wetlands adjacent to jurisdic­

i tiomil waters would be feder­
. ally regulated." 

Over the years, such 
confusion has resulted in 
lengthy legislative and legal 
bnttlcs, including several 
cases before the U.S. Su­
preme Court since the C\V A 

rVaters of the IV estern U.S.-Gerber Resen,oir, Oregon. 

For those featuTes that 
arc not WOTUS, the pro­
posed rule specifically clari­
fies that "waters of the Unit­

was enacted in the 1970s. The proposed rulemaking effec­
tively lays out the full legal and regulatory history of the 
tortuous twists and turns that the interpretation of the 
\VOTUS definition has taken over the decades and which 
lias· brought ns to this point in time. 

11 The result is a rule which establishes a regulatory struc­
ture that moves importantly in the direction of bringing clar­
ity to CWA regulation by establishing what categories meet 
the definition under WOTUS," said Alliance Executive Di­
rector Dan Kcppen. 11Just as importantly, it explains what 
does not." 

STORIES INSIDE. 

Shining light on the nee-d for modeinizcd water ~f~aStructure. 

ed States" do not include features that flow only in response 
to precipitation. In the West, these wonld include ephemeral 
11ows, dry washes, arroyos, and similar features. Groundwa­
ter, including groundwater drained through subsurface iliain­
age systems are not WOTUS. Neither are certain ditches, 
prior converted cropland and artificially irrigated areas that 
would revert to upland if artificial irrigation ceases. In addi­
tion, the agencies are proposing to clarify and define the 
term "prior converted cropland" to improve regulatory pre­
dictability and clarity. 

"These proposed actions are a positive development," 
said Mr. Kcppcn, whose sentiments were shared by many 

Continued on Page 7 

2 
Sup~~.nie Court to address _Cleari Water Act groundwater dischargc ... Alliance'to erigagc as amicus -
Hou~¢;· hearing reviews tribal-water settlement fun_~ 

3 
4 

PreSident Trump signs Colol-ado River dro.ught l~ill into hnv 
Senate Appropriations Subcommittee considers FY 2020 budget proposals foi' water 
USDA moves forward on Farm Bill implementation 
Western '.'.Hot Spots''- California, Klamath Basin,lf1issouri River Basin~ rVashington State 
A-Bfg-''Thank you!'' to our New and SUpporting Meinbcrs 

5 
6 
7 
8-10 
10-11 



Monthly Briefing April 20 I 9 

Shining light on the need for modernized water infrastructure 
Family Farm Alliance General Counsel Norm Semanko 

earlier this month addressed the House Committee on Natural 
Resources, Subcommittee on Water Oceans and Wildlife 
(WOW), where he testified on the state of water infrastructure 
and innovation in the Western U.S. Mr. Sernanko appeared 
before the subcommittee in his 
capacity as the leader of the Water 
Law Practice Group for the Boise, 
Idaho law office of Parsons Behle 
& Latimer, where he serves as 
general counsel for several water 
user organizations, including the 
Alliance. 

WOW Cbainnan Jared Huff­
man (D-CALIFORNIA) bas said 
his goal as the new chair of the 
subcommittee was to 11focus on 
the factual and scientific baseline 
for natural resources issues11 in a 
series of hearings he is calling 
"WOW 101.11 

In addition to Mr. Semanko, 
witnesses included Mr. Dave Eg­
gerton (Executive Director, Asso­
ciation of California Water Agen­
cies), Mr. Vicente Sarmiento 
(President, Orange County Water 
District Board of Directors), and 
Ms. Ellen Hanak (Water Policy 
Center Director, Public Policy 
Institute of California). 

quantities of water that storage facilities do," said Mr. 
Sernanko. "Adequate water supplies for the future require sup­
ply enhancement measures- new and expanded water storage 
projects- that provide long-term solutions across the West." 

The Family Farm Alliance in 2014 released a report that 
"""'"'"-''"-'"""'''''''"'" .......... :·:•••!·:,:·:,·:'"":'!'! provides detailed answers to 20 fre-

i quently asked questions about new 
i water storage projects. 

"The need has only increased," 
! since then, says Mr. Semanko. His 
written testimony includes several 
examples of potential new water 
storage, conveyance and recharge 
projects that have been proposed in 
California, Idaho and Washington. 

''Now it is this generation's re­
sponsibility to provide the water in­
frastructure that future generations 
will rely upon," said Mr. Semanko. 
"There is no doubt we can do it. The 
question is whether we will." 

. i Advocating for a 'Vcstern water 
ii inrrastructure package 
j5 

In the weeks following Mr. 
Semanko's appearance on Capitol 
Hill, the Alliance worked with other 
Western water interests to make the 
water infrastructure issue front and 
center with Western members of 
Congress. 

Mr. Scmanko's written testi­
mony -based on his experience 
serving Western water organiza­
tions for a quarter century - under­
scored the critical importance of 
having sufficient infrastructure in 
place to optimize Western water 
supplies. 

Family Farm Alliance general counsel 
Norm Semauko 

''In recent weeks, there bas been 
strong focus and bipartisan attention 
on ilie Colorado River Drought Con­
tingency Program legislation which 
passed Congress, and our groups 

(Photo courtesy of Idaho Business Review) 

"When we do have good water years, there is insufficient 
storage available to take advantage of mother nature's gener­
osity in the dry years that inevitably follow," he said. 

The case for more water storage 

The need is obvious, and this belief is shared by many in 
the West. The week before :Mr. Semanko's appearance, the 
Family Farm Alliance- working with the California Farm 
Bureau Federation and Western Growers Association- trans­
mitted a letter signed by over 100 national and Western agri­
culture and water organizations, calling upon Members of 
Congress to develop an infrastructure package that addresses 
water infrastructure needs for storage and conveyance. 

"While water conservation, water efficiency, and water 
transfers can he important tools for addressing certain water 
supply challenges, these tools are limited and do not yield the 

would like to use that as momentum to create someiliing on 
the infrastructure front," said Alliance Executive Director Dan 
Keppen. "This would be a West-wide effort, that would go 
beyond, but include, the Colorado River Basin states." 

House Speaker Nancy Pelosi and Senate Minority Leader 
Chuck Schumer are scheduled to meet before the end of ilie 
month with President Donald Trump to discuss infrastructure. 
Speaker Pelosi said the plan "has to be at least $1 trillion." 

"I would like it to be closer to $2 trillion," she said. 
Speaker Pelosi is optimistic she can reach an agreement on 

infrastructure legislation with President Trump. Education, 
workforce training, broadband and water should be in the 
package, she says. 

"There's plenty of areas of common ground," she said. 

Please see Page 5 for a related story on tlze Colorado 
River Drought Contingency Plan legislation that was passed 

by and signed into law by President Trump earlier this month. 

Page2 



April 2019 

Supreme Court to A«id:ress Clean Water Ad Groundwater Discharge 
Alliam:e seeks to engage as "friend of the court" 

The Supreme Court has agreed to hear what many believe 
may be the biggest environmental ease of this year: a dispute 
over which types of pollution discharges trigger the Clean 
Water Act (CWA). The issue reached the high court in two 
different cases: County of A-faui, Hawaii v. Ha-..vai'i Wildlife 
Fund and Ki11der Morgan Energy Partners LP v. Upstate 
ForeFer. The justices will hear the first case - .l'vfaui- which 
involves the discharge of municipal wastewater into injection 
wells. Environmentalists allege the County ofMaui needed a 
CW A permit for the discharges because the wastewater even­
tually seeped through groundwater and ended up in the Pncif­
ic Ocean 

Groundwater as a '"conduit" 

Circuit 
courts agreed 
with environ­
mental groups in 
Kinder A1organ 
and A1aui tl1at 
theCWA­
which governs 
the discharge of 
pollutants from 
discrete "point 
sourcesn into 
nwaters of the 
United Statesn 
-applies even 
when the pollu­
tion migrates 
through ground­
water before The U.S. Supreme Court (Picas a 2. 7 Photo) 

reaching a waterway that is subject to federal jurisdiction. The 
Supreme Court took no action on the Kinder .Ad organ dispute, 
and will likely resolve it after it decides the A1aui case. 

The outcome of the Maui cnse has significanl potential 
impacts on irrigators and other water users. If ground water is 
considered a 11 conduit" to connected surface water for purpos­
es of the Clean Water Act, then any water placed on the sur­
face of the ground, that percolates into the ground, will be 
examined as a potential point source discharge of pollution. 
That could include canals, ponds, regulating reservoirs, 
drains, recharge sites, even fan11s - anything that results in 
water seeping into the ground. 

Implications for \Vestern Irrig~1ted Agriculture 

The Alliance board of directors earlier this month author­
ized joining an ag-centric amicus effort being led by the 
American Fann Bureau Federation in the Supreme Court 
Alaui groundv,'aler case, since this case has implications for 
irrigators. The Alliance joins seven other national agricultural 
organizations involved in the Farm Bureau effort, among 
them the National Cattlemen's Beef Association, National 

Com Growers, The Fertilizer Institute and the Agricultural 
Retailers Association. 

Tbe Alliance and other parties involved in the amicus curi­
ne ("'friend ofthe court") effort are not parties to the Afauipar­
ticular litigation but seek to advise the Supreme Court in re­
spect to those matters of Jaw that directly affect the case. 

"This amicus effort is intended to protect routine agricul­
tural operations from a potentially limitless expansion of the 
Clean Water Act National Pollution Discharge Elimination 
System (NPDES) program," said Norm Semanko (IDAHO), 
General Counsel for the Family Farm Alliance. 

:Mr. Semanlco believes the upshot could be endless third­
party lawsuits regarding the application and scope of 

EPA Stance 

ag- related exemp­
tions in the Clean 
Water Act, whether 
Western inigators 
are contributing 
pollut:an1ts to surface 

via a ground­
connection, 

and potentially 
NPDES point 
source discharge 
permits being re­
quired for some or 
all of these activi-

"If it can happen 
to Maui, it can hap­
pen to the rest of 
us," said 1v1r. 
Semanlw. 

Meanwhile, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) earlier this month issued an Interpretive Statement to 
clarify the application of CW A permitting requirements to 
groumlwater. The agency concluded that "releases of pollu­
tants to groundwater are categorically excluded from the Act's 
permitting requirements because Congress explicitly left regu­
lation of discharges to groundwater to the states and to EPA 
under other statutory authorities." 

The Interpretive Statement is intended to guide states and 
EPA regions in future pennitting decisions outside the 9th and 
4th Circuits, where court decisions have applied an interpreta­
tion of the CWA that differs fi-om EPA's guidance. The agen­
cy is soliciting additional public input on what may be needed 
to provide further clarity and regulatory certainty, with a 45-
day comment period once the Interpretive Statement is pub­
lished in the Federal Register. In a press release, EPA stated 
that they considered over 50,000 comments to their February 
2018 request, and undertook a comprehensive review of prior 
agency statements as well as the tex£ and legislative history of 
the CWA. 
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House Hearing Reviews Tribal Water Settlement Fund 
House Natural Resources lawmakers held a hearing earlier 

this month on H.R. 1904, from Committee Chainnan Raul 
Grijalva (D-ARIZONA), which would amend the Omnibus 
Public Land Management Act of 2009 to make the Reclama­
tion Water Settlements Fund permanent. The fund established 
by 2009 legislation can he used starting in 2020 for funding 
Indian water rights settlements. 

"Water is a basic necessity, and tribes shouldn't have to 
fight for access to basic 
necessities," Chairman i 
Grijalva said. "This bill 
gives tribes there­
sources they need to 
build and improve their 
water systems, sustain 
cultural practices, im­
prove health, welfare 
and agriculture, and 
help their economies 
grow." 

The bill has a Sen­
ate companion, S. 886, 
introduced by Senator 
Tom Udall (D-NM). 

i:fied support for this bill because the organization has mem­
bers in Arizona, Colorado and Idaho, in particular, who have a 
long history and ongoing interactions in Indian water rights 
settlement efforts. 

'The Alliance supports the intent ofthis legislation, since 
water rights settlements will continue to move forward, with 
or without the fund, and future settlements that are authorized 
by Congress will hit the Bureau of Reclamation's budget even 

harder," said Alliance 
Executive Director Dan 
Keppen. "However, 
many of our members 
also believe there are 
more direct needs for 
Reclamation projects, 
such as addressing and 
modernizing aging water 
structures. We will con­
tinue to work with Con­
gress to advance the nec­
essary suite of funding, 
demand management and 
supply enhancement ac­
tions that are required to 
fairly and effectively 
address water challenges 
in the Western U.S." 

Witnesses at the hear­
ing testified on the criti­
cal role that funding 

,. ;:dl I . . I 
j! !ilii p ays m Imp ementing 

"In the West and in 
Indian Country, these 
settlements play a criti­
cal role in communi­
ties' long-term eco­
nomic sustainahility," 
said Senator Udall. 
"This legislation will 
provide predictable and 
reliable funding for 
current and future Indi­

A canal on the Swinomislr Reservation in Washiugton. 
(Photo: Greg Corbolotti I U.S. Department of the Interior) 

·" Mill.!! authorized Indian water 
rights settlements, 
providing greater water 
security for both Indian 

an water rights settlements, curtailing the use of securing wa­
ter rights through costly litigation, while protecting the Bu­
reau of Reclamation's budget." 

Tribal water settlements involve negotiations be-
tween tribes, the federal government, states, water districts, 
and private water users, among others, to determine specific 
terms of water allocation and use. Over the last 50 years, ne­
gotiated settlements have been the preferred course for many 
tribes because they are often less lengthy and costly than liti­
gation. 

Even after settlements are reached, tribes often cannot 
immediately get water delivered to their homelands without 
additional steps being taken to secure federal funding for wa­
ter infrastructure. The Grijalva-Udall bill offers funding nec­
essary to implement finalized settlements. 

and non-Indian communities. Alan Mikkelsen, Senior Advisor 
to the Secretary, Water and Western Resource Issues, Depart­
ment ofthe Interior emphasized the Trump Administration's 
support for settlements. He pointed out that settlements can be 
costly, and that costs have increased over the years. 

"Each of these settlements coutain deadlines by which 
funding must be completed or the settlement fails and long 
standing, expensive, and disruptive litigation resumes,'' he 
said. 

Congress created the Reclamation Water Settlement Fund 
in 2009 and directed SJ20 million into the Fund per year from 
2020 through 2029. Most of that funding has already been 
committed to certain water rights settlements. The Indian Wa­
ter Rights Settlement Extension Act will extend the Fund so 
that additional tribal water settlements can be implemented. 

The Family Farm Alliance earlier this year provided qual-

~-=--=-=······~-=···=···-~···········====~~~========~­
Change of E-Mail Address! 

If you haven't done so already, please note that Alliance Executive 
Director Dan Keppen's email address has changed. 

His new address is dan@familyfarmalliance.org. 
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President Trump Signs Co:l.orado River Drought Bm into Law 
President Trump earlier this month took a historic step to oped in the future. The Lower Basin DCP is designed to: (1) 

reduce risk on the Colorado River by signing bipartisan legis- have Arizona, California and Nevada contribute additional 
lation authorizing the Department of the Interior to implement water to Lake Mead storage at predetermined elevations; and 
Drought Contingency Plans (DCPs) in the Upper and Lower (2) create additional flexibility to incentivize additional volun-
Basins of the Colorado River. The House and Senate both tary conservation of water to be stored in Lake Mead. 
passed identical bills authorizing a Colorado River Basin "This action supports agriculture and protects the water 
Drought Contingency Plan earlier in the month, which sent supplies for 40 million people," said Commissioner Bunnan. 
the legislation to the President's desk. The need for the DCP is, in part, to address requirements 

"All levels of government stepped up to address the of previous agreements. Under the existing usage guidelines 
Basin's worst drought in recorded history," said Bureau of that the basin states agreed to in 2007, if the level at Lake 
Reclamation Commissioner Brenda Burman. "We've seen Mead dips below 1,075 feet it would trigger automatic water 
collaborative efforts among the seven Basin states, local water cuts across the Southwest, specifically to Arizona and Nevada. 
agencies, Tribes, Mexico and the Department of the Interior. The drought plan also create incentives for storing water when 

Congress took prompt '"'m:mmmm'!!!!!!'"!"!!!!'!!!!''''i the Lower Basin states 
action on implementing :::: believe that they could 
legislation for the be removed from Lake 
Drought Contingency Mead if water levels are 
Plans, and the President dropping too low. 
acted swiftly to sign 
that legislation into law. 
Adopting consensus­
based DCPs is the best 
path toward safeguard­
ing this critical water 
supply." 

liD Sues Met 

The bill is the cul­
mination of years of 
years of negotiations 
between seven states in 
the Colorado River ba­
sin on how much each 
state can draw from the 
river if Lake Powell and 
Lake Mead drop to cri­
sis levels. The bill also 

Glen Canyon Dam on the Colorado River. 

On the same day Pres­
ideut Trump signed the 
Drought Contingency 
Plan into law, Imperial 
Irrigation District (liD) 
filed a petition in Los 
Angeles Superior Court 
alleging violations of the 
California Environmental 
Quality Act by the Met­
ropolitan Water District 
of Southern California, 
and names the Coachella 
Valley, Palo Verde and (Photo by Francisco Kjolsethfl"he Salt Lake Tribune) 

prevented actions that 
would have bypassed federal environmental laws. The votes 
came in rapid succession on the same day with little debate 
and each chamber approved the measure by acclimation. 

"We have passed a solution that saves a river 
that.. .irrigates vast amounts offannland, and 
encourages clean, emissions-free hydropower," said House 
Natural Resources Committee Ranking Member Rob Bishop 
(R-UTAH). 

"By acting so quickly, the Lower Basin States will be able 
to immediately begin saving hundreds of thousands of acre­
feet of water behind Hoover Dam, and this will dramatica11y 
reduce the tisk of reaching critically low reservoir levels and 
ensure that Mexico's water contribution to Lake Mead will be 
made beginning next year," said Senator Martha MeSally (R­
ARJZONA). 

DCP Elements nnd Need 

Key elements of the plan for the Upper Basin states in­
clude: (1) protection of cJitical elevations at Lake Powell and 
help to assure continued compliance with the 1922 Colorado 
River Compnct; and (2) authorization of storage for conserved 
water in the Upper Basin that could help establish the founda­
tion for a Demand Management Program that may be devel-

Needles water districts as 
well. IID officials say the Salton Sea should have been includ­
ed in the plan. It asks the court to suspend the Lower Basin 
DCP until a thorough environmental aualysis has been com­
pleted. 

"The logic iu going forward without (us) was that the 
(drought plan) couldn't wait for the Salton Sea," Henry Mar­
tiuez, liD general mnnager, said in a statement. "This legal 
challenge is going to put that logic to the test and the focns 
will now be where it should have been ail along -at the Sal­
ton Sea." 

'\Vater Supply Outle-ok 

The Colorado Basin River Forecast released earlier this 
month reported Lake Powell's elevation was 3569 feet with 
live storage of9.02 million acre-feet (MAF), or 37% full. On 
the same date, Lake Mead in the Lower B<:~sin was at an eleva­
tion of 1089 feet, holding 10.8 MAF, or 41% fulL Under the 
2007 Interim Guidelines, with current iuflow projecUons, Rec­
lumation anticipates normal releases from Lake Powell some­
where above 7.5 MAF and as much as 9 MAF. This would be 
a significant improvement over January 1 projections, and 
would likely forestall cuts in deliveries in the Lower Basin. 
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Senate Approps Subcommittee Considers Budget Proposals for Water 
The Senate Appropriations Subcommittee on Energy and 

Water Development held a hearing earlier this month tore­
view the Trump Administration's Fiscal Year (FY) 2020 
budget requests for the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
(Corps) and the Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation). The 
Trump Administration's FY 2020 budget request to Congress 
totals $4.75 trillion. The budget would renew the administra­
tion's call for $200 billion in infrastructure spending that, 
combined with private sector and local financing, would 
amount to $1 trillion for a wide range of projects. 

The budget for the Corps provides $4.827 billion in fund­
ing for Civil Works, a $2.17 billion decrease from the FY 
2019 enacted funding level. Of that amount, $1.011 billion is 
provided for flood and storm damage reduction and $187 mil­
lion for aquatic ecosystem restoration. 

Bureau of Reclamation FY 2020 Budget Highlights 

The Department of!nterior budget for FY 2020 provides 
$1.1 billion in funding for Reclamation, a $461 million de­
crease from the FY 2019 enacted funding level. Highlights of 
the proposed budget for Reclamation include: 

G $1.1 billion for Reclamation's water resource programs 
to ensure that millions of customers continue to receive 
essential water and power; 

o $19.9 million for WaterSMART, including water conser­
vation grants and Title XV1 water recycling reuse re­
search grants, which support local innovation to stretch 
water supplies; 

o $27.8 million for Rural Water projects, including $1.3 
million to incentivize research through Reclamation's 
Water and Power Technology Prize Competition; 

o Funding reductions for the Klamath River Basin, the 
Central Valley Project Restoration Fund, California Bay­
Delta Restoration, the Central Valley Project; the Yakima 
River Basin Water Enhancement Project; the San Joaquin 
Restoration Program; the Endangered Species Recovery 
Implementation Program; and the WaterSMART Pro­
gram, among others; 

o Increased funding for the Dam Safety Program and the 
San Joaquin Restoration Fund, among others; 

o Elimination of funding for Reclamation's Loan Program 
Account, among others. 

Concerns with \VIIN funding 

Witnesses at the hearing included R.D. James (Assistant 
Secretary of the Army for Civil Works) Brenda Burman 
(CoiiliJtissioner of Reclamation) and Tim Petty (Assistant 
Interior Department Secretary for Water and Science). 

During the hearing, Committee Ranking Member Dianne 
Feinstein (D-CA) asked targeted questions to Commissioner 
Burman, regarding the Water Infrastructure Improvements for 
the Nation Act of2016 (W!JN) funding. She asked Commis­
sioner Burman if she agreed that projects receiving WIIN Act 
funds could use more funding than what has been allocated to 

them in FY 2017 and FY 2018. Commissioner Burman re­
sponded that WIIN Act funding has been used to advance 
many projects, but that for storage, Reclamation has made 
recommendations to Congress for $75 million for use on stor­
age projects largely in California, Washington, and Idaho. She 
stated that the $75 million included in the recommendation to 
Congress is critical for moving storage projects forward with 
feasibility studies and environment compliance. 

When asked by Senator Feinstein what Congress can do to 
get this funding "moving", Conunissioner Burman explained 
that while Congress has appropriated WIIN Act funds, the 
Act's process requires Reclamation to send Congress a recom­
mendation for funding including a list of individual projects, 
which then Congress can include in legislation to release fund­
ing for such recommended projects. Reclamation sent their FY 
2018 recommendation to Congress in February 2019. 

"If Congress was willing to in a future bill, either in appro­
priations or not, to list those projects that [were included] in 
the recommendations we sent up, then we would be able to use 
that funding to complete feasibility studies and move to con­
struction," l.he CoiiliJtissioner responded. 

Let the Appropriations Games Begin 

The Administration's FY 2020 budget proposal is certain 
to face opposition from lawmakers in bol.h parties, particularly 
with Democrats now in control of tbe House. Divided House 
Democrats earlier this month backed a plan that could belp 
avert billions of dollars in proposed cuts to EPA and other 
domestic agencies in FY 2020. Tbe House adopted, 219-201, a 
procedural 11 deeming" measure !.hat would set an overall top 
line discretionary spending level to $1.295 trillion for the up­
coming year. This equates to a 10% increase over across-the­
board cuts, lmown as "sequester," due to kick in when the new 
fiscal year begins on October I. The move will allow appropri­
ators to begin writing their 12 annual spending bills now that 
Congress has returned from a two-week congressional recess 
that began Aprill5. 

House Democrats deemed the spending cap, rather than 
voting on a more robust bill that would have raised spending 
restraints for the next two years, after their caucus had disa­
greements over the increased level of domestic spending. Pro­
gressives and liberals in the Democratic caucus wanted more 
than the proposed 5.7% increase over current levels for domes­
tic programs and less for defense. A handful of conservative 
Democrats wanted to see more action toward balancing the 
budget. 

"Congress will still need to pass legislation in order to raise 
the sequester caps that the Trump Administration has used to 
justifY cutting EPA by about a third and making the reductions 
at the Energy and Interior departments in their proposed FY 
2020 budgets," said Mark Limbaugh, the Family Farm Alli­
ance's representative in Washington, D.C. ••If lawmakers do 
not act, current budget law would force the automatic se­
quester cuts." 

Committees in both chambers will continue to hold hear­
ings to examine the Administration's proposals for each of l.he 
federal departments and agencies as they begin to work on FY 
2020 appropriations bills. 
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USDA Moves Forward m11 Farm Bill Implementation 
U.S. Secretary of Agriculture Sonny Perdue earlier this 

month announced the implementation status of tbe 2018 Farm 
Bill, an issue that the Family Farm Alliance board of directors 
identified as a top 2019 priority for the Alliance to engage in. 
Here are some key developments related to the conse!V'ation 
title, which the Alliance was heavily engaged in over the past 
two years: 

o Agricultural Conservation Easement Program: USDA has 
published an announcement regarding the availability of 
S450 million for wetland and agricultural land easements 
that will help private landowners, tribes, land trusts and 
other groups wanting to restore and protect critical wet­
lands and protect agricultural lands and grasslands. 

o Regional Conservation Partnership Program (RCPP): 
NRCS has determined that RCPP projects with agree­
ments entered into prior to September 30, 2018, may con­
tinue to enter into new RCPP-CSP contracts with eligible 
producers, which will be administered under the new 
CSP authority. 

o Environmental Quality Incentives Program CEOIP): This 
program operates through a continuous signup process, 
Applications may be submitted throughout the year. 

~•waters of the U.S.'' 
others in American agriculture. 

Concerns vrith the Proposed Rule 

Some states and conservation organizations have grave 
concerns with the proposed rule. 

The California State Water Quality Control Board earlier 
this month adopted a new regulation that established strict 
mlcs for virtually any human activity that could disrupt the 
natural now of water, including farming, home building and 
highway constntction. This was seen as a move to preempt 
the perceived proposed "weakening" of the Clean Water Act 
by the Trump Administration. 

The Theodore Roosevelt Conservation Partnership 
(TRCP)- consisting of 59 non-profit organizations with a 28-
member council- opposes the Trump agencies' proposed Wa­
ters of the United States redefinition. 

"On behalf of sportsmen and women across the country, 
our partner organizations and their affiliates, the TRCP im­
plores the agencies to withdraw the proposed rule and go back 
to the drawing board," \vrote Melinda Kassen, Senior Counsel 
for TRCP. "[H]unters and anglers remain willing to work 
with the administration on drafting a new rule that meets the 
requirements above, without triggering the dramatic losses of 
vital aquatic and hydrological resources that this grossly inad­
equate and inappropriate proposal would." 

The State of Oregon believes implementation of the rule 
will result in significant changes in how the nation protects 
water quality with consequences ranging from the loss of im­
portant protections to uneven protections across states. 

"'As a consequence, the proposed mle fails to achieve the 
objective of protecting the chemical, physical and biological 
integrity of Oregon's and our nation's waters," wrote Oregon 

NRCS is requesting public comments on bow to improve 
conservation practice standards that support programs such as 
EQIP, which help producers cover part of the costs for imple­
menting these practices. 

"We are currently putting together some brief recommen­
dations addressing areas of concern our members may have 
regarding implementaHon of conservation title programs," 
said Alliance Executive Director Dan Keppen. "If any of our 
members in the Western U.S. have any ideas you'd like to 
have us advance, please let me know as soon as possible". 

President Trump signed this Farm Bill into law on Decem­
ber 20th, 2018 and the U.S. Department of Agriculture 
(USDA) promptly began implemeotation of key programs. 
USDA held several listening sessions with stakeholders and 
the public, specific to each agency's respective mission areas. 

"At USDA we are implementing the 2018 Farm Bill as 
quickly as possible. We know the programs that are renewed 
and updated in this farm bill are critical to fanners, ranchers, 
and producers as they plan for the future," said Secretary Son­
ny Perdue. "Onr mission areas have all held several public 
listening sessions, both formally and informally, to receive 
stakeholder input. Our goal is to have programs that function 
best for the people that we serve." 

(Continued {ronl Page 1) 
Governor Kate Brown. 

The argument for cooperative federalism 

Some critics of the proposed rule believe it may impose 
unrealistic expectations on states that may not have the capaci­
ty to meet. Robert Lynch, au attorney who represents the Irri­
gation & Electrical Districts' Association of Arizona (IEDA), 
disagrees. 

"The attacks on this process are essentially attacks on the 
competence of the states," says .Mr. Lynch. "The law was 
passed to create a cooperative relationship between the federal 
government and the states. The delegatiou authority is the key 
to that relationship and it has, over the years, positioned the 
states to adequately address water quality issues under the fed­
eral Clean Water Act and the counterpart legislation in each of 
these states." 

Mr. Lynch believes attacking the competency of the states 
or the willingness of tl1e states to shoulder additional responsi­
bility where necessary is contrary to the track record the CW A 
has hnd in implementation. He thinks these arguments should 
he ignored by the federal agencies. 

"In short, we lamw that Arizona can step up to the plate if 
necessary to add to its point source discharge program as evi­
dence would support," Mr. Lynch wrote in a letter to the feder­
al agencies. "We sec no reason to believe that the other slates 
would ignore that responsibility either. We urge you to stay 
the course and to keep this exercise in cooperative federalism 
on track." 

All public comments on the proposed WOTUS rule will be 
posted on the rcgulations.gov website, identified by Docket 
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Western Water Hot Spots 
California 

Bay~ Delta Flow Objectives 

The U.S. Department ofJustice and the Department of 
the Interior (collectively, .. Federal Government") on March 
28 filed lawsuits in both federal and state court challenging 
the State Water Resources Control Board's (State Water 
Board) recent amendments to the Water Quality Control Plan 
for the San Francisco Bay/Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta 
Estuary (Amended Plan). According to the Sacramento law 
finn Somach Simmons & Dunn, U1e Amended Plan adopted 
by the State Water Board last December has touched off a 
series oflawsuits due to its controversial unimpaired flow 
requirements for the Lower San Joaquin River and its tributar­
ies. The Amended Plan calls for 30 to 50 percent of the un­
impaired flow of the Lower San Joaquin River for declining 
fish populations. The State Water Board proposes to assign 
responsibility for meeting these unimpaired flow objectives to 
water right holders through water rights proceedings and has 
suggested that water users could develop and submit agree­
ments between water users to address how the new unim­
paired flow objectives will be implemented. The Federal 
Government's lawsuits allege that the State Water Board vio­
lated the California Environmental Quality Act, and set the 
stage for another battle between the Federal Government and 
the State of California over how water resources should be 
managed in the Bay-Delta. 

Centrnl Valley Project Operations 

The Bureau of Reclamation earlier this montll announced 
water allocations for California's Central Valley Project 
(CVP). South-of-Delta agricultural water service contractors 
were surprised to learn their allocation was only increased to 
65%. This minor increase was "astonishing" to CVP contrac­
tors, since precipitation has been well above average in 2019, 
and snowpack throughout the state was still more than 150% 
of average for this time of year. 

"This announcement begs the question, wbat has to happen 
before south-of-Delta farmers served by the Central Valley 
Project can get a full supply?", Thomas Birmingham, 
Westlands Water District's general manager, observed. 

Although Reclamation was able to meet full allocations for 
most CVP water users, the agency has had ongoing challenges 
in providing higher allocations for South-of-Delta water ser­
vice contractors in recent decades. Even in above average wa­
ter years, llireatened and endangered species' requirements, 
storage limitations and lost conveyance capacity from land 
subsidence pose challenges on Reclamation's ability to export 
water South-of-Delta. 

"The increased precipitation has allowed us to increase the 
amount of water we allocate to our South-of-Delta contractors. 
Our goal is to maximize the supply available to our contractors 
in the short term, while continuing to improve the reliability of 
CVP water supplies in the long run," said Mid-Pacific Region­
al Director Ernest Conant. "This is the type of year when addi­
tional storage and conveyance capacity would benefit the 
CVP." 

Reclamation is currently engaged in several processes to 
improve its ability to meet the water supply needs of the CVP 
in an environmentally and economically sound manner. These 
include several efforts directed by President Trump's October 
2018 Memorandum on Water in the West, such as the effort to 
develop new biological opinions for the long-term coordinated 
operations of the CVP and State Water Project. Meanwhile, 
the California Department of Water Resources (DWR) says 
the Trump Administration's water plans are not scientifically 
defensible and is developing its own plans on how Bay-Delta 
water will be managed. 

'Vater Infrastructure Developments 

Rep. John Garamendi CD-CALIFORNIA) introduced the 
Sites Reservoir Protection Act in March to provide federal 
support for the building of Sites Reservoir and other water 
infrastructures in the Central Valley. The act, also known as 
House Resolution 1453, would direct Reclamation to complete 
a feasibility study for the project, whicll aims to provide 1.8 
million acre-feet of off-stream water storage capacity for Cali­
fornia and help local communities prepare for droughts. 

U.S. Rep. Kevin McCarthy's House Resolution 1600- the 
RAILWAY Act- proposes to reclaim $3.5 billion that had been 
earmarked for California high-speed rail. It would shift that 
money toward projects outlined in the 2016 Water Infrastntc­
ture Improvements for the Nation Act (WIIN Act). That latter 
hill advanced but did not fully fund the Shasta Dam and Reser­
voir Enlargement Project, the Sites Reservoir Storage Project, 
the Upper San Joaquin River Basin Storage Project, the Los 
Vaqueros Reservoir Pllase 2 Expansion Project and repairs to 
the Friant-Kern Canal. 

In response to Governor Gavin Newsom's rejection of the 
controversial Delta twin tunnels project, the California DWR 
and Reclamation have requested and were granted a 60-day 
stay of hearings with the State Wa-
ter Board. Continued 011 Page 5 
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Vo/estern Water Hot Spots (Cont'd {roi11 Pg 8) 
ICbmath River Basin 

The IUamath Water Users Association (KWUA) an­
nounced earlier this month the selection of Paul Simmons as 
its new Executive Director. Simmons has worked for KWUA 
as its attorney for over two decades. KWUA is a non-profit 
priv<ltc corporation that has represented Klamath Reclamation 
Project farmers and ranchers in its current form since 1953. 
The Klamath Project is home to over 1200 family farms and 
ranches and encompasses over 170,000 acres. 

Irrigation water users in the Klamath Project also recently 
announced they will challenge the new federal rules restrict­
ing inigation water supply for the Project. The plan, adopted 
by federal agencies on April2, will be in effect for five years, 
and includes new rules and limitations based on the Endan­
gered Species Act. The new limitations are based on protec­
tion for endangered suckers in Upper IUamath Lake and coho 
salmon in the Klamath River. Klamath Irrigation District bas 
filed its lawsuit in federal district court in Oregon, and anoth­
er will be filed jointly by KWUA, three districts and individu­
al farmers. 

lVIissouri River Basin Flooding 

completely under water, and many other levees were damaged, 
some ofthem severely. 

In North Dakota, the Red River of the North hit flood stage 
downstream of Fargo. In Colorado, near-record amounts of 
snow pack were recorded in monntain areas. 

Joel Euler, an attorney from Doniphan County, Kansas 
testified at the hearing, emphasizing the need for flood control 
and questioning whether habitat work for species recovery acts 
to impede the flow of water during a flood event. He also testi­
fied regarding significant changes to the Corps long-term risk 
management adopted in collabor<:Jtion with the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service in 2004 to protect endangered and threatened 
species, under the Missouri River Recovery Program (MRRP). 

•While Mother Nahlre plays a role in providing water for 
flooding, the fact is that the manner in which that water is 
managed by the Corps plays a major role in whether that water 
ultimately results in the type of flooding that has been devas­
tating the Midwest since the adoption and implement of the 
MRRP in 2004," said Mr. Euler. 

Missouri Farm Bureau President Blake Hurst, who farms 
near the Missouri River, also testified at the hearing, and urged 
that the lessons from this year's flooding should lead to chang­
es about how the river is managed. 

The Senate Environment and Public Works Committee "Going forward, government agencies and stakeholders 
held a field hearing earlier this month in Glenwood, Iowa on should engage in renewed discussion on how to enhance flood 
the devastating March 2019 flooding in the lower Missouri control throughout the system," said Mr. Hurst, who was the 
River basin. Representatives from the Corps of Engineers keynote speaker at the 2016 Family Farm Alliance annual con-
were present at the hearing, ir:·:·:·:"'•"'"'.""""";.,.,.,.,.,.,.,.,.,~: .. .,, . .,.,.,.,.,.,.,,.,.,.,.,.,,,.,.,.,.,,.,.,.,,.,.,.,,.,.,.,., .................................................. , .. , ... ,, ference in Las Vegas. "Serious 
and explained that the Mis- consideration must be given to 
sour River flood event that increased upstream flood control 
began on March 13 was trig- storage, whether that be in the 
gcrcd by a bombogenesis, or mainstern dams or on tributary 
'bomb cyclone' rain event. projects. Any proposed change 
This generated a significant in flood control storage must 
amount of precipitation and also keep an eye toward times of 
brought warmer temperatures drought, which the Missouri 
to an area that spanned cen- River system is just as prone to." 
tral and western Nebraska, Meanwhile, over 130 nation-
southeastern South Dnkota, al farm organizations wrote con-
western Iowa, and a portion gressionalleaders later in the 
of northern Missouri and month calling on Congress to 
Kansas. The combination of immediately pass a disaster aid 
rainfall and warmer tempera- package addressing the recent 
hires quickly melted the floods and other disasters, in-
plains snowpack, and thawed Destroyed grain silos-a result of flooding-spill corn onto a eluding hurricanes Florence and 
its frozen soils, resulting in Michael, unprecedented \Vild-muddy field on a farm near Bellet~ue (NEBRASKA). (Photo 
rapid runoff and ice jams. fires, droughts, and other natural 
This led to record discharges courtesy of Nati Harnik I Rapid City Journal) disasters. 

on <l number of tributaries of "For many farmers, these events 
the Missouri River, particularly the lower Platte, Elkhorn, and have meant near complete losses," the letter stated. "Further, 
Niobrara Rivers, and in portions of the main stem of the Mis- while many producers benefited from the Market Facilitation 
souri River downstream of these tributaries. Program assistance provided by the administration last fall, 

Most of the rain fell downstream of the large dams on the those producers who lost their crops due to natural disaster 
mainstem Missouri River, which can cspturc mnoff from ap- received no assistance." 
proximately half of the Missouri River drainage basin. Many The Senate left for two \Veeks this month without an agree-
levees in portions of Iowa, Nebraska, Missouri, and Kansas, mcnt on a multi-billion dollar disaster aid package. 
overtopped. At least 32 levee systems were overtopped or 

Continued 011 Page 10 
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Divided Senate Confirms Bernhardt as Secretary of the Interior 
The Senate earlier this month confirmed David Longly 

Bernhardt as Interior Department Secretary by 56-41 vote. 
One independent, Sen. Angus King 
of Maine, joined three Democrats 
and all voting Republicans in sup­
port of Mr. Bernhardt, who bas 
served for upward of a decade in a 
variety of increasingly influential 
Interior jobs. 

"He bas what it takes to lead 
this Department- coming from the 
West, be understands our public 
lands, has more experience at the 
Department than all hut one of his 
predecessors, and bas extensive 
knowledge of the issues that will 
come before him," said Senate En­
ergy and Natural Resources (ENR) 
Chair, Lisa Murkowski (R-AK). 
"David Bernhardt bas proven to he 
a strong partner not only for Alas­
ka, but states all across the country. 
I'm pleased to continue working 
with him and his team on a wide 
range of energy, lands, and water­
related issues." 

Democrats voting for him were 
Sen. Martin Heinrich (NEW MEXI­
CO), Sen. Krysten Sinema 
(ARIZONA) and Senate Energy and 
Natural Resources Committee rank- ence in Reno' NV. 
ing member Joe Manchin of West Virginia. 

"Based on my extensive discussions with him and my 
review of his record, I believe Mr. Bernhardt is clearly quali­
fied to serve as Secretary," said Senator Manchin. "He knows 
the Interior Department inside and out, and he is well versed 
on all of the issues that come before it. The opposition to Mr. 
Bernhardt's nomination comes not from any lack of 
knowledge or experience, but from questions about appear­
ances of conflicts of interest arising from his law practice 

prior to being confirmed as Deputy Secretary." 
Currently the Acting Interior Secretary, as well as being 

........................ the Department's Senate-confmned Deputy 
. since August 2017, the 49-year-old Bern-
: hardt \vill replace the departed Interior 
Secretary Ryan Zinke. While Mr. Bern-

' hardt enjoys more experience at the Interi-
. ; 'j·,l or Department than nearly all of his 52 
· '· ,!1i!l i!•,•!jl!i p:edecessors ~s Secretary of the Interio_r, 
· II · 'lil!lil his confirrnahon also carne over the objec­

"• n· I . .!"1 tions of most Democrats and myriad envi-

i!!:,i.,~l:.l!!l '·•li ··i11'!11! ronmental organizations. 
.:ll!!lii l!li!' 'i, i 1!11

1 The inspector general of the Interior 
1'•1!'1lr1!! I 11! 11111·1 Department has opened an mvestlgahon 

;! t!l!li j'li1:1i!l into Secretary David Bernhardt's past 
d!.i!1;

1
lll!lili w.ork on behalf ofWestlands Water D_is­

,l!li l!ii! i!lj t?ct (CALIF<?RNIA) and other orgamza-
1!!1!•!1,1,;1•:,1 hans. The action follows requests from 

. 11 ,,,,,, I . 
' j.,!!•:i!l,1!li 1 ~evera Con~ess1_onal Democrats, includ­

mg Senate Mmonty Leader Sen. Chuck 
Schumer (New York), Sen. Elizabeth War­
ren (Massachusetts) and Sen. Richard Blu­
menthal (Connecticut). The senators asked 
Interior's inspector general to investigate, 

; among other things, Bernhardt's involve­
. ment in proposals that would revise rules 
protecting the endangered delta smelt. 

The Family Farm Alliance in March 
sent a formal letter of support for Mr. 
Bernhardt's confliDlation to the Senate 
ENR Committee. 

"We believe Mr. Bernhardt is a strong leader. He's a per­
son with vision, common sense and high ethical standards," 
said Alliance Executive Director Dan Keppen. "We have 
worked with Mr. Bernhardt in the past on several Western wa­
ter issues and, as a Westerner himself, believe he understands 
the unique challenges faced by rural ag producers living in 
states where the federal government is the majority landowner 
and plays a significant role in the management of land and 
water that can impact our members." 

-~~-------·---~~~ - H''-''>» • _.,__, ___ , ______ _,_,,_,, _____ ,_,-

Western Water Hot Spots (Cont'd [rom Page 9) 

Washington State 

Washinglon Gov. Jay lnslee 
has declared a drought emergen­

cy for the upper Y ak.ima Basin and the Okanogan and 
Methow valleys based on forecasts of low summer stream­
flows. Capital Press reports that the Okanogan River is fore­
cast at 58% of normal streamflow for April through Septem­
ber, the Methow River at 72% of normal and the upper Ya­
kima at 74%, according to state and federal projections. 

These areas are all prime agricultural regions in Washington, 
where the state threshold for drought is 75%. 

"We must take steps to ensure that Washingtonians have 
the water they need to sustain their farms and livestock," 
Governor Inslee said. 

Examples ofthose programs include growers activating 
emergency drought wells, farmers leasing water from senior 
water right holders willing to part with some of their supply 
for a price, and diverting water to dry streams for fish, said 
Urban Eberhart \vitb the Kittitas Reclamation District. 

"If this declaration wasn't in place, we would not be able 
to set up quickly enough," said Mr. Eberhart, who sits on the 
Family Farm Alliance Advisory Committee. 
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Bureau of Reclamation Hosts Stakeholder Workshops 
Family Farm Alliance representatives and members were 

in the audience earlier this month in Denver to participate in 
interactive stakeholder workshops held at the Bureau of Rec­
lamation's Federal Center. There were roughly 70 attendees 
who participated in the two-day workshop, including Alliance 
Director Clinton Pline (IDAHO), Executive Director Dan 
Keppen (OREGON), several Alliance Advisory Committee 
members, and many other Alliance irrigation district manag­
ers, engineers and attor­
neys. There were also rep­
resentatives from the con­
servation community (The 
Nahlre Conservancy, Na­
tional Audubon, and Theo­
dore Roosevelt Conserva­
tion Partnership) and 
Soutbem California urban 
water representatives inter­
ested in Title XVI-type 
projects. 

To sec the PowerPoint presentations delivered in Denver for 
each one of these topics, go to httos://www.usbr.gov/ 
stakeholders/. All materials from the 2019 Bureau of Reclama­
tion Stakeholders Workshop are available on this stakeholder 
website. 

Transferred works are defined as those Reclamation project 
facilities where the Operations and Maintenance (O&M) of 
that facility is carried out by a non-Federal entity under the 

provisions of a fonnal O&M 
transfer contract. At times, 
uncoordinated changes be­
tween Reclamation and the 
non-Federal entity have re­
sulted in adverse conse­
quences. Reclamation has 
developed a draft Directive 
and Standard (D&S) intend­
ed to improve collaboration 
on these matters in the fu­
hlre. In response to stake­
holder feedback and discus­
sion at the Denver Work­
shop, the Reclamation Man­
ual D&S- "Substantial 
Changes on Transferred 
Worlcs, Bureau of Reclama­
tion Facilities" 

The workshops were 
led and organized by Dep­
uty Commissioners Shelby 
Hagenauer and David Pa­
lumbo. Meeting topics 
included updates from 
Reclarnation 1s leadership 
with discussions on: 

0 WaterSMART 

Kristi Evans, Reclamation's Design, Engineering and Construction 
Program A1anager, a"Cplains how Reclamation conducts feasibility 
studies at a stake/wider workshop lzeld in Denver earlier this monlfz. 

(CMP 1 0-05) -has been rc­
posted on the Reclamation 
Manual website for an addi­
tional 3-week external com­

0 

Economic Benefits and Cost Estimates in Reclamation 
Planning Studies 

IdentifYing, Designing, and Executing Repairs, Replace­
ments, and Additions at Transferred Works Facilities 

Improving the Environmental Review Process 

Cultural Resources Compliance on Transferred Works 

ment review period. You can access the posting using the fol­
lowing link: httns://v ... ·ww.usbr.gov/recru<mldrafis/crun 1 0-
05webdroft.pdf 

Comments on this draft release arc due no later than May 
10,2019 and should be submitted to Katharine Dahm at 
kdahm@usbr.!WV. 

OreP£m 'IITa:tei:' R.es~ml-ces Congress 
.S<oultlnvestei·n uJ~•·•• Conservation District {CO) 

IIIHn--tcllls (CA) 
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A Big Thank You to Our New and Supporting Members! 

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 dan@familyfarmalliance.org, or visit our website: 

www.familyfarmalliance.org. 
Contributions can also be mailed dir~ttly to: ·Family Farm Alliance 22895 S. Dickenson A venue Riverdale, CA 93656. 



Contact: 

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

123 E. Anapamu St. o Santa Barbara, CA 93101 
(805) 568-3000 o FAX (805) 568-3019 

www.countyofsb.org/PWD 

PRESS RELEASE 
May 10, 2019 

Kalani Durham, Water Conservation Specialist 
kdurham@cosbpw.net 
(805) 568-3448 

Santa Ynez Valley Union High School Wins the 201h Annual Santa Barbara County 
WaterWise High School Video Contest 

Countywide Contest Reveals "A Day in the Life of a Water Saver" 

(Santa Barbara, Calif.)- The Santa Barbara County Water Agency is pleased to announce the 
winners of the 201h Annual WaterWise High School Video Contest. In total, 51 students from seven 
schools throughout the county submitted 16 videos. Students were challenged to create 30-second 
videos centered on the theme, "A Day in the Life of a Water Saver. "While the Water Agency and 
water providers arrange for monetary prizes to the winning schools, private sector sponsors 
provide awards for the students. 

o First Place: "Wild Water Saver" by Santa Ynez Union Valley High School received $1,000. 
Students won $500 prize provided by Carollo Engineers. 

a Second Place: "Steve's a Water Saver" by Orcutt Academy High School received $500. 
Student won $250 prize provided by Dudek. 

o Third Place: "A Day in the Life of a Water Saver" by Dos Pueblos High School received 
$300. Students won $150 prize provided by Ewing Irrigation. 

a Honorable Mentions for North County and South County submissions: 
o North County: "Drippy the Water Saver" by Santa Ynez Valley Union High School 

received $100. Students won $50 carwash vouchers provided by Splash n' Dash 
Recycled Water Carwash. 

o South County: "Drip" by Santa Barbara High School received $100. Students won 
2020 film festival tickets provided by the Santa Barbara International Film Festival. 

a People's Choice Award: "Steve's a Water Saver' by Orcutt Academy High School with a 
record high of 311 likes on the WaterWiseSB YouTube channel. The school received $500 
and the student won a $500 gift card provided by All Around Landscape Supply. 

The winners were announced publically at the Awards Ceremony on May 1, 2019 at the Parks 
Plaza Theater in Buellton where all videos were screened and students were awarded. All students 
and teacher advisors were acknowledged for their hard work and creativity thai was put into 
creating their videos. 



Below are photos of the student winners with their teacher advisors and award presenters at the 
Awards Ceremony~ 

First Place: "Wild Water Saver" by Malia Hunter and Josh Kazali at Santa Ynez Union Valley High 
School. 

Second Place: "Steve's a Water Saver" by Justin Roslinda at Orcutt Academy High School. 



Third Place: "A Day in t!Je Life of a Water Saver" by Tara Woodard, Nate Vance, and Elizabeth 
Shmorhun at Dos Pueblos High School. 

People's Choice Award: "Steve's a Water Saver'' by Justin Roslinda at Orcutt Academy High 
School. 

We il1anl< our community sponsors for their generous support. View all video submissions and 
learn more about our sponsors by visiting WaterWiseSB.org/HSVC. 

Let's continue io live every day as a water saver, Santa Barbara County! 

-30-
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JOYCE E. DUDLEY 
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Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
!02! Anacapa Street, 2nd Floor 
S:1nta Barbara, CA 93 !0! 
'Via email 
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Chi::ff'iu:ll!cinl & :l..dmini:.tratin• Ol"lic~r 

Re: Brown Act Complaint againsr Santa YJ:e.: River FVater Conservarion District, Improvement 
District No. I 

Dear Mr. Kvistad, 

I am in receipt of your letter dated April 30, 2019. Based on my review of all the evidence 
submitted, including your letter, this Office !Jas concluded that there is insufficient evidence to 
prove that a violation of the Brovvn Act has occurred in this instance. This Office will not take any 
further action on this matter. 

Please feel free to contact me if you have :::my questions. 

CJ So\.\T.~ iJ .. \.!W,\.RA OFI'fCC 

i ! ! 2 S:1iit:1 U::~·h:1~·n Str.:~: 

Sincerely, 

_;)' .. ,/ .. _/·' 
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Cas~~B·.- ]'-Tel son 
De~'-y District Atton1ey 

Q ~; .. \.\T.\ .\l.\1~; __ \_ OFFICE 
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Td: (805) 7.17-TiCiU 
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April 30, 2019 

VIA E-MAil CNElSON@CO.SANTA·BARBARA.CA.US 

Casey B. Nelson, Esq. 
Deputy District Attorney 
Office of the District Attorney 
County of Santa Barbam 
1112 Santa Barbara Street 
Santa Barbara, CA 93101 

Gary M. Kvistad 
Attorney at Law 
805.882.1414 tel 
805.965.4333 fax 
glwistad@bllfs.com 

RE: Brown Act Complaint against Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District, 
Improvement District No.1 

Dear IVIr. Nelson: 

Tile pu;·pose of this correspondence is to address a complaint that was filed with your office 
concerning the Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District, Improvement District No.1, 
("District"). As we understand, the complaint alleges that the District violated the Brown Act 
during a regula1'1y scheduled meeting on October 2, 2019. As we understand, the complaint 
alleges there was no need for the District to adjourn to closed session to conside1· initiating a 
lawsuit against the Santa Barbara County Clerk-Recorde1· and Registrar of Voters ("Registrar of 
Voters") for declaratory relief regarding the Registrar of Voters' decision to place non-qualified 
candidates on the ballot for the office of the District's Board of Trustees during the November 
2019 election. 

The Brown Act pmvides express a11d long-standing exceptions to the open public meeting 
requirements. As you indicated, Government Code section 54956.9(a) allows a legislative body 
of a local agency such as the District, based on advice of its legal counsel, to hold a closed 
session to confer witl1 or receive advice from its legal counsel regarding pending litigation when 
discussion in open session concerning those matters would prejudice the position of the local 
agency in the litigation. Section 54956.9(d)(4) further specifies that such closed session 
discussions rega1·ding "pending litigation" include discussions where the local agency is deciding 
whether to initiate litigation. Case law confirms that the Brown Act provides and preserves the 
aiiomey-clieni privilege for local agencies in this context. (Sutter Sensible Planning, Inc. v. Board 
of Supervisors ( 1981) ·122 Cai.App.3d 813, 824; Sacramento Newspaper Guild v. Sacramento 
County Board of Supe!Visors ( 1968) 263 Cai.App.2d 41, 53; Robel1s v. City of Palmdale ( 1993) 5 
Cal. 4th 363, 37 4 ["Government should have no advantage in legal stl·ife; neithe1· sl1ould it be a 
second-class citizen. Public agencies face the same hard realities as other civil litigants. An 
attorney who ca11not confer vvith his client outside his opponent's presence may be under 
insurmountable handicaps." (citations omitted)].) 

19 "141 965 

1021 Anaccpa StreeL, 2nd Flum 

Santa earbar2, Cll. 93101-2711 

m~m 805.963. 700:) 



Cas€y Nelson 
April 30, 2019 
Page 2 

The underlying purpose of the Brown Act is to provide public access and transparency to local 
agency deliberations and decision making, a purpose that the District vigorously supports and 
implements. However, the Act does not abrogate the purpose or right of a local agency to confer 
with its lawyers confidentially to obtain privileged and adequate legal advice, just like any other 
citizen who seeks legal counsel. (Roberts v. City of Palmdale, 5 Cal. 4th 363, 380-381; 69 
Ops.Cai.Atty.Gen. 232 [stating the local agency can discuss in closed session "the legal options 
open to the [local agency] and the legal strategies to be employed by [it] in the litigation"].) 

The complaining party is incorrect in their assertion that there could be no prejudice to the District 
if it discussed in open session whether to initiate a lawsuit against the County Registrar of Voters. 
In accordance with Government Code section 54956.9(a), the closed session at issue was held 
based on the advice of our firm and the subject matter of the attorney-client discussion of whether 
to initiate a lawsuit also included whether to hire special counsel due to the unique nature of 
election law and other ongoing matters between the District and the County. 

The District's closed session discussion involved many factors and related legal advice regarding 
the merits, timing, and other strategy of whether to initiate litigation, the qualifications of outside 
special counsel, and whether legal action against the Registrar of Voters could have 
repercussions for other legal interests that are held by the District and influenced by other 
branches of the County. A closed session was essential, as a discussion in open session would 
have revealed the District's potential legal strategy and/or disclosed facts unknown to the 
opposing party if held in open session. Indeed the District's Board of Trustees was seeking legal 
advice, which it intended to remain confidential and privileged, on whether and how to protect the 
District's rights and interests by initiating the litigation. Conducting these discussions in open 
session would unquestionably prejudice the District's position in the potential litigation and would 
eviscerate Jts ability under Government Code section 54956(a) to confer with and receive advice 
from its legal counsel. When looking into this matter, we noted that public agencies throughout 
California routinely hold closed sessions to consider whether to initiate litigation and whether to 
hire special counsel. 

The District is, and has always been, committed to full compliance with all laws governing its 
activities, including the Brown Act. We trust that the above information sufficiently addresses the 
issue raised by the complaining party and satisfies your investigation. 

If you have any questions or need any further information, please let us know. The District is 
pleased to cooperate, respond to any additional questions, and provide further information to the 
District Attorney's office in regards to this matter. 

Sincerely, 

cc; Chris Dahlstrom, General Manager 
Paeter Garcia, Legal Affairs and Policy Manager 
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CoRRESPONDENCE LIST 
MAY2019 

1. Public Records act request received April 8, 2019 from Transparent California 

2. Letter from District dated April12, 2019 to Clerk Recorder County of Santa Barbara re: Notice of 
Vacancy on Board of Trustees, SYRWCD, ID No.1 

3. Letter from District dated April12, 2019 to Santa Ynez River Water Conservaaon Dish·ict re: No ace 
of Vacancy on Board of Trustees- SYRWCD, lD No.1 

4. Memorandum received April 16, 2019 from State of California - Natural Resources Agency re: 
Eligibility for the 2018 California Drought, Water, Parks, Climate, Coastal Protection and Outdoor 
Access for All Bond Act Proposiaon 68 Per Capita Grant Program 

5. Agenda and packet received April 19, 2019 from Central Coast Water Authority re: Finance and 
Board of Directors Meeang April25, 2019 

6. Letter from District dated April 22, 2019 to Cadmma Operation and Maintenance. Board re: 
Separation Agreement; Establishment of Separate Escrow Account for COMB Invoices 

7. Letter from Distr·ict dated April22, 2019 to Ms. P. Sullivan re: Tampering with District Properly-
570 Ranch Road 

8. Letter from DislTict dated April 24, 2019 toW. Wyatt, SY Band of Chumash Indians re: Water 
Service Requirements for Cultural Museum, Heritage House, Pavilion, Retail Building and Fire 
Protection 

9. Letter from District dated April25, 2019 to Mr. C. Johnson re: Final No ace- Backflow prevenaon 
testing 

10. Letter from District dated April25, 2019 to Transparent California re: response to public records 
act request 

11. Letter from District dated April 26, 2019 to Mr. D. Lester re: Water service requirements -
Demolition of guest house, creaaon of new additional dwelling unit- 1625 N. Refugio Road 

12. Letter received April 26, 2019 from City of Solvang Community Development Department re: 
Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated negative Declaration for Atterdag Inn Expansion 459 & 467 
Atterdag Road 

13. Letter received April29, 2019 from LAFCO re: Final LAFCO Budget for FY2019-2020 

14. Copy of letter dated April30, 2019 received from Brownstein, Hyatt Farber Schreck to Office o£ the 
District Attorney, County of Santa Barbara rc: Brown Act Complaint against Santa Ynez River 
Water Conservation DislTict, Improvement District No.1 

15. Letter received May 1, 2019 from Central Coast Water Authority re: CCWA and DWR June 1, :2019 
Project Participant Fixed Assessments for FY 2019-2020, for ID No.1 and City of Solvang 

i\fily 2019 Correspondence Li.sl 



16. Letter from District dated May 1, 2019 to Ms. D. Ramirez re: Water Service account payment 
arrangements 

17. Letter received May 1, 2019 from Califom.ia Department of Finance re: Price Factor and Population 
Information for FY 2019-2020 

18. Letter from District dated May 2, 2019 to City of Solvang re: DWR/CCWA- Fixed Assessment for 
FY 2019-2020 City of Solvang 

19. Letter h·om District dated May 2, 2019 to Mr. D. Lester re: Can & Will Serve letter- new additional 
dwelling unit- 1625 N. Refugio Rd 

20. Letter from District dated May 2, 2019 sent to 11 District Customers re: Final Notice for Backflow 
prevention testing 

21. Letter from District dated May 2, 2019 to Mr. E. Stockwell re: Water Service Compliance- 3561 
Olive Street 

22. Executed letter agreement received May 2, 2019 from Ms. D. Ramirez re: payment arrangement on 
water service account 

23. Letter from District dated May 6, 2019 to Ms. M. Covarrubias re: 153 Kalawa Shaq- Access to 
District facilities 

24. Letter from District dated May 7, 2019 to Mr. B. Mcinerney re: Existing water service- 1444 Refugio 
Road- ADU Conversion 

25. Copy of letter from Office of the District Attorney received May 9, 2019 from Brownstein Hyatt 
Farber Schreck, LLP re: Brown Act Complaint against Santa Ynez River Water Conservation 
District, Improvement District No.1 

26. Letter from District dated May 17, 2019 to Ms. D. Stumvoll re: Payment arrangement letter 
agreement for water service account 

27. Agenda and Board packet received from Central Coast Water Authority re: May 23, 2019 Board of 
Directors Meeting 
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