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Dear Board Chairman Monteith and Membets of the Board: N

The State Water Resources Control Board is preparing to release an updated Bay Deita Plan
governing the increased flows demanded from the Merced, Tuolumne, and Stanislaus rivers.
Enclosed you will find a letter to the Board from the legal counsel representing the Merced and
Stanislaus County Offices of Education. Superintendents Changnon and Gomes authorized this
letter to let the Water Board know that the districts will not idly stand by while the Board

continues to run rough shod over the interests of the 800,000 people and 157,000 students who
live in Merced and Stanislaus counties.

T urge you to let the State Water Board know that you fully and wholeheartedly endorse the
Supermtendents letter by writing Chairwoman Marcus in equally strong terms.

Our communities have spoken loudly and cleatly on this issue. Enclosed here you will also find
letters from a number of local stakeholders who have written to the Water Board demanding
answers. Last October, in a meeting organized by Stanislaus County, Water Board officials met

with representaiives of over 50 jurisdictions in the Stanislaus and Merced basins, which will be
significantly impacted by the flows plan.

At that time, we were promised written responses to several questions. Subsequently, we were
told those questions would be answered in the release of the updated repoit. The only cettain

information provided by the Assistant Deputy Director for Water Rights, Les Grober, was that
our area would face a "regulatory drought."

In the four years since the State Board issued the report and in the elght years that it has been
studied by the Board’s staff and consultants, there has been no systematic effort to meet with the
people whose drinking water would be most impacted. Instead, we arc expected to reacttoa-
report which has been derived through the use of foundalion data and assumptions that do not
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include any information from those with the inost knowledge and experience in this area. The
Water: Board has also failed to provide. an answer to an abvious questlon spe<:1ﬁcally, who is the
Board utilizing for its information? Millions of dollars have been spent in staff and consultant
time, but no local dnnkmg water, _]ul‘lSdlCthDS ot experts have been pait of these dISC'LISSlOIlS

The flow demand proposed in the Jast report- makes groundwater sustamabﬂﬁy almost
1111p0351ble threatens drinking water quality, challenges public school and Jocal government
financing, and will radloally and neganty change the quahty of life for alrnost one million
Cahformans ©o . e -

We have recent experience in what happens when water takes of this magnitude occur without
any mitigation of impacts. Just look at the dead and dying west side communities that resulted
from the broken promises of the Central Valley Project Improvement Act of the 1990's. Let's not
bring that nightmare to more Californians.

Thank you for joining me in this effort and do not hesitate to contact me to discuss this matter
further. ' :

Sincerely,

Adam C, Glay
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Felicia Marcus, Chair

Members of the Board

State Water Resources Control Board
P.O. Box 100 '
Sacramento, CA 93812-0100

Re: SWRCH’s Proposed Bay-Delta Plan Update and Subsfitute Environmental
Document

Dear Chair Marcus and Members of the Board:

We write to you on behaif of our clients, the Staniglaus and Merced County” Offices of
Education, which are responsible for the administration and oversight of the school systems
within their respective counties. This includes ensuring the education, health and saféty of over
157,000 students.

It is our understanding that the State Water Resources Control Roard (*SWRCB”) is considering,
amendmeits.to the 2006 Water Quality Control Plan for the San Frangisco Bay/Sacramento—San
Joaquin Delta Estuary (“Revised Plan™) which call for significant jiicreases in unimpaired flows
from the Merced, Stanislaus, and Tuolumne Rivers. We also understand that the SWRCB is
preparing a Substitute Environmental Document (“SED”) to consitler the.environmental impacts
of the Revised Plan, and that in an carlier draft SED, the SWRCB concluded that mcreasing
unimpaired flows would create “significant and wnavoidable” impacts 1o the economy,
agriculture, and groundwater basins in Stanislaus and Merced Counties.

. As you are aware, most of our clients’ students rely on groundwater as their source of drinking
water. Our clients’ school facilities operate on well water or city-fed well systems, and oflen
serve as safe places for students and community members fo gather. Access 1o drinking water
and waler for sanitation is a basic requirement for fulfilling our clients® mandate of providing
quality education, Already some of our ¢lients’ schools have received waining notices from the
SWRCB’s drinking water quality division regarding the safety and adequacy of their water
supply. Adoption of the SWRCB’s SED and Revised Plan would make this a reality for every
schoo! within our clients’ respective jurisdictions.
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Nevertheless, neither the SWRCB nor its staff have provided any notice to our clients regarding
" the Revised Plan and SED, and have made no attempt to meet to discuss the adverse impacts to
our clienis thai will fesult from the Revised Plan. Given all of the above, it is clear that our
clients are stakeholders under CEQA and the Water Code, and that the SWRCB, either directly
or through staff, is required 1o consult with our clients. (Wat. Code, §§ 13144 & 85023; Cal.
Code Regs., tit. 14 [*CEQA Guidelines”], § 15083; Cal. Code Regs., tit. 23, §659, er seq)' lis
failure to do so renders the Revised Plan and SED invalid and subject to legal challenge. (Ibid.)
We implore the SWRCB or its staff to meet and consult with our clients’ staff and truly consider
the impacts of the plan upon our clients’ schools and students.

Fusthermore, the SED's analysis of impacts on schools and students is clearly inadequate. While
recognizing “significant, but unavoidable” environmental impacts within our clients’ area; the
SED fails to deseribe the specific direct and indirect impacts of the Revised Plan on our clients’

schools atd students, and fails to discuss mitigating these impacts. (CEQA Guidelines,
" §15126.2)) This includes the financial implications for our clients from school districts forced
to provide bottled water and porfable toilets, and to relocate; as wells run dry due to
implementation of the Revised Plan.

If it adopts the SED without sufficiently discussing and mitigating environmental impacts, the
SWRCB will have failed to proceed in-a manner required by law. (FRIP v. City Council (1988)
200 Cal.App.3d 671, 679.) “A prejudicial abuse of discretion occurs if the failure to include
relevant information precludes informed decision-making and informed public participation,
thereby thwarting the statutory goals of the EIR process™ (Dry Creek Citizens Coalition v.
County of Tulare (1999) 70 Cal.App.dth 20, 26; Kings County Farm Bureau v. City of Hanford
(1990) 221 Cal.App.3d 692, 712.) ~ ,

An adequate SED “must be ‘prepared with a sufficient degree of analysis to provide decision-
makers with information which enables them to make a decision which intelligently takes
account of environmental consequences.’ fCitation] It ‘must inchade detail sufficicni to enable
those who did not participate in its preparation to ynderstand and to consider meaningfully the
issues raised by the proposed project. (Kings County Farm Bureau v. City of Hanford, supra.
221 Cal.App.3d at 712; see alsp Cal. Code Regs,, tit. 23, § 3777; City of Arcadia v. State Water
Resources Conirol Board (2006) 135 Cal.App.4th 1392, 1422)) Ornilting relevant information
itself “is prejudicial if the failure to include relevant information precludes informed decision
making and informed public participation.” (San Joaguin Raptor/Wildlife Rescue Center’v.
County of Stanislaus (1994) 27 Cal.App.4th 713,722.)

Finally, the Revised Plan and SED violate boih the Walershed Protection Act and ihe
Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Reform Act of 2009. (Wat. Code, §§ 11460 & 85054.) The

11We ncknowledge the citntions presented hercin involve challenges o EIRs rather than to.a SED. Nevertheless,
* substaritial overlapping legal requirements applicable to each type of document make these important citations
directly applicable hére. :
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Watershed Protection Act ensures that water users within a watershed of origin will not be
deptived “of the water reasanably required to adequately supply the beneficial needs of the
watershed, area, or any of the inhabitants or properly owners therein.” (Wat. Code § 11460.)
The Revised Plan and SED specifically call for significant jncreases in unimpaired. flows and
reduction in diversions, and wil) result in overdrafted groundwater basins.

The Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Reform Act of 2009 requires incorporation of the State’s ¢o-
equal goals—providing a more reliable water supply for California and protecting, restoring and
enhancing the Delta ccosystem—in any plan for the Delta. (Wat. Code, § 85054.) "The Revised
Plan and- SED compromises these co-equal goals by favoring the protection of the Delta
ecosystem over a reliable water supply for Stanislaus. and Merced Counties.

We reiterate our request that the SWRCB follow the law and consult with our clients, Wc
further request that as the SWRCB works fo finalize the Revised Plan and SED, it keeps in mind
the concerns of our clients expressed in this letter. ' :

Vere truly ours,

ATKINSON, ANDELSON, LOYA, RUUD & ROMO

DDR3she
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Felicia Marqus, Board Clhairwotian
Stafe Waler Regoorces Gontrol Bagrd
P.0. Box 100

Sacranefifo, CA 95812-0100

Degar Chaivwoman Martus;

As Stiperintendents of tlie Stams]aus and Merced Comty Offices of Education, we write te you on behalf of the
157,000 stadents who Tive within our districts. With double-digit unemployment and poverly tates of 18%-and 25%
respactively, Stanislaus and Merced gounties face some of fhe greatest challenges in the state a5 we ehdéavor t0
provide educational opportunities for the childien of cur area.

Wo are both conceried ani} disappointed that the State Water Quality Control Board is now in the process of
updaling the Bay-Della Plan, but has falled to contact anyoene from ouroffices to discuss how the plaii will affect our
students, who, with smal] exception, rely on groundwater as their source of drinking water. The 2012 dvaft of the '
plan stated that tliere sould be “significaut, but unavoidablé™ impacts on owr avea, but containgd no.proposal to
miitigate those impaots.

Tiets be-clear. The detrimontal inpdcts-of the Board’s plan will be ;i'cll strongly by the'childien that we serve.
Many of out stadenits come from sociceconomically dlsadvantagcd Tguselolds, We work hard to ensure that we
remove as iany obslacles as possible in an effort-to ensure that all stidents ave; (he opportunity to”okcel
academically,. Itappeats that you have done.no analysis of how your plan will mipact our students, despite spending
milligns of dollars I staff titne:and consultant costs to-date. Tn your years of work on this plan, it is unclear why
you have tiot talcen ‘the time to skudy the financial implications to school distelets (iat would be forced jo provide
bottled water and portable toilets, or relucate-sehoals entiraly, g3 wells go-dry,

As edveators, we understandl_that it Is impevative to provide safe and healihy environments for our children to learn,
Our schools also often serve as safe places for both students and the comminity members to-gather, especially In
rural sreas. Access to drinkiing water and water for sabitation is a basic requirerent for us to fullill our mandate to
provide quality education to.the children of our distticts.

We ldke. [hat mandate very seriously, as wo-believe that it implicates each student’s right to an education and equl
treatnerit under the law. We do nol believe that you have the autliority to unilaterally implement your proposed
plan withonta full analysis of the impacts to educational institutions in the affected areas, as wel] as a defined plan
to mifigate those imipacts.

In an effortto make sire-you are:aware of our coneerus, this letter is to-inform you that we have:d irteted our legal
counsel'to be prepared.to challenge your-teport, wiless it contalns a full and complete anatysis of it impacts on the
educational oppestunities within the Stanislaus, Tuohinnte, and Merced River basius,

As you worlk to finalize the upcoming deaft of the Bay-Delta Plan, We encourage you to keep the children of
Stanislans and Merced countics in mind.. As glways, we remain open to discussing our concerns with you further.

Sincerély,

"Tom Changnoh- ) Steven E. Gomes, Bd.D. o
Stanislaus Counly Superintendent of Schools IMevced Gounty-Superintendent of Sshools

CORRESPONDENCE 1~
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July 15,2015

Felicia Marcus

Boavd Chairwoman

State Waier Resources Control Boatd
P.O. Box [00

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Chairwoman Marcus:

Recently, | have received copies of a number of letters from local stakeholders who have written to you
with serious concerns regarding the Substitute Environmental Document to the Bay-Delta Plan and how it
will affect our area. As you kaow, [ share their concerns. | have been very concerned with the impact of
increased Mows on our groundwater, which I raised during discussions about groundwater legislation last
lerm. :

To date, your Board has not explained what the “significant, but unavoidable™ consequences to aur arca
will be if the Plan is implemented as currently drafied. The letters you have now received and the
conversations that 1 have had with stakeholders in the district demonstrate that this is an issue that poes
beyond fish and farmers. It affects our students, our businesses, and our general quality ol life.

1 ask that you consider directing your statl andfor consultants to participate in meetings or a serics of
meetings with local groundwater managers for our cities, countics, and schools, I will be happy to help
frcilitate those meetings. I do not envision large public hearings, but vather technical discussions between
your experts and our local experts, so that we ean fry to come to an agreement upon the facts and
dimensions of the problem.

[ 'will look forward to your response.

Sincerely,

Adam C. Gray
21* Assembly Trisfict

.ce! Steven E. Games, Ed D, Superintendent of School, Merced County -
Jami Appers, Director of Environmental Resources, Stanislaus County
Vieki Jones, MPA, REHS, (nterim Director of Environmental Health
Chris T. Vierra, Mayor ol Ceres and Chairman, Stanislaus Regional Water Authority
David L. White, Chief Executive Officer, Stanislaus Business Alliance

Frinied on Flecyciod Paper
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June 26, 2015

Felicia Marcus, Board Chairwoman
State Water Resources Control Board
PO Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Chairwoman Marcus:

I write to you and your boatd in two capacities, as Mayor of Ceres and a Chair of the Stanislaus
Regional Surface Water Authority. I want fo take strong exception to your substitute
envirommental document for the Bay Delia water quality control plan. Since publication of this
report in 2012, your board Itas failed to engage significant elements of this community inthe
discussion of the destructive nature of your recommendations and has failed to listen, learn, and
modify an unreasonable and extreme report. )

Your reports® introduction pages suggest that there was little discussion with the authorities in
Stanislaus and Merced counties who are actually responsible for providing drinking water to the
800,000 people who live here. With the exception of part of Modesto, all the residents in this area
rely on groundwater for drinking purposes. Safe and available groundwater is essential to our
public health and our economic health.

“You recommend a course of action that will increase groundwater pumping by 25% in the
Turlock sub basin and 28% in the Modesto sub basin, You would do this before groundwater
sustainability plans and programs ave adopted, and you would do this before the area has even
begun to recover from the drought.

Even worse, your baseline formula states that “increased demands for municipal water would be
generally supplied from baseline agricultural diversions for the developed Jand, not additional
groundwater supplies.” Not only do you propose lo take hundreds of thousands of acre feet of
water annually from our reservoirs, but you assume even more irrigation water would be lost if
our population were to grow at all.
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This is one of California’s fastest growing areas. We arc dependent on groundwater, Your plan
eliminates our best source for recharging the basin,

In Ceres, as elsewhere in our communities, we have to deal with the increasing costs of
maintaining drinking water quality for our residents. You would make this challenge much more
difficult.

Will you commit fo sending your staff and technical experts to meet with our engineers and
managers so thal we can understand more specifically what you mean by “significant but
unavoidable” impacts to our groundwater?

It does not strike me as unreasonable to expect a more inclusive and comprehensive outreach
program.

One more point. One District (the Modesto Irrigation District) supplies surface water for drinking
to parts of the city of Madesto. The Turlock Irrigation District has committed to supplying
surface water to the people of Turlock, Ceres and south Modesto, Your flow proposal effectively
destroys that plan and wastes the millions of dolfars that have been spent in its development.

_ Your report does not discuss this impact at all.

We cannot achieve groundwater sustainability without surface water. Your radical redirection of
irrigation water condemns this area to a century of poverty, joblessness, and most importantly
lack of opportunity. Please direct your staff to meet with our officials so that you can learn about
the local circumstances in more detail. I look forward to your response.

Singerely,

CHt Yo

Chris T. Vierra
Mayor of City of Ceres
Chairman, Stanislaus Regional Water Authority




CORRESPONDENCE 1
Page 10 of 20

{Ls; .
M 1 3 RC E D__fs: DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH
\ - )

A .
= . ] : Kathleen Grassi, B.D., M.P.H. ~ -
COUNTY ’ : Director '

June 30, 2015

Felicia Marcus, Board Chairwoman
State Water Resources Control Board
PO Box 100 :

Sacramento, GA 95812-0100

Dear Chairwoman Marcus:

As the Interim Director of Environmental Health for the Merced County Department of Public Health,
Division of Environmental Heaith; | am writing to request the California State Water Resources Conirol
Board (SWRCB) to conduct extensive scoping meetings with Merced County, as well as other local
jurisdictions in the Central Valley, that will be impacted by SWRCP's proposed flow increase in the
Stanislaus, Merced and Tuolumne rivers as outlined in the 2012 Bay-Delta Plan.

Many communities in the Merced area are already experiencing well production problems and drinking
water quality issues. The “significant but unavoidable impact’ cited in the Plan’s "Groundwater
Resources” chapter as one of the results of its implementation, cannot be dismissed. in April 2015,
Merced County adopted a groundwater ordinance, Merced Gounty Code Chapter 2.27, which evaluates
impacts for each well to be constructed within unincorporated areas of the County. Yet, despite this
groundbreaking effort, the proposed increased flows will have significant impacts lo the water supplies
within local groundwater basins. .

| have been in contact with Stanislaus County’s Director of Environmental Resources regarding the
proposed increased flows. As you are aware, Merced and Stanistaus Counties are at the epicenter of
the groundwater crisis, and the drought has had an economic [mpact to the local agriculiural industry.
Over 800,000 people live In the two counties. In Slanislaus Gounty, over 65 percent of aur population is
Latino, African-America, Asian, or other minority group. In Merced County, these mingrity groups
comprise 72 percent of the population. Both counties have severely underperforming economics, job
and educalional opportunities. Groundwater is the primary source of drinking water for the majority of
the local population. : . '

" The Bay-Delta Plan does not adequately-address emergency drought conditions and “zero allocation”
of surface water when considering impacts of the Lower San Joaquin River alternatives described
within Chapter 9.1 of the Plan, and only notes thal there may be “reduced” surface water supplies
leading to potential impacts. The Plan sorely understaies the devastation this recommendation will
cause, :

As an Interim Director of Environmental Health, | am required to ensura that safe, adequate, and
dependable water supplies are available for domestic use. To best perform that function, | am .
requesting that the SWRCB engage Merced Counly on these Important issues. | look forward lo your
response. For additional discussion, | may be contacted at (209) 381-1087.

Raspectiully,

"d& Y

Vicki.Jongs, MPA, REHS

Interim Diréctor of Environmental Health

ATARY)

550 E.151h Streel, Maiced, CA 953J1-6216 (205} J61-1200  (209) 381-1215 (FAX)  waw.comerced causiedlin

Equal Opportinily Employor s TiR i NG‘ FOR E )( CELLENCE




- Felicia Marcus, Board Chairwoman
State Water Resources Control Board
June 30, 2015
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cc John Pedrozo, District 1

‘Chairman, Merced County Board of Supervisors

Hub Walsh, District 2

Merced County Board of Supewisbrs

Daron McDaniel, District 3

~ Merced Gounty Board of Supervisors

Deidre Kelsay, District 4 .

Merced County Board of Supervisors

Jerry O'Banion, District 5

Merced Gounty Board of Supervisors

Jim 'Brown, Chief Executive Officer

Merced County

Kathieen Grassi, Director
Depariment of Public Health
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By Modesto Chamber of Commerce
Tuly 2, 2015

Felicia Matcus, Board Chairwoman
Stafe Water Resources Contml Board
PO Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Chairwoman Marcus:

The Latino Community Roundtable (LCR) is committed to improving the
political, social justice, cultural, and economic conditions of Latinos in Stanislaus
County. Our organization grew to over 200 members in 2014 and serves as a
think tank to provide direction and leadership to the entite Latino community.
Over 55% of the residents of Stanislaus County are members of minority
communities, with a majority of those residents being Latinos.

As citizens of Stanislaus County and as Latinos, we are very concerned about
your 2012 Substitute Environumental Document to the Bay-Delta Plan. Your plan
recommends a reduction in the flows available to our local community, without
any proposal to address “significant, but unavoidable’ impacts to our region,

As you know, our economy is largely driven by the agricultural sector, of which

‘Latino workers play a vital role. Our unemployment rafes in Stanislaus County:

are already consistently higher than the state and national averages.

There is no doubt that your plan will have devastating econornic consequences to
an already disadvantaged region. While it appears that this outcome is of little

consequence to you and your Board, it is critical to many of the Latino families
who call Stanislaus County their hoine.

Page 1 of2
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The Latinos of Stanislaus County deserve to have a voice in this decision. We encourage your
Board to take nio firther action until you have engaged the Latino community of our ateaina
dialogue ahout how your plan will affect our guality of life and how you plan to rmt:lgatc
impacts:

On behalf of the LCR Board and our membership, we thank you for your consideration and look
forward to your response.

Smcerely,

Maggie Mejia

President

cc:  LCRBoard
LCR Membership
California Latino Legislative Caucus
Governor Jerry Brown
Senator Anthony Cannella
Assemblyman Adam Gray

Page 2 0f 2
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES
' Administration

Jami Aggers
Qireclor

3900 Comcopla Way, Svila 6, Modeslo, CA 95358-9484
Phome: 209.625,6770 Fax: 209.625.6773

Sirlving to ba ihe Bos!

Tuly 8, 2015

“Felicia Marcus, Board Chairwoman
State Water Resources ControlByard
Sacramento, CA-95812-0100

‘Tear Chairwoman Marcus:

Stanislatis County has & population of over 525,000 residents; a large percentage of which are served by
groundwater as the source of drinking water. As the Diregtor of Enyironmental Résources for the County,
T am responsible for the administration and aversight of over 200 public water systems, approximately
2,000 retail food facilities, and countless other businesses. In addition, Stanistaus County’s leading
industry Is agriculturs, and as such, is ag thie epicentet of the groundwater ciisis. Beeause of this, the
drought hai 2 greater econoniic impact here since this is the industry most schsitive to water shortages,

T 2012, the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) rgleased to the-public 4 suggested range for
increasing the unimpaired flows of the Merced, Tuolumne, and-Stanislaus Rivers, This report went 1o
extensive Jengihs to discuss impacts to grounidwater and concluded that the impacts to the grouiidwater
basin were “significant, butunavoidable.” This would be devastating fo the local economy and the
residents of Stanislaus County who live ang work here.

Theaeport’s groutidwater pumping provigions.include nurealistic assu mptions. The assumptions state

that any inorease in groundwater pumpiig resulting from municipal or industrial use would be accounted
for by the-additional diversions of surface water away from irrigation. This essentially means thaf there
could be no net increase in groundwater use unless (here is a reduction in surface water irrigation use.
Given that the report does not address the-drought-fueled groundwater puinping increases, the devastation.
this recommendation will cause may be significantly understated. o :

The environmental review process is intended to addiess such.issues and identify mitigation measures, yet
my colleagues in Merced County and I have not had the opportunity to discuss these very real problems
with the SWRCB, Given this, please be advised that we will be requesting that a meeting be held with.
your staff, together with owr-local jurisdictions, to compare information and discuss strategies to offset the
finpacts of your fecommendafions. Mdny of o commnunities-alréady fave well production problgis.and
drinking-wator quality issues, If we are:to 1each groundwater sustainability as js now required by
enucted California Tegislation, wentist look atthese issuos coniprghensively. ‘

T our roles as County officials, we aretequired to ensurerthal safe, adequate and dependable water

supplies are avaflable for domestic use. We cannot perform that function if the SWRCB does not engage
us. We look foriward to your response. For additional informatian, I can be contacted af(209) 525-6770.

STRIVING TO-BF THE BEST COUNTY IN AMERICA
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July 8, 2015
SWRCR
Page 2

Stanislaus County

Ce: Stan Risen, Chief Exccutive Officer
Keith D. Boggs, Assistant Chief Bxecutive Officer
Williani O’Brien,.Supetvisor Distrigh 1
Vito Clitesa, Supervisar District 2.
Terry Withrow, Chaitman, Supervisor District 3
Dick Monteith, Supervisor District 4
Jim DeMartini, Sepervisor District §
Walt Ward, Water Manager
Vicki Jones, Interim Director of Environmental Health, Merced Copnty
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LLIANCE

STAHISLAUS ECOROMIC DEVELOPHENT & WORKFORCE ALCIANEE

July 9, 2015 . ' Mair: 209-567-4985

Fax: 209-567-4944

1010 101 Sirest

Felicia Marcus, Board Chalrworman Mndesto?ggz‘gggg

State Water Resources Cantrol Board . stanalliance.com
PO Box 100

Sacraniento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Chairwoman Marcus:

t am the new Chlef Exetutive Officer of the Stanislaus Business Alliance, the lead ecohiomic development
organizatlen in Stanislaus County. The Stanlstaus Buslness Alllanca is charged with giving job seckers
opportunities far employment. Our diganization also serves the, needs of entrepreneurs In Stanislaus,
Merced, Mariposa and Tuolumne Counties. On behalf of ourhoard and our Government: Affairs Council,
I ai writing you to express our deep concern to your Substitute Environmental Document for the.Phase
One of your Bay-- Delta Water Qdality Controf Plan. The:proposal on the ta bie would hurt our efforts-to
grow and diversify our loeal ecenomy and therefore have-a long term negative impact on our citizens
who aré [iv most need of economic advancemerit. '

Water is the lifeblood of our economy in Stanislaus Cotmty and throughout our entire region. UC-Davis
sonducted a study this past year and stated that Stanislaus County tralls only l.os Angeles County in the
entire state in food production. Food production is a multi-billion dollar industry in our county and adds
tremendous value to the State of Cafifornia, the eighth largest economy In the world. Tens of thousands
of people are dependent an jobs in agriculture, food processing and its related industries. Our
businesses pay milllons of dollats in taxes each year to sustain our state government.

We are a county that has.struggled to enjoy the economic recovery that most of the state has enjoyed
for quite some time. Stanislaus County conststently has one of the highestunemployiment rates in
Califarnfa. Our unemployment rate stills hovers around 10 percent, More than a quarter of our citizens
fall under the poverty line. In a serfous drought where the entire-state’s economy is being threatened,
we think it would be prudent to safeguard those industries that provide jobs and econamic valug to the
state.

There has been little-collaboration and discussion with those who wauld-he most impacted by the
Board’s Phase 1 flow objectives to this point. We are prg‘udr citizens:of this state, and we would llke our
voices fo be heard and our apinions to.be considered, sa that we can find mutually acceptable solutions
o the water usage in the Bay--Delta région. '

Your curfent recommended ¢ourse of action.would increasé groundwater pumping by 25 percent in the
Turlock sub basin-and by 28 pereent In the Madesto subrbasin, This would happen in @ severe drought
situation-and before groundwater sustainability plans and programs are adopted. Mareover, your

Taking Care of Business
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formula states that “increased demands. for munlcipal water would be generally supplied from baseline
agrieulture diversions for the developed land, not additional groundwater supplies.” That statemant
alone makes it almost impossibile for our counties to grow, or more people and companies to move here
or open up new businesses. [ha county that desperately needs new jobs, this Js unacceptable.

We implore you to send staff to meet with us and come up with a commonsensical approach to this
situation. We have worked hard to be good citizens and lowet our water usage in the face of this
drought. In fact, the Central Valley has led the state in water conservation efforts while some regions:
have actualty increased their consumption. We hive been open-minded, respectful and gmicable in the
Administeation’s goals to conserve and enhance our waterways while maintaliing and supjotting a vital
indugtry in our-state — ggriculture and food processing,

Like others have said, we cannot achieve groundwater sustainability without surface water. We ask that
you please consider our needs in:the Central Valley with others’ needs and wants. We are part of this
state, We-add value to this state. And we ask that you listen to angd respect our challenges and
opiriions. Please let me khow.how we can convene a meeting of those interested parties who wantto
preserve our-economy while canserving and enhancing our vital surface-water resources,

Best regardls,

David L. White-
Chief Executive Offfcer
Stanlislaus Business Alliance:

Taking Care of Business
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GARY SOISETH : OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
MAYOR o GSOISETH@TURLOCK.CA.US
156'S. BROADWAY, SUITE 230 [ TURLOCK, CALIFORNIA 93380 | PHONE 209-668-5540 | PAX 209-668-5668

August 4, 2015

Ms; Felicia Marcus, Chair of the Board
State Water Resources Control Board
P.O. Box 100 '

Sacramento, CA $5812-0100

Dear Chairwoinan Marcus:

T'would like to express my strong-concerns with the eonclusions in the draft Substitute Environmental
Document (SED) for the proposed Water Quality Co,ntrol Plan for the San Francisco Bay/Sacramento-San
Joaquin Delta Hstuary (Bay-Delta Plan).

The Bay-Delta plan would tequire significant increases in uwpimpaired flows from the Merced, Stapislaus,
and Tuolumne Rivers. As a city with an agriculturally based econoray, the Tuolumne River’s water has
become the lifeblood of our local economy and is the source of direet and indirect agriculivire jobs, This
surface water has become critical to replenishing the local aquiféras Turlock’s single largest source of
groundwater recharge. Like most communities in the region, Turlock also religs solely on groundwater to
serve drinking water to a population of over 70,000 residents through approximately 19,000 water service
connections, This groundwater is-a diminishing resource {hat is subject to overdraft and declining water
quality and the SED conclusions jeopardize our water source more than protect it.

The Turlock Groundwater Mapagement Plan notes a cong of depression-east of Turlock that hag evolved

due to groundwater-extraction by agricuitural agencies. Groundwater quality has also declined
substantially over time, which has forced Turlock fo-abandon anumber of its municipal wells-due to
arsenic, nitrate; anid vdlatile organi¢ compound contamination.

The eutrent course of action by the State Water Resoutces Contiol Board (SWRCB) would resulting
25% increase in groundwater puniiping i the Tuﬂock”ﬁubbgsin. The SED notes thaf the inipacts to
groundwater will be “significant and unavoidable,” a.clear conflict with the Sustainable Groundwater
Managément Act of 2014, Not only is this finding itrational, it is alss-contrary to the goals of this Act.

As the SWRCB considers its next steps for the SED, it should be noted that Turlock hag also-made
sianificant investments to solve our:own problems within the subbasin, ranging from increased.
conservation of water, increased reuse of water, and inereased access to new sources of water,

Through aggremweconscrvatlm Tutlock has been able to reduce its water use from an anineal demand-of
25,000 zere feet I 2004 to 20,000 acre feetin 2014—even with Turlock’s stgnificant populafion growth
during this same period. Unfortunately, despite continued-conservation effoits, an additional 10.000 acre
feet of water will be needed for-our 1es1dents wnbm the next decade, far in excess of a sustainable yield
for the local aquifer.




Page 19 of 20

Ms. Felicia Marcus, Chair of the Board
State Water Resources Control Board
August 4, 2015

Page 2

Turlock has also committed itsélfto not only use water once, bul to reuse water as often s possible. Ata
substantial cost, we have added recycled water to our water supply portfolio Through: the implementation
of tertiaty wastewater treatment at-the Turleck Regional Water Quality Coritrol Eacility. This water has
been used for our parks, public landseapes, and sports complexes—and will now be used to irrigate
agriculture throtigh the North Valley Regional Reeycled Water Project and-on Turlock Irrigation District
(TIDY farms.

Turtock has also sought to access new water resources, specifically through the Stanislaus Regional Water
Authority (SRWA) partnership of the Cities of Cetes, Modesto,; and Turlock with TID. Approved by
SRWA just last month, this regional. surfisce water supply project will provide up te 30,000 acre feet of
raw water for-our cities to.treat and drink, and will put into use a minimum of 2,000 acre feet of tertiary
recycled water on awr local farms. This:surface water will provide.clean drinking water that is critical to
protect the pubtic health and maintain quality of life for Turlock’s:residents.

This surface watet project-with TID gives Turléck an ability to diversify our water-portfolio and cieate a
" sustainable; long-terim plari that allows: foi groundwater recharge in wetter years. By lessening Turlock’s
need to pump groundwater—and leveraging this new access. to river water—the water table will increase.
This project’s goal is not only to bring positive impaets to our local ¢ities, bul to make sure these impacs
dan’t comeé at the cost of our surrounding farms or out own subbasin by ensuring Turlock cteates a
reserve of water to draw fromi during extended dry periods.

These efforts should prove that local eontrol of our subbasin produces better solutions for managing our
subbasin. It should also prove that the SED’s findings will have negative consequences on our region, |
© encourage You-to convene a meeting with local-water resource managers, local agency staff, and local
¢lected officials to work on comiiioil sense-solutions to our water resource challenges.

Singerely, . \

City of Turlack, California

 CORRESPONDENCE 1
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COUNCIL FQR TH SEAN SPEAKING

August 6, 2015

Felicle Marcus, Board Chairwoman
State Water Resources Control Board
Post Office Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Chairwomon Mercus:

| write to you as the Site Supervisor tor the Modesto office of El Concllio. El Concilio is a non-profit community
based organization whose goal fs improving the qualily of life of Latinos and other underserved communities in (e
Central Valley of California.

Asg you know, water is an inlegral element of quality of life for cilizens of the Central Valley. Our community's
health and cconomic viability depends in forge part upon sound water policy and being secure in ihe quaiity of our
drinking water.

Your substitute environmental document 10 the Bay-Delta Plan gives ud reason to be concerned about the quality of
life of Latinos und other underserved communilies in our area. Specifically, the drull states that your planned
diversion of water from the Stanislous, Tuolunne, and Merced rivers will have “significani, but unavoilable™
impacts 1o our region. Unfortunately, however. there is neither on explanation of those impacts nor a proposal to
nddress (hem in your plan.

We hava no doubt 1hat your current plan will have a neguiive effect on Lotino residents of our region, In the absence
of more information from your Board, il is impossible for E CDnCl]IO nnd other non-profit organizalions to
understand and prepare for thoze effects.

1 encourage you to engage wilh us so (hat you can fully appreciate how your plan will impact Latines in the Central
Valley and o that we may undersland the impacts that you consider to he “significant, but unavoidable,”

Thank you for yoﬁr time. | look forward to your response.

et Valindolid
Sile Supervisor
E1-Concilio

cc: El Concilio President/CEQ, Jose Rodriguez
Assemblymember Adam Gray ’
Senator Anthony Cannella

ADMINISTRATION _
I3 224 S.-Sutter Stront D) Stockton, CA 96203 - ) Phone: {209) 644.2600 .- Fax: (209) 644-2640
314N, “H" Streot A odoato, CA 95354 A Phon: (209) 573-2860 Aan: {209) 5232873

{JVielt our wobslle at wwaw.alcanello.om




