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Cver the next 20 vears, California could lose 10 percent’ of ils waler supplies.

Our climate has changed, and the West continues to get hotter and drier. As it does, we will
see on average less snowfall, more evaporation, and greater consumption of water by
vegetation, soil, and the atmosphere itself.

HHE BURRLIEE

RATER SLUPPLY BHTH N0 ACTIRKS

WEABLE
WATER

bars are conceptual, not an absolute scale,

in previous droughts the ratio of precipitation to evaporation to runoff has been similar,
However, as tempercatures rise, evaporation increases, with the consequence of a fall in runoff.
As average temperatures conlinue fo increase, the increase in evaporation will continue, with a
concurrent drop in runoff.

Excergted from Aug 2022 “Caifornia’s Water Sunply Strategy, Adapting 1o a Hedter Drier Future”
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Revised estimate for lanuary 2023
storms - ~250,000af

Current March-April 2023 forecasted
filling is ~250,000af

i spilling occurs from Lake Shasta,
filling opportunities could continue

Sites team will continue to monitor
conditions and adjust forecasts as
neaded

Real time monitoring continues o
show Project capabilities are in line
with modeling projections
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CALIFORNIA’'S LARGEST RESERVOIRS
Rank |Name County Acre-Feet  Outflow Dam
1:Lake Shasta Shasta 4,552,000 Sacramento River Shasta Dam
2:Lake Oroville Butte 3,537,577 Feather River Oroville Dam
3 Trinity Lake Trinity 2,448,000 : Trinity River Trinity Dam
4:New Melones Lake Tuolumne, Calaveras 2,400,000 :Stanislaus River New Melones Dam
5:8an Luis Reservoir # : Merced 2,041,000 :San Luis Creek San Luis Dam
6:Don Pedro Reservoir  Tuolumne 2,030,000 Tuolumne River New Don Pedro Dam
7:Lake Berryessa Napa 1,602,000 :PutahCreek Monticello Dam
8. Sites Reservoir # Colusa, Glenn 1,600,000  Stone Corral & Funks Creeks Sites & Golden Gate Damg
9 Lake Almanor Plumas 1,308,000 | North Feather River Canyon Dam :
10: Folsom Lake Sacramento, El Dorado, Placer: 1,120,200 : American River Folsom Dam
# - off stream reservoir
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Annhual ave

Sell Water
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Project Investors

Participant Funding Sources

USDA Loan, § 450N

Draft_0024644



S ttwd aooli

f RBoa

s invironmental Impact Repor
- 2017 Draft

Documeant

Revised Draft document
* Released for public review in November 2021

'\r‘/-».

(’1\) ......

peﬂLOd giosed L JAanus

Permih
cation

qb
to State Board in

......

.

and notice

Y T
EA VAN

rad to

complete review
review/protests

slic in May

e b e

Draft_0024645



Completed Feasibility Analysis
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Sites Resarvolr Project Schedule

TRACKE:

Bevivsrwnried
Plermivey

Pgversdntingg sowd
Pt Righits

Eoggiresaiog

Tearstevnticn &
Comrserisstoring

Speaker: Laurie

Draft - Predecisional Working Document - For Discussion Purposes Only
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The Sites Authority acknowledges the priority that the TCCA and GCID have 1o
serving the needs of thelr member agency’s first,

?

“Sharing facilities” s mutually beneficial — there are downside risks that can be
mitigated and offset by upside benefits — this applies to all parties.

Starting with the recently formed Cooperative Agreement {Thank You!) which
serves to:

s Clarifies roles and responsibilities

o Provides for reimbursement of planning costs

s Recognizes TCUA snd GOID involvement in Sites planning

+ Sets in motion development of Long-Term Facility Use Agreemants
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* The Project has a slightly positive effect on winter-run
with the potential to increase the overall population

* Benefits to winter-run are associated with periodic
reductions in late summer water temperatures in
critical water years that decreases salmon egg
mortality

« Alternative 3A (Reclamation investment at 25%) has
slightly greater benefits then Alternative 3B {16%
investment)

- May be able to create same benefits with more exchanges

Speaker: Ali

Draft - Predecisional Working Document - For Discussion Purposes Only
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WIFLA Interest Rate B By 3.5%

WIFIA funding . . B aqan oy
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Doug M
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City of American Canvon
Colusa County

Corting WD

Slenn-Colusa i

LaGrande WD

Reservoir Size:
Dead Pool;

1,470,000 AF

Active Storage:

4,000
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1,410,000 AF

24,936

0.4%
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Zone 7 WA

Reclamation??

= Water diverted will be allocated to each Storage Partner’s storage space
sroportional to its Storage Allocation {Le., percent of Active Storage)
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From: Jerry Brown [jbrown@sitesproject.org]

Sent: 5/1/2023 8:48:47 AM

To: Garrett Durst [garrett@naturalresourceresults.com]; Roger Gwinn [rgwinn@tfgnet.com]; Kevin Spesert
[kspesert@sitesproject.org]

Subject: Re: Sites Leg Visit Follow-ups

Attachments: 03-02P Winter- Run Life Cycle Model Results.pptx; WRLCMreportMultiScenSitesAlt3AMod_Alt3BMod
2023_03_29 final.pdf

Here's you go: Two files — 1) the slide deck summarizing results, 2) graphs and tables from the report that were included
with the slide deck that we carried around to our meetings in DC last week.

From: Garrett Durst <garrett@naturalresourceresults.com>

Date: Monday, May 1, 2023 at 8:03 AM

To: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>, Roger Gwinn <rgwinn@tfgnet.com>, Kevin Spesert
<kspesert@sitesproject.org>

Subject: Re: Sites Leg Visit Follow-ups

Could you send the PPT on the winter run life cycle model too when you have a chance? | think the study is going to be
difficult for folks to digest (certainly was for me). Thanks!

From: Garrett Durst <garrett@naturalresourceresults.com>

Date: Monday, May 1, 2023 at 10:53 AM

To: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>, Roger Gwinn <rgwinn@tfgnet.com>, Kevin Spesert
<kspesert@sitesproject.org>

Subject: Re: Sites Leg Visit Follow-ups

Thank you!

From: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>

Date: Friday, April 28, 2023 at 12:55 PM

To: Roger Gwinn <rgwinn@tfgnet.com>, Garrett Durst <garrett@naturalresourceresults.com>, Kevin Spesert
<kspesert@sitesproject.org>

Subject: Sites Leg Visit Follow-ups

Here’s the two items requested during our Leg visits:

1. Winter Run Life Cycle Model Report — | confirmed that the tool takes into account all Sites diversion and all Sites
releases.
2. Table showing changes in operating criteria from 2017 EIR/EIS to current plans.

Please handle distribution as you see fit.

Jerry
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:: Sites Project Authority | Project Integration
3% Monthly Work Highlights: April 2023 — Project Integration

Monthly Work Highlights: April 2023 — Project Integration

¢ Acted as day-to-day point of contact for Reclamation including coordinating the analysis
needed for the Biological Assessment, Financial Assistance for WHN Act funds, and the
NEPA process and joint EIR/EIS. Led meetings required between the Authority and
Reclamation.

e Continued to support the EPP on the EIR/EIS, including the development and revision of
responses to comments, finalizing modeling for the Final EIR/EIS, and ongoing AB52
consultation. Continue coordination with Reclamation, USFWS, NMFS, USACE, State
Water Board, and CDFW. Continue development of permit applications and approach
strategies for referenced agencies.

e Continued to support the EPP in the review of the USFWS/NMFS Biological Assessment
and CDFW Incidental Take Permit and other permitting deliverables. Coordinated the
review process with Reclamation.

e Continued development of ongoing geotechnical investigations, including coordination
with geotechnical services provider, engineering and environmental teams, real-estate,
and Sites agents.

e Continuation of engagement with landowners and local agencies for field access to
support project development activities, including coordination of field activities with
geotechnical and environmental teams.

e Ongoing coordination on construction packages, discussion of schedule developed to be
submitted with WSIP application.

¢ Worked with the scheduler to lead updates to the project schedule.

e Continued to coordinate with the EPA on the WIFIA loan application process and
continued to develop content for the loan applications.

e Continued development of a program-wide Quality Management Plan

¢ Continued to develop the Sites-DWR-Reclamation Operations Agreement and the Prop
1 Benefit Agreements focused on flood control, recreation, and ecosystem benefits.
Further efforts made on adaptive management plan exhibits.

e Led all GIS and IT efforts, including updating SharePoint site, day-to-day administration
of project GIS and IT information, ROW tool, and real estate graphics requests. Worked
on decision tracking application. Worked on building out AGOL solutions to support
permitting and geotechnical investigations. Coordinated with Fugro and ICF GIS leads.

e Provided support on ad-hoc workgroup meetings, Reservoir Committee, and Board
Meetings as needed.

o Continued coordination with real-estate and ICF on project-level survey efforts.

e Continued weekly meetings with water rights team, outreach to potential protestants,
and prepare for testimony, coordinate with staff.

¢ Coordinate with CDFW on streambed permit and additional information requests for
construction ITP and operations ITP.

e Coordinated and held meetings for construction scheduling, mitigation needs, survey
timing, and access needs.
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:: Sites Project Authority | Project Integration
3% Monthly Work Highlights: April 2023 — Project Integration

e Completed review and coordinated submittal of CAISO Interconnection Request;
supported supplemental follow-up actions. Supported planning and permitting activities.
Coordinated, prepared for, and participated in DSOD Technical Briefing.

e Engaged in ad hoc meetings with the Engineering service area providers to advance
project objectives. Supported preparation of materials and attended the following
meetings: April 2023 Agenda Development, O&E Workgroup, and Joint Reservoir
Committee and Authority Board meetings.
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From: Ali Elhassan [aelhassan@scvwa.org]

Sent: 5/2/2023 1:18:51 PM

To: Angela Bezzone [bezzone@mbkengineers.com]
CC: Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]
Subject: RE: Modeling documentation

Thanks Angela really appreciate it

From: Angela Bezzone <bezzone@mbkengineers.com>

Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2023 10:51 AM

To: Ali Elhassan <aelhassan@scvwa.org>

Cc: 'aforsythe (aforsythe@sitesproject.org)' <aforsythe @sitesproject.org>
Subject: RE: Modeling documentation

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize
the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Al ~
Attached are additional Sites documents, inchuding:

1. Staff report dated April 21, 2023 which include an attached table summarizing the current assumptions for
Percent Available Storage (or Capacity Interest) which is proportionate to the share of water diverted that would be made
available to each Storage Partner.

2. A summary of demand assumptions for the different Storage Partner groups used in Project CalSim Il modeling,
3. Slides providing information regarding through-Delta movement of Sites water. The second slide shows
estimates of Sites exports and remaining available transfer capacity.

Please let me know if you have any questions or would like additional information.

Thanks,
Angela

From: Angela Bezzone

Sent: Thursday, April 6, 2023 2:10 PM

To: Ali Elhassan <aglhassan@scvwa.org>

Cc: aforsythe (aforsythe@sitesproject.org) <aforsythe@sitesprolect.org>; Micko, Steve/SAC <Steve Micko @lacobs.com>
Subject: FW: Modeling documentation

Hi Ali,

Apologies for the delay in getting back to you. We arc still compiling information to send your way, particularly
regarding demand assumptions used in the CalSim model. However, the Jacobs modeling team has posted the CalSim
models and assumptions matrix to the link below for the No Action Alternative and Alternative 3 (the preferred

alternative which assumes a Bureau of Reclamation investment of up to 25%).

We should have more information to send to you next week. Please let Ali and me know if vou and your team have any
questions about the model assumptions.

Thanks,
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Angela Bezzone, P.E.

MBK Engineers
455 University Ave Suite 100
Sacramento, CA 95825

(916) 456-4400 — Phone
(775) 450-6408 — Cell
(916) 456-0253 — Fax

From: Micko, Steve <Sieve, bMicko@iacabs.com>

Sent: Thursday, April 6, 2023 2:01 PM

To: Angela Bezzone <berzzone@mbkenginesrs.com>

Cc: Alicia Forsythe <aforsyihe @sitesproject.org>; Leaf, Rob <Rob.Leaf@iacobs.com>

Subject: RE: Modeling documentation

Hi Angela,

At this m_iimrllg, | posted:
NODOS_FEIRS2022_CALSIM_MMv5_NOACTION_051422.7z
CalSim Il model for the No Action Alternative
NODOS_FEIRS2022_CALSIM_MMv5_ALT3 051722.72

CalSim Il model for Alternative 3
Sites_CalSim_AssumptionMatrix_20230210__ ALT3_051722.xlsx
CalSim Il assumptions matrix

0O ® O ® O e

Ali Elhassan should be able to access this link.

Thanks,
Steve

From: Ali Elhassan <asihassan@scvwa.org>
Sent: Wednesday, April 5, 2023 3:25 PM
To: Angela Bezzone <hezzone@mblkengineers.com>

Subject: FW: Modeling documentation

Hi Angela, | sent this email to Ali but she is out of the office. Could you respond to my request.
Thanks
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Ali

From: Ali Elhassan

Sent: Wednesday, April 5, 2023 3:22 PM

To: Alicia Forsythe <afgisythe@sitesprolect.org>
Subject: Modeling documentation

Hi Al,

I am following up after our meeting a couple of weeks ago. | would like to know if you would be able to send me the
available modeling documentation that we talked about to help us understand the model structure and assumptions
made.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks

Ali

Ali Elhassan, Ph.D, PE

Director of Water Resources
Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency
26501 Summit Circle

Santa Clarita, Ca 91350

Direct (661) 705-3941 ext. 1248
Cell (661) -714-6286

E-Mail: aglhassan@scvwa.or
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From: Marcus Maltby [mmaltby@BrwnCald.com]

Sent: 5/3/2023 10:40:25 AM

To: Jerry Brown [jbrown@sitesproject.org]; JP Robinette [jrobinette@sitesproject.org]; Luu, Henry
[henry.luu@hdrinc.com]; Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]; Kevin Spesert [kspesert@sitesproject.org];
Joe Trapasso [jtrapasso@sitesproject.org]; David Hubbard [Dhubbard@BrwnCald.com]

cC: Marcia Kivett [MKivett@sitesproject.org]

Subject: RE: Schedule Review - Sites

Good Morning All — Here is an agenda for our scheduling meeting tomorrow.

Agenda:
How we left last meeting — 4 action items
Dave — Review schedule logic/general cleanup
Agents — Review logic in area of responsibility
Henry — Advance road design/pull out as separate activity
Henry — Determine certainty on reservoir footprint/impacts on schedule
What's our status as of today — End of 2033
Temperature check — Agents comfort level with existing schedule as a baseline
Summary schedule — Format and level of detail for sharing and tracking outside of project team
Next Steps

NN O T DR

From: Marcia Kivett <MKivett@sitesproject.org>

Sent: Wednesday, March 8, 2023 11:31 AM

To: Marcia Kivett; Jerry Brown; JP Robinette; Luu, Henry; Alicia Forsythe; Kevin Spesert; Joe Trapasso; David Hubbard;
Marcus Maltby

Subject: Schedule Review - Sites

When: Thursday, May 4, 2023 8:00 AM-10:00 AM {UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).

Where: Microsoft Teams Meeting

We are moving this back a month because of the Baseline schedule pushing to June.

This is the only time that works for the 15t week of May. The DC trip is the last week of April, so I
needed to look at May.

Henry - you have a "tentative" meeting on your calendar at 9:00.

Microsoft Teams meeting

Join on your computer, mobile app or room device
Click here to join the mesting

Meeting ID: 267 951 877 383

Passcode: Tww9wq
Download Teams | loinon the web

Or call in {audio only)
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+1 918-53R-7066 379245189 United States, Sacramento

Phone Conference ID: 379 245 199#
Find alocal number | Resst PIN

Leamn More | Mesting options
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From: Quin La Capra [glacapra@katzandassociates.com]

Sent: 5/3/2023 2:11:09 PM

To: Leahigh, John@DWR [John.Leahigh@water.ca.gov]; Mohr, Margaret@DWR [Margaret.Mohr@water.ca.gov]

CcC: Sara M. Katz [skatz@katzandassociates.com]; Cooke, Robert@DWR [Robert.Cooke@water.ca.gov]; Kevin Spesert
[kspesert@sitesproject.org]

Subject: RE: Video for Sites Reservoir Project

Hi John and Margaret,
I wanted to follow up to see if you had any questions about our request or if you wanted to set up a call to talk about
this further?

Thank so much,
Quin

From: Quin La Capra

Sent: Tuesday, April 18, 2023 9:49 AM

To: Leahigh, John@DWR <John.Leahigh@water.ca.gov>; Mohr, Margaret@DWR <Margaret.Mohr@water.ca.gov>
Cc: Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>; Cooke, Robert@DWR <Robert.Cocke @water.ca.gov>

Subject: RE: Video for Sites Reservoir Project

Hi John,
Thanks so much for the connection!

Margaret—It’s great to connect with you. As part of the Sites Reservoir environmental review process, we are creating
three videos to launch following the EIR document certification process, which is expected to be mid to late June. Given
that this project would not be possible without support from both state and federal partners, the theme of the first
video is collaboration. We were hoping that a representative from DWR would join Jerry Brown, Sites Executive Director,
and Don Bader, Area Manager for Reclamation’s Northern CA Area Office in offering a recorded clip for this video.

Here are the talking points we’d hope they cover, but we are open to any changes you might need as part of your
approval process:
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Spokesperson on camera In 2014, Proposition 1 dedicated $2.7 billion for investments in water storage
projects, including Sites Reservoir.

Shots of different parts of California 67 percent of Californians supported Prop 1 funding and it also had bipartisan
support from California leaders, who represent all parts of the state—north,
south, rural, and urban.

The state’s investment in Sites also represents the first time California has
secured dedicated water for the environment through surface storage.

Map or illustration of Sites location When operated in coordination with other Northern California reservoirs such
compared to other reservoirs s Shasta, Oroville, and Folsom, Sites Reservoir would increase flexibility,
reliability, and resiliency of statewide water supplies in drier years.

Spokesperson on camera Sites Reservoir will be an integral part of meeting California’s long-term water
needs for generations to come.

Sara and | will both be traveling to Maxwell tomorrow to film Jerry’s portion and we have been in touch with the Public
Affairs team at Reclamation, who are planning to film Don’s portion separately and send it to us. We hope to have
filming complete by the end of the month, but could be flexible based on schedules. We will be passing through
Sacramento with our film crew on Wednesday or Friday, if that timing happens to work from you all. Otherwise, we’d be
happy to coordinate filming at a later date or if you have a videographer, you could send us the filmed clip as
Reclamation is doing.

Please let me know if you have any questions! I’d also be happy to set up a call to discuss this further.

Thank so much,
Quin

From: Leahigh, John@DWR <john.leahich@waler.ca.gow

Sent: Tuesday, April 18, 2023 6:59 AM

To: Quin La Capra <glacapra@hkatzandassociates.com>

Cc: Sara M. Katz <skatz@katrandassaociates.com>; Mohr, Margaret@DWR <Margaret. Mohr @waler.ca.gov>; Cooke,
Robert@DWR <Robert. Cooke @watsr.ca.gov>; Leahigh, John@DWR <jchn.leahish@water.ca.gov>

Subject: RE: Video for Sites Reservoir Project

Quin,

| suggest you coordinate with Margaret Mohr lead from our PAO on the Sites video request with DWR executive.

Draft_0024673



John W, Leahigh, B.E,
iors Manager, Water Management
warations and Maintenance

it

1518 Ninth Street,
Sacramanto, T4 25814

From: Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.cons

Sent: Friday, April 14, 2023 3:48 PM

To: Cooke, Robert@DWR <Robert. Cocke @water.ca.goy>

Cc: Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: Video for Sites Reservoir Project

Hi Rob,

Thank you so much for helping us with our EIR video! As Sara mentioned, we would love to have you or another
representative participate in our video focused on local, state, and federal collaboration on Sites Reservoir. Please see
below for the script we drafted and let us know if you would like to change anything:

Spokesperson on camera

Shots of different parts of California

Map or illustration of Sites location
compared to other reservoirs

Spokesperson on camera

n 2014, Proposition 1 dedicated $2.7 billion for investments in water storage projects,
including Sites Reservoir.

67 percent of Californians supported Prop 1 funding and it also had bipartisan support
from California leaders, who represent all parts of the state—north, south, rural, and
urban.

The state’s investment in Sites also represents the first time California has secured
dedicated water for the environment through surface storage.

When operated in coordination with other Northern California reservoirs such as
Shasta, Oroville, and Folsom, Sites Reservoir would increase flexibility, reliability, and
resiliency of statewide water supplies in drier years.

Sites Reservoir will be an integral part of meeting California’s long-term water needs
for generations to come.

Let us know if you have any questions and we will look out for an update on who will be available.

Thanks so much,
Quin
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From: Rob Kunde [rkunde@wrmwsd.com]

Sent: 5/3/2023 4:49:13 PM

To: Charles Gardiner [Charles@catalystgroupca.com]

cC: Jerry Brown [jbrown@sitesproject.org]

Subject: Re: Governance Ad Hoc Meeting of May 3, 2023 - Phase 5 Governance
Charles:

| agree with your summary.

Rob K.

From: Charles Gardiner <Charles@catalystgroupca.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 3, 2023 4:38 PM

To: Rob Kunde <rkunde@wrmwsd.com>

Cc: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>

Subject: RE: Governance Ad Hoc Meeting of May 3, 2023 - Phase 5 Governance

Thanks Rob. | think your points would argue for continuation of the governance structure proposed for design and
construction — delegation of operations responsibilities to the RC and shared decision-making for the three conflict
scenarios (recreation, communications/litigation, and changing participant shares). Let us know if you see it differently.

Charles

From: Rob Kunde <rkunde @wrmwsd.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 3, 2023 4:20 PM

To: Charles Gardiner <Charles@catalystgroupca.com>

Cc: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>

Subject: Governance Ad Hoc Meeting of May 3, 2023 - Phase 5 Governance

Charles:

Regarding your last question today, i.e. form of governance in Phase 5, it is reasonable to anticipate the
following scenarios involving operations {you wanted examples):

1. Local interests want a substantial budget increase for recreation opportunities; RPC members balk at
the cost.
2. There will be regulatory and NGO pressures to dedicate more Sites water to salmon cold water pool;

RPC members want to increase their Sites yield to provide housing water, or decrease their Sites yield to save
water for critically dry periods.

3. Colusa County's share of Sites is full, but still wants to capture additional watershed runoff for local
needs.

Each represents a conflict scenario. A Governance structure with both local and export agencies working
collaboratively will be better for resolving these conflicts, i.e. a continuation of local/export agency joint
governance, than an "operating agency" or "SPA with a Participant Committee". Both "blocs" need to be
involved and have a vote.

Robert J. Kunde, P.E.

Retired Annuitant

Wheeler Ridge-Maricopa Water Storage District
cell: 661-345-3719 email: rkunds@wrmwsd.com
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Biweekly EIR/EIS Meeting -
Agenda

Affordable Water, Sustainably Managed

Our Core Values — Safety, Trust and Integrity, Respect for Local Communities, Environmental Stewardship, Shared Responsibility and
Shared Benefits, Accountability and Transparency, Proactive Innovation, Diversity and Inclusivity
Our Commitment — To live up to these values in everything we do

Date: May 4, 2023 Location: Teams
Start Time: 11:00 a.m. Finish Time: 12:00 p.m.
Purpose: RDEIR/SDEIS Status and Coordination

eting Participants:
Monique Briard, ICF Ali Forsythe, Sites Authority Laurie Warner Herson,
Ariel Cohen, HDR Melissa Harris, ICF Integration

Discussion Topic Topic Time
Leader Allotted
1. Schedule Laurie 15 min
a. Tribal input and AB52 work plan (see attached)
b. WQ efforts — steps for resolution (Attorney_Client WQ Steps)
2. PC Outstanding Issues: Melissa 15 min
a. Explaining why the future No Project/No Action is the same as the
existing conditions (2020) baseline
b. Growth-inducing impacts as discussion does not necessarily address the
long-term increases under normal conditions for water suppliers other
than MWD
c. Where to use the insert for a Response to comment or in one of the
Master Responses reviewed by Marc (third document provided for
Monday’s Chapter 2 & 3 meeting)
d. Growth-Inducing Impacts
3. Status of revisions to the Admin Final EIR/EIS: Melissa 15 min

Executive Summary In progress: cross references to Chapter 2
Chapter 2: Project Description and Alternatives In progress: multiple comments current identified as
"being worked on in agency discussion meeting;" need

MEETING AGENDA | 20230504 _EIR/EIS Biweekly_Meeting-Agenda 1of2
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updated information for Table 2-8 "General
Construction Timing and Sequencing” (Integration)

Chapter 6: Surface Water Quality

In progress

Chapter 11: Aquatic Biological Resources

In progress

Chapter 15: Agriculture and Forestry Resources

Reclamation reviewing App 154, could impact findings
of the LESA and determination in Chapter 15

Chapter 22: Cultural Resources

Undergoing review

Chapter 23: Tribal Cultural Resources

Undergoing review

Chapter 28: Climate Change

Pending resolution of possible post-2030 future
scenarios

Chapter 31: Cumulative Impacts

Pending resolution of possible post-2030 future
scenarios

Chapter 32: Other Required Analyses

Pending resolution of growth-inducing effects

Master Response 1: CEQA & NEPA, Reg
Requirements, General

Need updated information for Figure MR1-1 "Sites
Reservoir Project Anticipated Permitting Timeline"

(Integration)

Master Response 2: Alternatives Description and
Baseline

Need to determine where and how to add the table to
support the fish benefits {Integration)

Master Response 4: Water Quality

Iin progress

Master Response 5: Aquatic Biological Resources

In progress

Master Response 7: Tribal Coordination,
Consultation, and Engagement

Undergoing review

Master Response 9: Alternatives Development in process
4. Reclamation 2017 RTCs Laurie 5 min
5. Reclamation Coordination — agenda items for next meeting All 5 min
a. FPPA?
b. Review of substantial edits to WQ
MEETING AGENDA | 20230504_EIR/EIS Biweekly_Meeting-Agenda 20f2
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From: Risse, Danielle [Danielle.Risse@hdrinc.com]

Sent: 5/2/2023 4:38:56 PM
To: Wolf, Barbara [Barbara.Wolf@icf.com]; Crawford, Karen [Karen.Crawford@icf.com]
CcC: Melissa.Harris@icf.com; Janis Offermann [jaoffermann@montrose-env.com]; Laurie Warner Herson

[laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com]

Subject: Sites - EIR/EIS 2023 Final Review of Cultural Chapters

Hi all,
I've taken Ali off of this email chain to lessen her Inbox backup@.

I believe everyone on this email now has access to our cultural confidential folder where the working EIS/EIR documents
are located that we will be reviewing and revising over the next 3 weeks or so. These subject documents are listed below
and located here on sharepoint: Environmental Planning Team - EIR_EIS 2023 Final Review - All Documents
{sharepoint.com)

First up is Karen’s review of the documents. Karen you have until COB Friday, May 5 to complete your review, after
which Barbara will work on revisions. Karen, please respond to this group when you have completed your review. The
documents to be reviewed are listed in the table below. All edits/comments should be made in track changes on the
sharepoint versions. If you need to take any of these documents off of sharepoint to work on for any reason, please let
this team know so we do not end up with version control issues.

Document/Chapter | Task

Personnel/Schedule

EIR/EIS Chapter 22.
Cultural Resources

Review and revise

EIR/EIS Appendix
22A, Cultural
Resources

Review, but only revise
introductory paragraph that
clarifies this appendix is a
previous document that has
relevant data, but may not
present that data following
modern standards

® Karen Crawford, ICF Consultant Team — completes
review COB Friday, May 5%

® Barbara Wolf, ICF — completes revisions following
Karen’s review by COB Friday, May 12

® Karen Crawford — completes back check by COB
Wednesday, May 17%

® Susan Lassell {ICF), Melissa Harris (ICF), Janis

Offermann, Ali Forsythe, and Laurie Warner Herson —
complete review by COB Friday, May 19t

EIR/EIS Chapter 23.
Tribal Cultural
Resources

Review and revise ® Janis Offermann and Susan Lassell (backup) —
complete minor revisions and/or responds to comments, if
needed, COB Tuesday, May 23

Master Response 7, | Review and revise
Tribal
Coordination,
Consultation, and

Engagement

As a reminder, the review/revisions should focus on the following:
° Remove racist/colonial/insensitive language and framework {don’t use prehistoric or precontact)
® Be more sensitive to place, time, and resources and how these are viewed by tribes

One question for Laurie and Melissa. | see we only have a pdf for Appendix 22A. | realize this is the document that we
will be reviewing and only updating the introductory paragraph, but can we go ahead and add a Word version of the
introductory paragraph that we can revise to our working folder? | see a Word version of this paragraph is located in the
Public DEIS/DEIR folders on sharepoint here: Environmental Planning Team - RDEIR-SDEIS - App22A - Cultural Resources
- All Documents {sharepoint.com).
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Thanks, Danielle

Danielle Risse, MA
Office 816-678-8788 Mobile 70737

hdrine.comfoliow-us

25007
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"ZICF Sites EIR/EIS: Project Briefing May 4, 2023

Project Manager: Monique Briard
EIR/EIS Lead: Melissa Harris

Admin Final Backcheck Details — For Authority and Reclamation Review
Documents to Be Delivered
= Vol 1 (Chapters): Word version with track changes since the RDEIR/SDEIS
= Vol 2 (Appendices): Word version with track changes since the RDEIR/SDEIS

= Vol 3 (Master Responses and-Comment-Letters-and-Responses). Word version with tracks
since the Admin Final EIR/EIS

= Vol 3 (Comment Letters and Responses): Clean Word version

= Draft Finalization Documents (MMRP/MMEP): Clean Word versions
Review Process

= Reviewers will make comments on Vol 1, 2 and 3 via comment-bubbles

= |CF will use track-changes to make changes in Vol 1, 2 and 3 and response to comments
Not Included for Schedule

= Reclamation backcheck review of documents prior to SES/Solicitor review (+1 week)

= Comment Reports for changes made since first Admin Final (+2 weeks)
Scheduled Delivery: Three weeks after all revisions complete: June 14

Final EIR/EIS Details — For Acceptance for the Authority and Public Release

Documents to Be Delivered
= Vol 1 (Chapters): ADA compliant PDF with simple track changes since the RDEIR/SDEIS
= Vol 2 (Appendices): ADA compliant PDF with simple track changes since the RDEIR/SDEIS
= Vol 3 (Master Responses and Comment Letters and Responses): ADA compliant clean PDF
= Draft Finalization Documents (MMRP/MMEP): ADA compliant clean PDF

Not Included for Schedule
=  Comment Reports for changes made since Admin Final Backcheck (+2 weeks)

Scheduled Delivery: August 30 (following 10-day Public Noticing Period for Public Meeting)

items for Resolution

= Review and Revision of Chapter 22, 23, and Master Response 7

= Water Quality revisions

= Growth-Inducing Potential of the Project (potential impacts to Cumulative Impacts, Climate
Change, GHG, Land Use, Agriculture, Air Quality, Water Quality, Traffic, Public Service and
Utilities, as well as most master responses)

= Proving future conditions for Water Quality, Fluvial Geomorphology, Groundwater, and
Biological Resources (e.g., wetlands, wildlife and aquatic resources)

Accepted Risks
All float removed from the schedule, so any delays would result in a changed schedule, with a
minimum day-for-day impact of delays
Short and timely reviewer turn arounds are necessary to meet tight timeline

Page | 1

Draft_0024680



"ZICF Sites EIR/EIS: Project Briefing May 4, 2023

Cooperating Agencies will see Admin Final at the same time as Reclamation, Legal, and the
Authority
Admin Version will be part of public record

Expedited finalization of documents may result in late changes not being incorporated throughout
this version of the Admin Final EIR/EIS

Critical Path: Live edit meetings and comment resolution extend beyond March 31
Critical Path: Reviewers do not complete review per schedule will delay deliverables
Critical Path: Change in process or scope will delay deliverables

Page | 2
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From: Laurie Warner Herson [laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com]

Sent: 5/4/2023 10:46:49 AM
To: Marcia Kivett [MKivett@sitesproject.org]
Subject: RE: EPP Workgroup Agenda

Yes, just wanted to let you know we’re working on it ©

From: Marcia Kivett <MKivett@sitesproject.org>

Sent: Thursday, May 4, 2023 10:39 AM

To: Laurie Warner Herson <laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com>
Subject: Re: EPP Workgroup Agenda

Thanks. I do not post the presentation until after the meeting. The only thing I need for tomorrow is
the workgroup agenda.

From: Laurie Warner Herson <laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 4, 2023 10:36 AM

To: Marcia Kivett <MKivett@sitesproject.org>; Patel, Trishna <Trishna.Patel@hdrinc.com>; Alicia Forsythe
<aforsythe@sitesproject.org>; Spranza, John <john.spranza@hdrinc.com>

Subject: RE: EPP Workgroup Agenda

Hi Marcia,

Our EPP EIR/EIS presentation will be a continuation of the EIR/EIS briefings we’ve been giving and should be consistent
with the prior EPP WG agenda items and the May Board agenda:

1.1 Review and comment on the Final EIR/EIS additional status briefing in preparation for approval of Project -
Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations

I'm preparing the draft presentation as well as RC/AB staff report in the next couple of days.

Have a good day -

Laurie

From: Marcia Kivett <MKivett@sitesproject.org>

Sent: Thursday, May 4, 2023 10:10 AM

To: Patel, Trishna <Trishna.Patel@hdrinc.com>; Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>; Laurie Warner Herson
<laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com>; Spranza, John <john.spranza@hdrinc.com>

Subject: Re: EPP Workgroup Agenda

Laurie/John, are you in the loop with the EPP Agenda? I will need to post it tomorrow.
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John, I hope you are feeling better today.

Trishna, [ see you made some edits shown below. Thank you.

Ali, T hope feel better soon. I know you have the tour tomorrow and might not be in the position to
approve before posting.

1. Discussion and Information Items:

1. Review Construction update for Biological Assessment and Section 2081

2. Review update on Water Rights Permit application. Review update on
meetings with State Board staff and progress on the development of the Application and
Water Availability Analysis.

3. Review update on Admin Draft EIR/EIS including updates to Key Sections such
as Local Issues.
4, Review the Mitigation Cost Estimate.

From: Marcia Kivett <MKivett@sitesproject.org>

Sent: Wednesday, May 3, 2023 6:05 AM

To: Patel, Trishna <Trishna.Patel@hdrinc.com>; Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>
Subject: EPP Workgroup Agenda

HI!

Will you be ready to post the EPP Workgroup agenda and any attachments this Friday, May 5?
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From: Jerry Brown [jbrown@sitesproject.org]

Sent: 5/5/2023 11:36:29 AM

To: David Hubbard [Dhubbard@BrwnCald.com]

CC: Marcus Maltby [mmaltby@brwncald.com]; Marcia Kivett [MKivett@sitesproject.org]
Subject: Re: Sites Reservoir - Schedule Update to May 1, 2023

The strike team next meets on 5/16. Can | get an update to give to them with delays relative to the original January
2023 baseline we gave them? Need by noon Tuesday 5/9.

From: David Hubbard <Dhubbard @BrwnCald.com>

Date: Friday, May 5, 2023 at 9:31 AM

To: Marcus Maltby <mmaltby@brwncald.com>, JP Robinette <jrobinette@sitesproject.org>, Alicia Forsythe
<aforsythe@sitesproject.org>, conner <conner@cmdwest.com>, "Edwards, Dawn"
<dawn.edwards@hdrinc.com>, "Risse, Danielle" <danielle.risse@hdrinc.com>, "Luu, Henry"
<henry.luu@hdrinc.com>, "jelica.arsenijevic" <jelica.arsenijevic@hdrinc.com>, "Spranza, John"
<john.spranza@hdrinc.com>, Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>, "laurie.warner.herson"
<laurie.warner.herson@ phenixenv.com>, Marcia Kivett <MKivett@sitesproject.org>,
"bezzone@mbkengineers.com" <bezzone@ mbkengineers.com>, Cheyanne Harris <CHarris@BrwnCald.com>,
Justin Davies <JDavies@BrwnCald.com>, Lee Lambert <LLambert@BrwnCald.com>, Carolina Tornesi
MacKinnon <CTornesiMacKinnon@BrwnCald.com>

Cc: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>, Joe Trapasso <jtrapasso@sitesproject.org>, Benjamin Orsak
<BOrsak@BrwnCald.com>

Subject: RE: Sites Reservoir - Schedule Update to May 1, 2023

Howdy Everyone — have worked with you all to update the Schedule through end of April 2023 and have posted a
Schedule with comparison to last month along with variances on finish dates.

Now I'm giving you all a chance to have another lock and let me know if you’d like to make any changes before we
finalize this update and move forward.

See the link here: Sites Schedule Comparison to Prior Month 2023.05.05.pdf

Also showing here some snips of Milestones and Activities that have slipped for a quick review and if anyone wants to
look into these further, just let me know.
Several are on the Work Plan Progress Report {one pager) that gets shared with others outside this group.

¥ o FoRy Hame, T T Femereg  LeiNarth | e | JOLF
7 Fireet: U =ish T TSl

CESA TP fermit for Operatinns Rersived -Dec-ii -2z
% LESS BT Perwit for Construchon Recehved 20-Dec-23 -22
° ignied H0-Feiy-24 -39
B MS-1150 8PS Biotogica! Dpinions Rezaived IC-Fe-24 -39

£ #15-1700

Gioiaiaio oia

2ot oo imio

oo

R 1A o

i

Draft_0024684



asiMoot | vedensz
s B8 Fnizn

27 ek Aty Nane St Foisn [ 2em

% Reclamation Behefits Agreement Executed

For S

is # agres

50 s & ¢ Exeruterfingt i

SEDAEE

2cute B

Closa WIFLA g

EcObligations Cantract with Pacticipants
BO-1300 Develon Benetits & Dbliganans Cont
BO-1300 Home Boards Con

t Actions.

Facility Use Agreesments
£0-1020 108 Cooperstive Agreement 24-Apr-23 A

Agreements far Administratian of Public Benefits

P5-1100

oo & Execute Agresn for Administration of u 31-Mar-22 A 15-Dee-2
DWR
PB-1200 31222 4 1 15-Dec

watian (Al

Negotiate Renl Banatits & OF Cantract {Ang:

US Bureau bf Reciumation Warren Act

ai Wiarren Act Contract (A%, iP4

1y fversion 1 of Hiiag docs 2 13-fipr-23
31-May-23

ng docurmenty

ations

CWA 408 £ 40 - Suhrit Finat Perwit Anplications 2] Pammit Apoi

Execute Federal & State Operations Agraemert S0-fun-23 o F0-dun-2 [ Operations Agreemernt
Section 106 - Fial Programmatic Agree 3-Cct- o i o & Section 106 - Final Programmatic Agreemert
Section 106 - Programmatic Historic frosertins Management Mian M0ct23 | 0 ¢ e £ Section 106 ik 5 roeftiés Mg
Devebromant . : :
51420 Straambed Ateration Agreement AR = L b ¥ Sueambed M greament
X9-1370 “£54 incidental Taka Permit - Constriction 177 ssued 0 16-Bow23 22 - o ¥CESE incide ake Perif - Constou
01380 CE8A ncidental Taks Pemiit - Opsrations (TP fssued o 1pmow23 | 22 . o ¥ CESR ingidéy

¥D-1340 Federal £SA - Recaive Biological Opinioas + Federa! ESA - Recéive B

< Comglece Protest Resoh

¥D-1320 Water Right - Compiate Protest Resol Period & Resobe as 4 va as bany Protests
Protests as Possifde :

®3-1240 Eagle Permic - Long Term Pem

o ¥ Water

D% Eagté Perir

fesned g Term Perm

i

¥D-1200 b 404 / 301 - Permita fasued | § OWAA0d T 401 Permiis
¥D-1330 ‘ater Right - Receive Water Righ : o *Water Rig 2r Rignt Order & Permix

Drdar & Permit 17-t2n-25
¥D-1210 Levez & Flood Perrsits - Section 408 & CYFFS Encroachment Perrits 8-l
3szued

start Faan 253

B BE

‘FIM!A'-.“)‘J},\:}“

|a|s\0m\n%:\¥\nm»\;34‘

13-Je0-21 A 1103

30-Mar-2; <

=)

S0May-23 | 30-May.23 0boris | A o | F Becamation Submits BAto LSEWS & HMTS
255023 | 07-Aug23 | iD ap s L7 E Reca n fltlaties Conpuitation with
so Zofeke2d | 0 | Fl-Dec23 | -an B : o Redeive USPWS/NMES B Fake Author

22-3d-26 31
23325 1
CB-2ad-27 el

Prepare CNFPA Permic SR Diciare (¥

FP8 Pamit

Subrrrit O | Sibmit Ve

ViRP-1152 cation ks Comgiete 18 N
WRZ-115h 2 of Anpdination & 75 for Assigament & Rale 1 & Refesses from Priority
dting te Subinit Protests 1 .
Resche Protests 122 aive Protests
i .

EWRCE Issaes Hearing Notice 1 I SWRZE tssuas Beariag Notice

Caze in Chief Testimony Cme 1 , b Csse la Chief Testihony: Dve

Seaarings {Presenistion of Dases- 2 i Rearings (Preseqtation of Ca

Fl-Aug-24 1 | febisteal Testin

U6-5e0-24 | 1%-SepIt | 10
15Mow-24 | 1S-Nov-2d | 1
17-4an-25 o 10-Dec-24 =25

SWRCB sxues Water Right P

Dave Hubbard

Project Controls

Brown and Caldwell

Cell: 832.840.4789
dhubbard@bronoald . com

From: David Hubbard

Sent: Monday, May 1, 2023 10:46 AM

To: Marcus Maltby <mmaltby@BrwnCald.com>; jrobinette @sitesproject.org; Alicia Forsythe
<aforsythe@sitesproject.org>; Conner McDonald <conner@cmdwest.com>; Edwards, Dawn
<dawn.edwards@hdrinc.com>; Danielle Risse {danielle.risse@hdrinc.com) <danielle.risse@hdrinc.com>; Henry Luu
<henry.luu@hdrinc.com>; Arsenijevic, Jelica <Jelica.Arsenijevic@hdrinc.com>; Spranza, John
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<john.spranza@hdrinc.com>; Kevin Spesert (kspesert@sitesproject.org) <kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Laurie Warner
Herson <laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com>; Marcia Kivett (MKivett@sitesproject.org) <MKivett@sitesproject.org>;
bezzone@mbkengineers.com; Cheyanne Harris <CHarris@BrwnCald.com>; Justin Davies <JDavies@BrwnCald.com>; Lee
Lambert <LLambert@BrwnCald.com>; Carolina Tornesi MacKinnon <CTornesiMacKinnon@BrwnCald.com>

Cc: jbrown@sitesproject.org; Joe Trapasso <jtrapasso@sitesproject.org>; Benjamin Orsak <BOrsak@BrwnCald.com>
Subject: Sites Reservoir - Schedule Update to May 1, 2023

Good Monday Morning, Sites Team - We’ve made it through another month with April 2023 now behind us and it’s
time to update our Sites Reservoir Project Schedule, moving our Data Date to May 1, 2023.

Below folder (follow link) contains reference Schedules for use in updating to May 1, 2023. Also added screenshots
below containing the activities we need to update - with start dates, finish dates or continue as ongoing during the
update period for the month of April 2023.

Email replies are fine and we also have some Teams calls on the calendar to collaborate. Marcia has done very well to
get Schedule update sessions for this week, beginning today. Looking forward to reconnecting and talking Schedule with
you all.

If you see that I've missed someone on distribution, please share with them and let me know who to add.

2023.05 May '23
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Dave Hubbard
Project Controls

Brown and Caldwell
Cell: 832.840.4789
dhubbard@brwncalad.cor
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From: David Hubbard [Dhubbard@BrwnCald.com]

Sent: 5/5/2023 11:41:37 AM

To: Jerry Brown [jbrown@sitesproject.org]

cC: Marcus Maltby [mmaltby@brwncald.com]; Marcia Kivett [MKivett@sitesproject.org]
Subject: Re: Sites Reservoir - Schedule Update to May 1, 2023

Sure, 1 can do that and provide the comparison to last month as well. See if we have any final changes and
should get to it Monday.

Get Outlook for 108

From: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>

Sent: Friday, May 5, 2023 1:36:29 PM

To: David Hubbard <Dhubbard@BrwnCald.com>

Cc: Marcus Maltby <mmaltby@BrwnCald.com>; Marcia Kivett <MKivett@sitesproject.org>
Subject: Re: Sites Reservoir - Schedule Update to May 1, 2023

The strike team next meets on 5/16. Can | get an update to give to them with delays relative to the original January
2023 baseline we gave them? Need by noon Tuesday 5/9.

From: David Hubbard <Dhubbard @BrwnCald.com>

Date: Friday, May 5, 2023 at 9:31 AM

To: Marcus Maltby <mmaltby@brwncald.com>, JP Robinette <jrobinette@sitesproject.org>, Alicia Forsythe
<aforsythe@sitesproject.org>, conner <conner@cmdwest.com>, "Edwards, Dawn"
<dawn.edwards@hdrinc.com>, "Risse, Danielle" <danielle.risse@hdrinc.com>, "Luu, Henry"
<henry.luu@hdrinc.com>, "jelica.arsenijevic" <jelica.arsenijevic@hdrinc.com>, "Spranza, John"
<john.spranza@hdrinc.com>, Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>, "laurie.warner.herson”
<laurie.warner.herson@ phenixenv.com>, Marcia Kivett <MKivett@sitesproject.org>,
"bezzone@mbkengineers.com" <bezzone@mbkengineers.com>, Cheyanne Harris <CHarris@BrwnCald.com>,
Justin Davies <JDavies@BrwnCald.com>, Lee Lambert <LLambert@BrwnCald.com>, Carolina Tornesi
MacKinnon <CTornesiMacKinnon@BrwnCald.com>

Cc: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>, Joe Trapasso <jtrapasso@sitesproject.org>, Benjamin Orsak
<BOrsak@BrwnCald.com>

Subject: RE: Sites Reservoir - Schedule Update to May 1, 2023

Howdy Everyone — have worked with you all to update the Schedule through end of April 2023 and have posted a
Schedule with comparison to last month along with variances on finish dates.

Now I’'m giving you all a chance to have another lock and let me know if you'd like to make any changes before we
finalize this update and move forward.

See the link here: Sites Schedule Comparison to Prior Month 2023.05.05.pdf

Also showing here some snips of Milestones and Activities that have slipped for a quick review and if anyone wants to
look into these further, just let me know.
Several are on the Work Plan Progress Report {one pager) that gets shared with others outside this group.
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From: David Hubbard

Sent: Monday, May 1, 2023 10:46 AM

To: Marcus Maltby <mmaltby@BrwnCald.com>; jrobinette @sitesproject.org; Alicia Forsythe
<aforsythe@sitesproject.org>; Conner McDonald <conner@cmdwest.com>; Edwards, Dawn
<dawn.edwards@hdrinc.com>; Danielle Risse (danielle.risse@hdrinc.com) <danielle.risse@hdrinc.com>; Henry Luu
<henry.luu@hdrinc.com>; Arsenijevic, Jelica <Jelica.Arsenijevic@hdrinc.com>; Spranza, John
<john.spranza@hdrinc.com>; Kevin Spesert (kspesert@sitesproject.org) <kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Laurie Warner
Herson <laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com>; Marcia Kivett (MKivett@sitesproject.org) <MKivett@sitesproject.org>;
bezzone@mbkengineers.com; Cheyanne Harris <CHarris@BrwnCald.com>; Justin Davies <JDavies@BrwnCald.com>; Lee
Lambert <LLambert@BrwnCald.com>; Carolina Tornesi MacKinnon <CTornesiMacKinnon@BrwnCald.com>

Cc: jprown@sitesproject.org; Joe Trapasso <jtrapasso@sitesproject.org>; Benjamin Orsak <BOrsak@BrwnCald.com>
Subject: Sites Reservoir - Schedule Update to May 1, 2023

Good Monday Morning, Sites Team - We’ve made it through another month with April 2023 now behind us and it’s
time to update our Sites Reservoir Project Schedule, moving our Data Date to May 1, 2023.

Below folder {follow link) contains reference Schedules for use in updating to May 1, 2023. Also added screenshots
below containing the activities we need to update - with start dates, finish dates or continue as ongoing during the
update period for the month of April 2023.

Email replies are fine and we also have some Teams calls on the calendar to collaborate. Marcia has done very well to
get Schedule update sessions for this week, beginning today. Looking forward to reconnecting and talking Schedule with
you all.

If you see that I've missed someone on distribution, please share with them and let me know who to add.

2023.05 May ‘23

z for Update b
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Dave Hubbard
Project Controls

Brown and Caldwell
Cell: 832.840.4789
dhubbard@brwncalad.cor
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From: Lewis Bair [Ibair@rd108.org]

Sent: 5/6/2023 2:20:05 PM

To: Ann Newton [anewton@katzandassociates.com]

CC: Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]; Thad Bettner [tbettner@gcid.net]
Subject: Re: "un-dark" report

Thanks all.

Lewis

Sent from my iPhone

On May 6, 2023, at 12:53 PM, Ann Newton <anewton@katzandassociates.com> wrote:

Great to know - thanks! And yes it was a really good experience working with Undark. Can’t remember the last time |

went through such a thorough process with a news outlet. Let me know if | can be of any assistance.

Sent from my iPhone

On May 6, 2023, at 12:50 PM, Lewis Bair <lbair@rd108.org> wrote:

Yes, my wife did yesterday.

Lewis

From: Ann Newton <anewton@katzandassociates.com>

Date: Saturday, May 6, 2023 at 12:48 PM

To: Lewis Bair <lbair@rd108.org>

Cc: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>, Thad Bettner <tbettner@gcid.net>
Subject: Re: "un-dark” report

Correct, Becki reached out to us. Did you say you heard a report out of her article on NPR?

Sent from my iPhone

On May 6, 2023, at 12:19 PM, Lewis Bair <lbair@rd108.org> wrote:

We were thinking the same thing. We just heard it on NPR and haven’t seen the Sites article specifically. Can you share

that?

Lewis

From: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>
Date: Saturday, May 6, 2023 at 12:16 PM
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To: Lewis Bair <lbair@rd108.org>, Thad Bettner <tbettner@gcid.net>, Ann Newton
<anewton@katzandassociates.com>
Subject: Re: "un-dark” report

| believe they contacted us for an interview. Jerry asked me to take it. Ann, is this your recollection also? |
dont think we reached out to them.

I was quite impressed with them. They did an extensive, independent back check to verify all of my
statements and quotes. | was also impressed that the reporter reached out to people who were not the usual
suspects -- Cyril Michel and Sarah Null. Two people who we really havent seen quoted in media articles
previously. Becki did this independently - we did not direct her to them - other than to send her Cyril's recent
paper and identify that PPIC was also moving forward concepts on the use of environmental water and
creating assets for the environment.

Here's Becki's contact information if you'd like. brobins@palfreymedia.com. She was very thorough, had a
number of follow up questions, and from interview to article was 2 months or more. So they arent quick. But
[ thought she did a really nice, balanced, informative, thought-provoking story -- somewhat of an unual thing
in today's media.

Ali

Alicia Forsythe | Environmental Planning and Permitting Manager | Sites Project Authority | 916.880.0676
| aforsythe@sttesproject.org | www.SitesProject.org

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This comn afion with ife contents may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. It i3 solely
for the vse of the intended recipieni(s). arized int phion, review, sse or disclosure is prohibited and mayv violats applicable laws
inchuding the Electronic Communications Privacy Act. I vou are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and destroy all copiea of
the comumunication.

From: Lewis Bair <lbair@rd108.org>

Sent: Saturday, May 6, 2023 11:43 AM

To: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>; Thad Bettner <tbettner@gcid.net>
Subject: "un-dark" report

Ally,

Can you share with me how the Un-Dark effort came about? Is this something Sites asked for as a focused effort from
them? | was wondering if we should do something similar for our efforts around salmon recovery?

Lewis
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Sites Reservoir Project P1 Investigation
Field Shift 23
May 1-5, 2023

May 1 TRR-B-023 and TRR-B-025 at Funks, Backfill at TRW-B-029 at GCID

e Field teams and monitors met with Fugro PM at the Sites Authority office for a tailgate.

e Fire Chief in Maxwell was notified of team working in the TCCA and GCID areas.

e Teams escorted into work areas at TCCA.

e Patriot and Fugro PM visit TRW-B-029 to check settlement, 1’-5” backfilled, mats picked up. a
e Onerig reset at TRR-B-023 and completed packer test and cored 10 feet.

e One rig at TRR-B-025 and completed packer testing and 20 feet of coring

e Patriot relocated drums to Maxwell yard.

e Fire Chief in Maxwell was notified that activities were completed for the day.

e No HSE issues or incidents. Rattle snake observed at cattle guard crossing to TRR-B-025.

May 2 TRR-B-023 and TRR-B-025 at Funks

e Field team and monitors met with Fugro PM at the Sites Authority office for a tailgate.

e Fire Chief in Maxwell was notified of team working in the TCCA.

e Teams were escorted into work areas.

e Onerig at TRR-B-025 completed packer test and cored 20 feet and conducted second packer
test.

e Onerig at TRR-B-023 cored 10 feet and conducted packer test. Flushed hole, removed core
rods to get ready to use televiewers. Hole collapsed, Fugro PM called and discussed with
Jacobs options to collect DS data. 3 inch PVC will be grouted in place on Wed for DS testing on
Friday.

e Patriot relocated drums to Maxwell yard.

e Fire Chief in Maxwell was notified that activities were completed for the day.

e No HSE issues or incidents. Rattle snake observed at cattle guard crossing to TRR-B-025.

May 3 TRR-B-023 and TRR-B-025 at Funks

e Field team and monitors met with Fugro PM at the Sites Authority office for a tailgate.

e Fire Chief in Maxwell was notified of team working in the TCCA. Teams were escorted into
work areas.

e One rig at TRR-B-025 completed televiewing and grouting of the hole. Track-walked rig to
staging area.

e One rig at TRR-B-023, cleaned out soil and sediment blockage from 28 feet to 70 feet. Set 3
inch PVC grouted in place.

e Patriot conducted rut management in various locations.

e Patriot relocated drums to Maxwell yard.

e Fire Chief in Maxwell was notified that activities were completed for the day.

s No HSE issues or incidents. Rattle snake observed at cattle guard crossing to TRR-B-025.
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May 4 TRR-B-025 at Funks, Seismic Refraction Lines in Sites Canyon, and Rut Management

¢ Field team and monitors met with Fugro PM at the Sites Authority office for a tailgate.

e Fire Chief in Maxwell was notified of team working in the TCCA and Sites Canyon.

e Teams were escorted into work areas.

e Patriot and Fugro PM checked settlement and backfilled 1’, removed hole cover.

e Fence to location TRR-B-025 was repaired and rut management conducted.

e Seismic refraction line S-SR-003 was completed.

e Fugro PM and Real Estate rep drove into Red Stick parcels but travel path was very slick and
site visit was stopped.

e Seismic Refraction team continued work. While moving the seismic refraction line to the east,
steepness of slope increased causing the team lead to pause part of the group, the second part
of group continued to the east and at some point some equipment(battery) was set down/grip
lost and tumbled to the roadway below. The battery was broken as it hit several rocks
releasing battery acid along the tumble path. No staff injuries occurred. Small spill on roadway
was neutralized with water and later with a baking soda solution. PM issued formal Stop Work
to allow staff with equipment to traverse the slope to the road, and allow an assessment of
changes in protocols when team regroups on Friday. Rocks and weeds/grasses at initial point
of impact were sprayed down with baking soda solution.

e Fire Chief in Maxwell was notified that activities were completed for the day.

e (Other than the battery incident no other HSE issues or incidents were noted.

May 5 TRR-B-023 Downhole Seismic, Seismic Refraction Lines, Battery Acid Cleanup, and Rut
Management

e Field team and monitors met with Fugro PM at the Sites Authority office for a tailgate.

s Fire Chief in Maxwell was notified of team working in the TCCA and Sites Canyon areas.

e Teams were escorted into work areas.

e Patriot team conducted further neutralization of areas impacted in Sites Canyon by battery
acid and removed some vegetation in area.

e Onerig at TRR-B-023, conducted DS testing, and then grouted the hole.

e Seismic Refraction line S-SR-002 was surveyed in Sites Canyon.

e Rut management conducted at several locations.

e Patriot relocated drums to Maxwell yard.

e Fire Chief in Maxwell was notified that activities were completed for the day.

e No HSE issues or incidents.

Upcoming Work — May

Sites Canyon Work - Borings, Downhole testing, Seismic Refraction Surveying
Upcoming work - June

Sites Canyon Work- Borings and downhole testing, piezometer install and slug testing.

Redstick Farms parcels. Borings, pavement cores, seismic refraction lines and possible fault trench,
test and dozer line excavations.
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Concerns ldentified in the 2021 Sites Reservoir
Project Planning Aid Memorandum - Draft

The following are the initial concerns identified in the PAM and the location in the administrative
draft final EIR/EIS in track changes “All Markup” view:

e Provide greater specificity regarding potential mitigation lands or banks for each of the habitat
types for which mitigation is proposed
o Page 2 of the Preliminary Evaluation of the Planning Aid Memorandum, July 2022
o Chapter 9, pages 9-25 through 9-27, 9-38 through 9-40, and 9-46 through 9-51
o Master response 6, pages 12-14

® Provide a better description of how increases in Level 4 refuge water will be provided and the
expected benefit to migratory birds
o Page 3 of the Preliminary Evaluation of the Planning Aid Memorandum, July 2022
discussed in meeting on 11/2/22
e More thorough analysis of geomorphic effects of flow reduction in the higher flow range on
habitat (cut bank formation, cottonwood seed dispersion/regeneration processes, wood
transport) and the sensitive species that use it {e.g., bank swallows, yellow-billed cuckoo).
o Page 4 of the Preliminary Evaluation of the Planning Aid Memorandum, July 2022
o Chapter 10, pages 10-115 through 10-124, Table 10-2d
o  Write-up on Sites Reservoir Western Yellow-billed Cuckoo Analysis provided via email
and discussed in meeting on 11/2/22
e Additional review may be needed of the resource protection measures identified for habitats
(e.g., riparian, upland, stream, and wetland) that could support special-status species including
the listed valley elderberry longhorn beetle, red-legged frog, and several rare plants, which are
potentially present within the impact area.
o Page 4 of the Preliminary Evaluation of the Planning Aid Memorandum, July 2022
o Chapter 10, pages 10-49 through 10-52 and 10-72 through 10-74
o Chapter 9, pages 9-46 through 9-51
e Provide a better demonstration of temperature benefit expected from opportunities to increase
storage in Shasta Reservoir.
o Pages 4 and 5 of the Preliminary Evaluation of the Planning Aid Memorandum, July 2022
o Master Response 5 pages MR5-18 through MR5-21
o Chapter 11, pages 11-109 through 11-115, 11-168 through 11-171, 11-207 through 11-
210, 11-248 through 11-252, and 11-281 through 11-283
e In general, whenever water diversions occur, there will be an associated loss of food organisms
and sediment, incidental mortality of fish at the intake screen(s), and lower survival due to
lower flows and related mechanisms (predation exposure, less inundated edge cover, less food
production, less suspended sediment):

A. Flow criteria at Wilkins Slough (8,000 cfs [cubic feet per second] in April and May; 5,000 cfs
in other months) is likely inadequate to protect downstream migrating salmon. Suggest
consideration of Michel et al. {2021).

Planning Aid Memo Response Guide, 02-22-23
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Pages 5 and 6 of the Preliminary Evaluation of the Planning Aid Memorandum, July 2022
Chapter 2, pages 2-79 through 2-87

Chapter 11, pages 11-138 through 11-139

Master Response 5 pages MR5-23 through MR5-26

O O O O

B. Need more thorough analysis of effects of habitat reduction on survival, weighted usable
area (WUA) curves do not disclose all effects associated with reduced flow

o Pages 6 and 7 of the Preliminary Evaluation of the Planning Aid Memorandum, July 2022
o Write-up on WUA Concerns Discussion provided via email and discussed in meeting on
11/2/22
o Chapter 11, page 11-63, pages 116 through 11-120, 11-173 through 11-176, 11-184-186,
11-212 through 11-216, 11-237 through 11-239, and 11-252 through 11-255, 11-283
through 11-302.
Master Response 5 pages MR5-5 through MR5-8
Appendix 11K, Weighted Usable Area Analysis, pages 11K-3 through 11K-21

C. More complete analysis of effects of flow reductions on sturgeon migration

o Pages 6 and 7 of the Preliminary Evaluation of the Planning Aid Memorandum, July 2022
o Chapter 11, pages 11-283 through 11-311, 11-314 through 321, 11-326 through 328,
and 11-330 through 11-331
e The relationship between pulses and fish movement is not a precise relationship. Longer and
more frequent flows may be necessary to protect downstream-migrating juvenile salmon
o Pages 6 and 7 of the Preliminary Evaluation of the Planning Aid Memorandum, July 2022
o Master Response 5 pages MR5-21 through MR5-25
o Chapter 2, pages 2-82 through 2-83
o Chapter 11, pages 11-85 through 11-87, 11-109 through 11-110, 11-159 through 11-161
o Appendix 2D.6.3 and pages 2D-55 and 2D-56
e Need to address pulses as a mechanism to initiate/attract adult salmon and sturgeon up stream.
o Page 7 of the Preliminary Evaluation of the Planning Aid Memorandum, July 2022
o Master Response 5 pages MR5-21 through MR5-25
o Chapter 2, pages 2-82 through 2-83
e Provide a better explanation of effects and benefits of fall pulse flows into Yolo Bypass for
plankton production and discussion of consequences of reduced flow into the bypass due to
reduction in flows attributable to diversions at TCCA and GCID diversions
o Pages 7 and 8 of the Preliminary Evaluation of the Planning Aid Memorandum, July 2022
o Master Response 5 pages MR5-20 and MR5-21, and MR5-31 through MR5-33
o Chapter 11, pages 11-33 through 11-34, 11-123 through 11-131, and 11-222 and 223
o Appendix 11M, Yolo and Sutter Bypass Flow and Weir Spill Analysis
e Address expected increase in loss of fish at South Delta export facilities associated with July —
September increases in Delta exports.
o Page 8 of the Preliminary Evaluation of the Planning Aid Memorandum, July 2022
o Master Response 5 pages MR5-27 and MR5-29 and MR5-32 and MR5-33
o Chapter 11, pages 11-148 through 11-149, 11-187, 11-233 through 11-35, 11-269
through 270, 11-321, 11-331, 11-345, and 11-356 through 11-358
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o
e More thorough analysis may be needed of the effects of exchanges on spawning and rearing
habitat in the American and Feather Rivers
o Page 8 of the Preliminary Evaluation of the Planning Aid Memorandum, July 2022
o Master Response 5 pages MR5-19 and MR5-25 through MR5-26
o Chapter 11, pages 11-168, 11-207
e Reclamation should consider the benefits of cumulative projects, how they would interact with
the proposed project, and explain the sequence of construction/completion relative to the
proposed project
o Page 8 of the Preliminary Evaluation of the Planning Aid Memorandum, July 2022
o Chapter 31, pages 31-35 through 31-45

Planning Aid Memo Response Guide, 02-22-23
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Preliminary Evaluation of the
Planning Aid Memorandum
Technical Memorandum

To: Alicia Forsythe, Sites Project Authority

cC: John Spranza, Sites Integration

Laurie Warner-Herson, Sites Integration

Date: July 14, 2022

From: ICF

Quality Review: Mike Hendrick (ICF)

Authority Agent Review: N/A

Subject: Preliminary Evaluation of the Planning Aid Memorandum

1.0 Purpose

This memorandum presents a preliminary evaluation of the August 5, 2021, Planning Aid Memorandum
(PAM) provided by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service {USFWS) to the Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation) for the Sites Reservoir Project (Project). The purpose of the PAM was to provide
Reclamation with the USFWS’s comments and recommendations regarding the Project’s potential
effects on biological resources for consideration in project planning and preparation of a public revised
draft environmental document. The PAM was prepared under the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (48
Stat. 401, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.). The Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act requires federal
agencies proposing water resource development projects or involved in issuance of related permits or
licenses to consult with the USFWS and provide equal consideration to the conservation, rehabilitation,
and enhancement of fish and wildlife resources with other project purposes.

The PAM summarized early coordination between USFWS and Reclamation regarding potential effects
of the proposed Project. It provided a high-level description of the Project and USFWS’s views of
potential effects of the inundation of upland habitat (i.e., upland effects), increased diversions of
Sacramento River water (i.e., in-river effects), and cumulative impacts associated with implementation
of other projects. The PAM also summarized information and early analysis of effects provided to the
USFWS by Reclamation and identified areas and concerns where the USFWS indicated that more
information or analysis was needed.

The key concerns identified in the PAM are categorized as upland effects (Section 2.0), in-river effects
(Section 3.0), and cumulative impacts (Section 4.0). Responses summarizing how each key concern was
addressed are provided herein. The Revised Draft Environmental Impact Report/Supplemental Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (RDEIR/SDEIS) released in November 2021 contained much of the
information to address these key concerns (Sites Project Authority and Bureau of Reclamation 2021).
The PAM was developed based on the USFWS'’s review of the first administrative draft of the
RDEIR/SDEIS and there were several substantive changes that occurred between the administrative
draft and the publicly released RDEIR/SDEIS, which are explained below. In addition, subsequent analysis
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that has been developed to date in preparation of responses to public comments on the RDEIR/SDEIS
and for the development of related permitting processes was also used to address the key concerns.

It is important to note that the analysis of the comments on the RDEIR/SDEIS, the response to those
comments, and the preparation of the Final EIR/EIS are ongoing. The Authority has recently changed the
Project’s diversion criteria and has worked with Reclamation since the issuance of the RDEIR/SDEIS to
enhance the Project’s anadromous species benefits, especially as reflected in the modeling framework.
In addition, the Authority has moved from Alternative 1 as its Preferred Project for the purposes of the
California Environmental Quality Act compliance to Alternative 3. Revised modeling is underway to
reflect these adjustments and once modeling is completed, the Authority and Reclamation look forward
to discussing the results and revisions to subsequent species analysis with the USFWS, National Marine
Fisheries Service [NMFS], and the California Department of Fish and Wildlife [CDFW]. Therefore, the
information and responses in this memorandum may change as these enhanced species protections and
species benefits are incorporated into the Project.

2.0 Upland Effects

Key Concern: Provide greater specificity regarding potential mitigation lands or banks for each of the
habitat types for which mitigation is proposed.

Response: Given the size of the Project, the Sites Project Authority (Authority) will rely on several
mitigation strategies including a mix of mitigation banks and other mitigation mechanisms. The Project’s
Mitigation and Monitoring Plan (Plan) is under development and will be provided to the USFWS as part
of the Project’s Biological Assessment (anticipated summer 2022) and Final EIR/EIS (anticipated early
2023). The Plan includes a comprehensive mitigation planning strategy, implementation approach and
general criteria for species and habitats based on anticipated Project impacts on regulated biological
resources. As access is currently limited to less than 1% of the Project Area, a final analysis of impacts
will be conducted once land access is obtained and following the final refinements of Project design and
completion of on-the-ground, protocol-level biological field surveys.

Following completion of Project construction, temporary impacts will be mitigated through restoration
and revegetation of areas disturbed by construction in accordance with an approved habitat restoration
plan. Permanent impacts will be mitigated on site and at agency-approved (USFWS, NMFS, and/or
CDFW) offsite locations. Onsite compensatory mitigation may include restoration (re-establishment or
rehabilitation), establishment {(creation), enhancement, and/or preservation of aquatic or terrestrial
biological resources that occur within the proposed Project area. Offsite compensatory mitigation for
the proposed Project may include the purchase of agency-approved mitigation/conservation bank
credits, the establishment of third party-responsible “turn-key” mitigation/conservation bank projects,
preservation of biological resources through conservation easements with private landowners,
payments to in-lieu fee programs, or the establishment of permittee-responsible offsite mitigation sites.
The methods for assessing resources in the project footprint, best management practices to be applied,
tools available for mitigating effects of the Project are discusses in chapters 9 — Vegetation and Wetland
Resources, and 10 — Wildlife Resources of the RDEIR/SDEIS.

The Authority has conferred with USFWS about species habitat models and used this information to
estimate mitigation obligations. The Authority expects to continue to work with USFWS and Reclamation
as the Project moves forward and better information becomes available to define mitigation
requirements.
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Key Concern: Provide a better description of how increases in Incremental Level 4 refuge water will be
provided and the expected benefit to migratory birds.

Response: Providing Incremental Level 4 refuge water is an environmental benefit of the Project
recognized by the California Water Commission in its authorization of State funding from the Water
Storage Investment Program (WSIP). The Authority envisions that CDFW will take an active role in
managing the ecosystem water and the Authority would work with CDFW to schedule and adjust
releases of ecosystem water to address real-time conditions and needs. The Authority also recognizes
that Incremental Level 4 refuge water would be made available to federal refuges north and south of
the Sacramento—San Joaquin Delta (Delta) and as such, expects that it would provide Incremental Level
4 water to appropriate destinations based on guidance from, and coordination with the CDFW, USFWS,
and Reclamation. The Authority understands that Reclamation and CDFW have an existing methodology
to allocate Incremental Level 4 refuge water to the National Wildlife Refuges, State Wildlife Areas, and
privately managed wetlands included in Central Valley Project Improvement Act Refuge Water Supply
Program. The Authority anticipates that CDFW and Reclamation would allocate the Incremental Level 4
refuge water that results from the Project in the same way they allocate all Incremental Level 4 refuge
water.

Table 1 below is from the Authority’s Water Storage Investment Program: Sites Reservoir Project
Continuing Eligibility and Feasibility Determination report (Authority 2021). It identifies the Project’s
Incremental Level 4 refuge water supply benefits in terms of water supply increases to National Wildlife
Refuges, State Wildlife Areas, and privately managed wetlands projected in 2030 and 2070 as estimated
based on WSIP Unit Water Values. Incremental Level 4 represents the additional increment of water
required for optimal wetland habitat development on the National Wildlife Refuges, State Wildlife
Areas, and privately managed wetlands included in Central Valley Project Improvement Act Refuge
Water Supply Program. The benefits to migratory birds of Incremental Level 4 refuge water supply were
identified as part of the original foundational documents of the Central Valley Project Improvement Act
and differ for each individual National Wildlife Refuge, State Wildlife Area, and privately managed
wetland.

Table 1. Sites Reservoir Project Incremental Level 4 Refuge Water Supply Increases {2030 and 2070) {TAF/year)

Period North-of-the-Delta South-of-the-Delta ! Total
2030 Results
Long-Term Average @ 5 11 17
Wet 0 0 0
Above Normal 9 5 14
Below Normal 9 13 22
Dry 8 27 34
Critical 6 17 23
2070 Results
Long-Term Average @ 5 10 15
Wet 0 0
Above Normal 9 10
Below Normal 7 8 16
Dry 7 10 17
Critical 6 21 27
Source: CALSIM 1l
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Notes:

(a) Average weighted based on water-year frequency rates

(b} Includes both San Joaquin and Tulare Lake Refuge deliveries and based on San Joaquin Valley 60-20-20 Index Year Class.
TAF = thousand acre-feet

Key Concern: More thorough analysis is needed of geomorphic effects of flow reduction in the higher
flow range on habitat (cut bank formation, cottonwood seed dispersion/regeneration processes, wood
transport) and the sensitive species that use it {e.g., bank swallows, yellow-billed cuckoo).

Response: The SRH-Meander model results presented in the RDEIR/SDEIS (Chapter 7 — Fluvial
Geomorphology) suggested that the tendency for meander is not significant among the Project
alternatives and the No Action Alternative (NAA). The river meandering, bank erosion, and deposition
modeling concluded that there were no significant differences in the channel alignments between
existing conditions and the modeled alternatives. Thus, operational impacts on the geomorphic regime
(including natural river geomorphic processes such as sediment transport and bank erosion) and existing
river geomorphic characteristics (e.g., sinuosity, channel gradient, substrate composition, channel width
and depth, and riparian vegetation) of the greater Sacramento River system are expected to be minimal,
and consequently, impacts on sensitive species would be negligible or minimal as well. The Authority will
review these results with USFWS and Reclamation to determine whether additional analysis is
warranted, or additional considerations will be added to the monitoring and adaptive management
plans or the Project description.

Key Concern: Additional review may be needed of the resource protection measures identified for
habitats (e.g., riparian, upland, stream, and wetland) that could support special-status species including
the listed valley elderberry longhorn beetle, red-legged frog, and several rare plants, which are
potentially present within the impact area.

Response: As stated above, verification of species’ presence and habitat suitability has been limited by
lack of access to lands that would be affected by the Project. Potential wildlife resources in the study
area were evaluated by reviewing existing information and identifying potentially suitable habitat with
geographic information system modeling. Sources of information and modeling techniques are
summarized in Chapter 10, Wildlife Resources, of the RDEIR/SDEIS. The Authority will continue to work
with Reclamation, USFWS, NMFS, CDFW, and other regulatory agencies to review these results and
discuss the resource protection measures, including avoidance and minimization measures. These
efforts have been ongoing for some time for aquatic species with more limited discussion on terrestrial
species. The Authority with Reclamation would like to engage in more detailed discussion of these
concerns with regard to terrestrial species.

3.0 In-River Effects

Key Concern: Provide a better demonstration of temperature benefit expected from opportunities to
increase storage in Shasta Reservoir.

Response: In coordination with Reclamation, text was developed to expand the discussion of fisheries
benefits related to increased operational flexibility associated with Shasta Reservoir. This text was
developed after issuance of the PAM and was included in Chapter 2, Project Description and
Alternatives, of the RDEIR/SDEIS. Additional water supply from Sites Reservoir would provide
opportunities for improved management of salmonid habitat, particularly in the Sacramento River
above Red Bluff Diversion Dam. By exchanging Sites Reservoir water for Central Valley Project (CVP)
water, Reclamation has an additional tool to maintain and improve habitat for salmonid spawning,
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incubation, rearing, and migration. By delivering water to CVP contractors from Sites Reservoir,
Reclamation may maintain supply in Shasta Reservoir. Maintenance of supply can then be allocated in
real-time management scenarios to uses that protect and enhance anadromous fish benefits, including
protecting and enhancing the cold-water pool, which is essential for temperature control in the
salmonid spawning reaches below Keswick Dam during Dry and Critically Dry Water Years. Increased
storage may provide benefits beyond temperature such as providing a resource for maintaining fall
flows to sustain spawning redds that persist in the wetted margins of the Sacramento River. In years
when storm events are weak and naturally-occurring pulse flows are minimal, this maintenance of
supply could be used to manufacture a spring pulse flow to assist juvenile salmonids in completing their
migration from the upper Sacramento River to the Delta and ultimately the Pacific Ocean. The Authority
is working with Reclamation to assess and enhance fisheries benefits associated with Reclamation’s
participation for the multiple objectives related to increased Shasta Reservoir storage.

The Project would also provide an additional capability to address expected changes in precipitation and
runoff patterns anticipated to result from climate change (see Chapter 28 of the RDEIR/SDEIS). While
long-term averages in precipitation are not expected to change, more precipitation is expected to fall as
rain, resulting in a decreased snowpack and changes in runoff patterns. These changes will likely present
challenges for future water management, including that for environmental benefits. The ability of the
Project to capture and store water that cannot be captured and stored by Reclamation and to exchange
water with Shasta Reservoir creates flexibility to provide environmental benefits to anadromous fish in
the upper Sacramento River under climate change scenarios.

Key Concern: In general, whenever water diversions occur, there will be an associated loss of food
organisms and sediment, incidental mortality of fish at the intake screen(s), and lower survival due to
lower flows and related mechanisms (predation exposure, less inundated edge cover, less food
production, less suspended sediment). Specific concerns expressed are as follows:

A. Flow criteria at Wilkins Slough (8,000 cfs [cubic feet per second] in April and May; 5,000 cfs in
other months) is likely inadequate to protect downstream migrating salmon. Suggest
consideration of Michel et al. (2021).

B. Need more thorough analysis of effects of habitat reduction on survival. Weighted usable area
(WUA) curves do not disclose all effects associated with reduced flow.

C. Need more complete analysis of effects of flow reductions on sturgeon migration.
Response:

A. Wilkins Slough: In response to the concerns expressed in the PAM and the comments on the
RDEIR/SDEIS from CDFW and others, the Authority increased the minimum bypass flow
requirement at Wilkins Slough during October to June to 10,700 cfs (303 m?/s), which is
consistent with the step function identified to in Michel et al. (2021) for increased Chinook
salmon survival in the Sacramento River. In summary, Michel et al. (2021) looked at the
challenge of implementing functional flows to optimize ecosystem improvements given the
limited resources. The minimum bypass flow at Wilkins Slough during September remains at
5,000 cfs. The Project will not be diverting water from June 15 to the end of August. Revisions
have been made to the Project diversion criteria. These revisions are reflected in Table 2.
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Table 2. Comparison of RDEIR/SDEIS and Revised Diversion Criteria

Location {Listed from
North to South)

RDEIR/SDEIS with Mitigation Included

Revised and Expected in the Final
EIR/EIS

Bend Bridge Pulse
Protection

Protection of all qualified precipitation-
generated pulse events (i.e., peaks in
river flow rather than scheduled
operational events) from October to May
based on the detection of fish presence
and migration during the beginning of
the flow event. For each event where fish
presence and migration is detected,
diversions from the Sacramento River
would cease for 7 days.

Similar except the following: (1) a
qualified precipitation-generated pulse
event is determined based on forecasted
flows and (2) pulse protection may cease
earlier than 7 days if flows at Bend Bridge
exceed 29,000 cfs and Project diversions
subtracted from Bend Bridge flows
continue to be at least 25,000 cfs

Minimum Bypass Flows in

3,250 cfs minimum bypass flow at all

the Hamilton City Pump
Station

screen design

the Sacramento River at times; rate of diversion controlled by fish | No change
the RBPP screen design
m:g::gﬁg::j;gg:v;m 4,000 cfs minimum bypass flow at all

times; rate of diversion controlled by fish | No change

Minimum Bypass Flows in
the Sacramento River at
Wilkins Slough

10,700 cfs in March through May; 5,000
cfs all other times

10,700 cfs October through June; 5,000
cfs September (not diverting from June
15 to end of August)

Fremont Weir Notch
Protections

No more than 1% reduction in flow over
weir when spill over the weir are less
than 600 cfs. No more than a 10%
reduction in flow over weir when spills
over the weir are between 600 cfs and
6,000 cfs. No restriction when flows over
the weir are greater than 6,000 cfs

No longer included. Revised minimum
bypass flows in the Sacramento River at
Wilkins Slough and Bend Bridge Pulse
Protection provide protections for
Fremont Weir Notch

Freeport, Net Delta
Cutflow Index, X2, and
Delta Water Quality

Operations consistent with all applicable
laws, regulations, biological opinions and
incidental take permits, and court orders
in place at the time that diversion occurs

No change

Note: This table mimics Table 2-5 in the RDEIR/SDEIS and the Wilkins Slough flow requirements have been incorporated into the Project

Description.

The Authority is working with Reclamation to revise the modeling and determination of effects of the
Project’s revised operations criteria on fisheries resources. The Authority is also in ongoing
conversations with Reclamation, CDFW, NMFS, and USFWS to develop language to describe how these
operational requirements will be implemented and develop the associated fish monitoring program.

A. Upstream habitat: The Authority agrees diverting flow can have effects on habitat volume and
available food that are likely more limiting, and not apparent in WUA calculations. The WUA is
derived from the CALSIM runs and as such the WUA’s are based on monthly averages that may

not accurately reflect real time operations. The analysis in Chapter 11, Aquatic Biological

Resources, of the RDEIR/SDEIS considers factors such as temperature, flow, and the effects of

flow reductions on side channel and floodplain habitats to support its impact determination of

less than significant with mitigation for salmonids.
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The Authority will revise the CALSIM analysis with the revised diversion criteria and enhanced
anadromous fish benefits to reassess the effects on WUA in the Final EIR/EIS. During 2022, the
Authority will work with Reclamation, USFWS, NMFS, and CDFW to review the revised modeling
and related analyses to assess the adequacy of the analysis and work toward consensus on
impact determinations and any measures needed to reduce impacts to less than significant
levels (CEQA) and no adverse effects (NEPA).

B. Sturgeon: Shaffter (1997) reported spawning on white sturgeon in the Sacramento River at flows
of about 6,500 to 6,640 cfs (184 to 188 m3/s) after observing pulse of about 1,400 cfs (40 m3/s)
over base flow conditions. This reference appears to be the source for the concern. The
Authority’s decision to adopt a higher minimum bypass flow at Wilkins Slough and the Project’s
pulse flow protection measure would ensure the Project diversion do not cause flows to decline
below those likely to influence sturgeon migration and spawning.

Key Concern: The relationship between pulses and fish movement is not a precise relationship. Longer
and more frequent flows may be necessary to protect downstream-migrating juvenile salmon.

Response: The Project’s pulse protection measure is intended to account for the importance of pulses in
stimulating and providing for the redistribution of juvenile fish from their spawning grounds to
downstream rearing areas and seaward migration (Poytress 2014, Steel 2020, Michel 2021, Hassrick
2022). The Authority recognizes that the precise relationship between flow pulses and fish movement is
not known at this time. As such, the Authority intends to incorporate the pulse protection criteria, and
strategies for evaluating the effectiveness of the criteria, into its adaptive management plan to address
this uncertainty and continue to refine the criteria as the science and understanding of fish movement is
better understood.

Key Concern: Need to address pulses as a mechanism to initiate/attract adult salmon and sturgeon up
stream.

Response: As presented in the RDEIR/SDEIS, the Project is not expected to impede the upstream
migration of adult salmon or sturgeon. The proposed pulse flow criteria ensure pulses are protected and
propagate downstream. In addition, the revised minimum bypass flow requirement at Wilkins Slough
ensures that Project operations do not diminish flows below levels which may interrupt or delay the
upstream migration of sturgeon.

Key Concern: Provide a better explanation of effects and benefits of fall pulse flows into Yolo Bypass for
plankton production and discussion of consequences of reduced flow into the bypass due to reduction
in flows attributable to diversions at TCCA and GCID diversions.

Response: An analysis of the expected timing and benefit of the Yolo Bypass flow measure to stimulate
food production and convey forage species to the north Delta for the benefit of delta smelt (Hypomesus
transpacificus) and other planktivorous fish is presented in Chapter 11 - Aquatic Biological Resources, of
the RDEIR/SDEIS. The benefit of this measure has been acknowledged by CDFW in the review of the
Project during the California Water Commission’s WSIP approval process. An analysis of the
consequences of reduced flow into the Yolo Bypass due to reduction in flows attributable to diversions
at TCCA and GCID diversions is provided in the section, Impact FISH-2: Operations Effects on Winter-Run
Chinook Salmon, Floodplain Inundation and Access, in Chapter 11 - Aquatic Biological Resources, of the
RDEIR/SDEIS, as well as in Appendix 11M. The analysis concludes that Sites diversions result in minor
reductions in Yolo Bypass acreages inundated during the winter and spring, but that when the net effect
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of all differences between the NAA and Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 are examined, the differences are small
and the effect on fish populations is expected to be minor.

Key Concern: Address expected increase in loss of fish at South Delta export facilities associated with
July through September increases in Delta exports.

Response: The effect of moving Sites Reservoir water across the Delta to the Delta export facilities on
the location of X2, flows in Old and Middle River, and expected loss at the export facilities are addressed
in Chapter 11 - Aquatic Biological Resources, and Appendix 5B3, Delta Operations, of the RDEIR/SDEIS.
The results of these analyses suggest there would be little difference in south Delta loss between the
NAA and Alternatives 1, 2, and 3, primarily due to absence of juvenile ESA-listed fish in the Delta
between July and September.

Key Concern: More thorough analysis may be needed of the effects of exchanges on spawning and
rearing habitat in the American and Feather Rivers.

Response: The effects of Project operations on temperatures in the American and Feather Rivers are
discussed in Chapter 11, Aquatic Biological Resources; Appendix 11B, Upstream Fisheries Impact
Assessment Quantitative Methods; and Appendix 11D, Fisheries Water Temperature Assessment, of the
RDEIR/SDEIS. The results indicate impacts from changes in temperatures are less than significant. The
effects of Project operations on availability of spawning and rearing habitat in the American and Feather
Rivers are also analyzed in Chapter 11 and Appendix 11K, Weighted Usable Area Analysis, of the
RDEIR/SDEIS. The analysis suggests no significant differences between Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 and the
NAA with respect to WUA. An analysis of the potential redd dewatering in the American and Feather
Rivers was also conducted and discussed in Chapter 11. The results of that analysis suggested no
significant differences among the alternatives and the NAA.

These analyses will be revised to reflect the revised diversion criteria and enhanced anadromous fish
benefits in revised CALSIM and other model runs. Once the updated modeling is completed, the
Authority will be available to present and discuss those results with Reclamation, USFWS, NMFS, CDFW
and the other regulatory agencies.

4.0 Cumulative Impacts with Other Projects

Key Concern: Reclamation should consider the benefits of these other projects, how they would interact
with the Project, and explain the sequence of construction/completion relative to the Project.

Response: The Authority understands the interest in exploring how the Project may operate in
conjunction with other projects such as the revised Delta Conveyance Project and the Shasta Raise
Project. However, these projects are presently not sufficiently developed to assess how they would be
constructed and operated, and any analysis of cumulative effects would be speculative. The Authority
thinks adding speculative results to the cumulative effects analysis could be misleading; therefore, it
does not plan to pursue such an analysis. For additional details, refer to Chapter 31, Cumulative Impacts,
in the RDEIR/SDEIS. Chapter 31 states “The cumulative analysis is primarily qualitative. The cumulative
analysis qualitatively addresses projects listed in Table 31-1, such as Delta Conveyance Project. For many
of the projects in Table 31-1 it would be speculative to define multiple parameters and assumptions
within a numerical modeling effort.”

5.0 References
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From: Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]

Sent: 5/8/2023 4:35:32 PM

To: Janis Offermann [jaoffermann@montrose-env.com]; Kevin Spesert [kspesert@sitesproject.org]

cC: Laurie Warner Herson [laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com]; Risse, Danielle [Danielle.Risse@hdrinc.com]
Subject: Re: Call from Jennie Mitchum at Colusa

Okay. Many thanks Janis. | just called her.

She expressed that they were not made aware of the efforts and had not seen the reports. | did say that we
sent them to the Tribe and would be happy to resend them. lJanis, can you resend them the consultation
letters and the confidential reports? Lets include just the borings and the test pits (the two separate efforts)
as these are the only ongoing efforts.

She also let me know that she had heard Yocha Dehe was monitoring, but that they didnt represent the Colusa
Tribe. |said that | understood and respected that. Reinterated that we had them out previously but didnt
have availability of monitors during Covid so transitioned

Ali

Alicia Forsythe | Environmental Planning and Permitting Manager | Sites Project Authority | 916.880.0676
| aforsythe@sitesproject.org | www.SitesProjectorn

CONFIDENTIAUITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain confidantial and/or legaily privileged information. 1t is soisly for
the use of the intended recipient{s). Unauthaorized interception, review, use or disclosure is prohibited and may viciate applicable laws
including the Elactronic Communications Privacy Aot if you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and destroy ail copies of

the communication.

From: Janis Offermann <jaoffermann@montrose-env.com>

Sent: Monday, May 8, 2023 4:23 PM

To: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>; Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Laurie Warner Herson <laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com>; Risse, Danielle <Danielle.Risse@hdrinc.com>
Subject: RE: Call from Jennie Mitchum at Colusa

Hi, Ali

| got a call back from Jennie. She was concerned about the “big excavations” that she heard were going on right now. |
explained that the only work that was happening were the geotechnical studies that included borings and but mostly
studies that were ground penetrating surface studies. | did mention that trenching would start later this year.

Jennie then said that the monitors that are out there don’t represent Colusa and don’t know how Colusa feels about
things. | acknowledged that and let her know that we did have monitors from Colusa before covid, but during covid they
were no longer available, so Yocha Dehe stepped in. |said that the Authority would be happy to have Colusa participate
again.

Lastly, she asked that | send her your contact info, which | did, and she asked that you give her a call tomorrow. Jennie’s
number is 530-868-8590 and her email is imitchum@coluss-nsn.eoy

Colusa has received all of the work plans and unanticipated discovery plans for the geotechnical studies, so they should
be up to speed on what is going on and what is planned.

Let me know if there is anything | can do to assist.
Thanks
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janis

From: Janis Offermann <iaoffsrmann@monirose-env.coms>

Sent: Monday, May 8, 2023 3:41 PM

To: Alicia Forsythe (aforsvihe @sitesproject.org) <aforsythe@sitesproject org>; Kevin Spesert
(kspesery@sitesproject.org) <lespeseri@sitesprolect org>

Cc: Laurie Warner Herson (laurie warnsr. herson@phenbxenv.com) <lauwris.warner herson@phenixeny.com>; 'Risse,
Danielle' <Danielle Risse@hdrinc.come>

Subject: Call from Jennie Mitchum at Colusa

Hi Ali

| just wanted to let you know that | had a voice mail message from Jennie Mitchum, the cultural director at Colusa. |
called back but was not able to leave a voice mail, so | emailed her to let her know.

Hopefully this is a positive sign and that she is calling about setting up another meeting with you; though | am not sure
why she wouldn’t just reach out to you directly.

I will, of course, let you know when | have any other news to share. | was just so surprised to hear from her, that |
wanted to inform you right away. Beyond confirming that you would like to meet again and that we are making
revisions to the language of the EIR, is there anything else you would like me to convey if/when | actually talk with her?

Also, as a reminder, we have a meeting with Yocha Dehe scheduled for Thursday. Would you like me to reach out to Eric
Hernandez and ask if they would still like to meet?

Thanks
janis

Janis Offermann, MA., RPA

Senior Cultural Resources Manager

M: 530.220.4918

jsoffermann@®montrose-eny,com

Please note new email address after April 1, 2023. | can still receive emails as anis@honzonhZo.com; however, all

of my outgoing emails to you will be from jaoffermann@montrose-env.oom.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The contents of this email message and any attachments are intended solely for the addressee(s)
and may contain confidential, proprietary and/or privileged information and may be legally protected from disclosure. If you are
rot the intended recipient of this message or their agent, or if this message has been addressed to you in error, please
immediately alert the sender by reply email and then delete this message and any attachments and the reply from your system. if
you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, use, disserination, copying, or storage of this
message or its attachments is strictly prohibited.
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Technical Memorandum
Sites Reservoir
Emergency Drawdown Criteria TM

To: J.P. Robinette, P.E. (Sites Project Authority)

CC: Henry Luu, P.E. (HDR)

Date: May 8, 2023

From: Idit Zarchi, P.E. (AECOM)

Quality Review: Mike Smith, P.E., G.E. {AECOM) Greg Reichert, P.E. (AECOM), Joe Barnes,

P.E. (AECOM), Wayne Ohlin, P.E. (Jacobs), David Gutierrez, P.E. (GEl)
Authority Agent Review: Henry Luu, P.E. (HDR)

Subject: Sites Reservoir, Emergency Drawdown Criteria, Task HR29
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1.0 Introduction
1.1 Project Overview

The Sites Project Authority (Authority) is in the preliminary design phase for the proposed Sites
Reservoir, a 1.5-million-acre-foot (MAF) reservoir located in Colusa and Glenn Counties at a site studied
previously by the California Department of Water Resources, Division of Engineering (DWR) and the U. S.
Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation).

1.2 Background and Purpose

The Authority is currently developing the design of Sites Reservoir’s hydraulic infrastructure for the 30%
design level, which will be used to elicit investor commitment for the project. The 30% design package is
due March 2024, including the reservoir outlet design. DSOD criteria for emergency drawdown of the
reservoir are a part of the governing criteria that dictate sizing the reservoir’s outlets.

AECOM has assessed dam safety risk factors and flooding impacts for emergency releases based on
drawdown protocol outlined by DSOD. AECOM also evaluated Reclamation requirements as an
independent check. The purpose of this technical memorandum (TM) is to present AECOM’s findings
and recommendation of the reservoir emergency drawdown criteria for review and comment by DSOD;
which will then be applied to the design of the outlet facilities at Sites Reservoir.

1.3 Limitations

AECOM represents that our services were conducted in a manner consistent with the current standard
of care ordinarily applied as the state of practice in the profession, within the limits prescribed by our
client.

This TM is intended for the sole use of the Sites Project Authority and DSOD. The scope of services
performed may not be appropriate to satisfy the needs of other users, and any use or re-use of this
document or of the findings, conclusions, or recommendations presented herein is at the sole risk of
said user.

2.0 Guidelines for Emergency Drawdown

Outlet hydraulic capacities necessary were assessed to address DSOD requirements for drawdown for
the currently proposed 1.5 MAF Sites Reservoir Project.

2.1 DSOD

Emergency reservoir drawdown protocol established by DSOD (DSOD, 2018) would require that Sites
Reservoir have an emergency outlet capacity capable of meeting the following criteria:

1. Reduce the maximum storage depth of water in the reservoir by 10 percent within 7 days,
or 10 days.
2. Drain the reservoir to top of dead pool (El. 300 feet) within 90 or 120 days.

The selected criteria is unique for each project and should be dependent on factors such as potential
downstream impacts, seismic hazard, dam construction methods, and type of dam as determined by
DSOD. It is recognized that it becomes more difficult and complex to meet the criteria for very large
reservoirs.
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Storage depth was defined in a memorandum sent to DSOD in April 2023 as the elevation difference
between the maximum normal operating water surface elevation (spillway crest, El. 498 feet) and the
lowest point in the reservoir that would result in hydrostatic loading on the dams. Considering the
elevations of the upstream toes of both Golden Gate and Sites Dams, this is approximately El. 250 feet.
Thus, the maximum storage depth for the reservoir, for the purposes of determining drawdown
discharges, would be 248 feet (El. 498 feet minus EIl. 250 feet). Reducing the storage depth of water in
the reservoir by 10 percent would bring it down to El. 473.2 feet (El. 498 feet minus 24.8 feet)

Calculations for the average® discharge rates to meet the two criteria were sent to DSOD in April 2023.
Results are summarized in Table 1 below.

Table 1: Summary of average discharges required to meet DSOD emergency drawdown criteria

Drawdown Criteria Average Discharge (cfs)
10% of Hydraulic Head in 7 days 22,485 (say 22,500)
10% of Hydraulic Head in 10 days 15,740 (say 15,800)

Drawdown to Deadpool in 90 days 7,045 —7,309* (say 7,000 — 7,300)
Drawdown to Deadpool in 120 days 5,175 - 5,316 (say 5,200 — 5,300)

1 Average discharge rate for the drawdown to deadpool is dependent on whether the drawdown
of the upper 10% of reservoir hydraulic head is completed in 7 or 10 days, which resultsin a
lower or higher average flow over the remaining days, respectively.

The average discharge rate required to reduce 10% of hydraulic head over 7 or 10 days is the governing
factor for sizing the emergency outlet. Drawing down the upper 10% of hydraulic head in the reservoir
in 7 days rather than 10 days would require upsizing the system to have the capacity to continuously
release an additional average flow of about 6,700 cubic feet per second (cfs).

2.2 Reclamation

The U.S. Bureau of Reclamation provides criteria and guidelines for evacuating storage reservoirs and
sizing low-level outlet works (Reclamation, 1990) that are based on defining the hazard (consequence of
an adverse event) and risk {probability of an adverse event). The terms “high”, “significant”, and “low”
are assigned to describe the hazard and risk. Reclamation’s guidelines recognize that “some reservoirs
may be too large for short term evacuation...and some may have unique functions or other site-specific
conditions which justify deviation from established criteria and guidelines.”

After review of Reclamation’s guidelines AECOM would classify Sites as a high-hazard, significant risk
reservoir. See Attachment A for more discussion on the interpretation of Reclamation’s guidelines. Table
2 summarizes the average discharges required to meet Reclamation emergency drawdown stages for a
high hazard, significant risk reservoir.

1 Average discharge rates are presented for preliminary sizing of the outlets. Once design has been further
developed hydraulic models will be utilized to determine variable flow rates as the reservoir level drops (and the
system loses head).
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Table 2: Summary of average discharges required to meet Reclamation emergency drawdown criteria

Associated High Hazard,

. Elevatlon.m Significant Risk Average Discharge

Evacuation Stage Reservoir Drawdown f
[ft] Timeframe [cfs]
[days]

75% Height? 431 25 15,475 (say 15,500)
50% Height 364 45 12,631 (say 12,600)
10% Storage® ~352 55 2,845 (say 2,800)
25% Height 297 80 2,794 (say 2,800)

The Reclamation average drawdown rate curve for a high hazard, significant risk reservoir and the DSOD
average drawdown rate curves are shown in Figure 1. The DSOD curves assume a 90 day timeframe for
the drawdown to deadpool. The Reclamation drawdown curve is similar to the DSOD 10-day drawdown
curve for discharge of the upper 10% of hydraulic height. Below El. 473.2 the DSOD 10-day drawdown
and Reclamation drawdown curves diverge. However, given that the system will be sized to handle the
releases in the upper 10% of hydraulic height, the flow rate below that can be adjusted to meet either
curve as heeded based on the type of emergency that led to the required release.

2.3 Inflows During Evacuation

Sites is an offstream reservoir and the local watershed inflows are relatively small compared to the
reservoir capacity. The majority of the inflows to Sites Reservoir will be pumped inflows from the
Sacramento River. Pumping would not occur during an emergency drawdown since pumping and
emergency releases use the same conveyance facilities. The natural monthly mean flow data was
calculated for Sites Reservoir {(see Attachment A). The maximum monthly mean flows would contribute
approximately 12,100 AF to Sites Reservoir in a 90 day drawdown period. This equates to an average of
68 cfs for 90 days.

In addition to this, the Probable Maximum Flood (PMF) inflows were compared to the outlet capacity”.
The previous PMF study for Sites Reservoir (DWR, 2004) calculated that the total volume into the
reservoir would be approximately 78,400 acre-feet of water in 36 hours. This volume is roughly 25% of
the upper 10% of the hydraulic storage (312,189 acre feet) and 5% of the total volume that will be
released through the outlets during drawdown to Deadpool elevation (El. 300 feet). A 10-day drawdown
of the upper 10% of hydraulic storage would have an average drawdown rate of 15,800 cfs. If the Sites
outlets were sized for a 10-day drawdown they would be able to draw down the PMF volume in 2.5
days.

2 Reclamation defines hydraulic height as the difference between the lowest point in the original streambed at the
axis or centerline of the dam (El. 230 feet for Golden Gate) and the maximum controllable water surface (El. 498
feet).

310% of the storage between El. 498 feet and El. 230 feet.

4 PMF flows are not typically considered when sizing outlets at a reservoir. However, this comparison was
discussed at the DSOD meeting on April 6, 2023, and is presented to illustrate the large design capacity of the
outlets.
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Figure 1: Comparison of Average Reservoir Evacuation Rates
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3.0 Dam Safety Considerations — Potential Failure Modes (PFMs)

Risk including the probability of loads, fragility of the structure and consequence of failure are all
important considerations when assessing reservoir drawdown criteria. DSOD’s protocols outline factors
that should be considered, including downstream and seismic hazard, dam construction methods and
age, known deficiencies and type of dam. AECOM considered these and other factors to provide support
in recommending the appropriate drawdown criteria.

An important parameter associated with all the potential failure modes is the hydraulic head (or
pressure) at the time of the potential failure. For comparison, the reservoir water surface level after 7
days was calculated for both a 7-day and 10-day average drawdown rate. Results are summarized in
Table 3 and shown graphically in Figure 2.

Table 3: Comparison of Reservoir Levels After 7 days

Average Water surface | Depth below | Depth below
Drawdown Rate | after 7 days spillway at dam crest at
[cfs] [Elevation {ft}] El. 498 [ft] El. 517 [ft]
7-day 22,500 473.2 24.8 43.8
10-day 15,800 481 17 36
Differential 6,700 7.8

As can be seen in Table 3, there is very little difference in hydraulic head for the two criteria for this
large reservoir. The reduction in hydrostatic pressure on the upstream dam toe between a 7-day and 10-
day drawdown after 7 days is 7.8 feet {or 3.35 psi). This equates to a 3 percent difference of hydrostatic
pressure at the toe of the dam. The preliminary design width of embankment for Golden Gate and Sites
dams at the 7 day and 10 day drawdown elevations is about 200 feet and 180 feet which equates to a
difference of about 10 percent.

3.1 Seismic Deformation of the Embankments

Deformation of the dam is expected to occur during the design seismic event. Seismic deformations can
cause vertical and horizontal movement of the dam crest, which can lead to overtopping if insufficient
freeboard is available, or failure due to erosion of material through transverse cracks extending below
the water line.

The overall deformation will be dependent on the final design. However, the dam will be designed to
have deformation that is significantly less than the design total freeboard of 19 feet above the maximum
storage pool. As such, the risk of failure of the dams by overtopping due to excessive seismic
deformations is considered to be remote. The embankment deformations will be estimated based on
nonlinear analyses to be performed during preliminary design. The acceptability of the seismic
deformations is discussed in the Design Criteria TM (AECOM, 2022).

Cracking of earth embankments, which may occur during a seismic event, is a result of the tensile failure
of soils during shaking. Formation of cracks depend on the geometry of the canyon, such as at steep
abutments, and the magnitude of deformations. The ability of a soil to propagate a crack and remain
open depends on the soil type (clay, silt, sand, etc.) and the density of soil. Higher plasticity soils have a
greater ability to support a crack that remains open to deep depths, even in the presence of water.
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Sandy cohesionless soils may support the opening of a crack when partially saturated but will then
collapse in the presence of water.

Other important factors that are considered in the potential failure mode of transverse cracking include:

e Nineteen feet of freeboard is substantial considering the expected depth of cracking from case
histories and the expected calculated deformations. A modern chimney drain including filters
and drains will be constructed to near the crest elevation of the dam. Seepage through any
cracking that may occur below the water line will be filtered and drained through the drain.
Lowering the reservoir with either the 7 or 10 day drawdown criteria would provide immediate
additional freeboard. Considering the probability of the earthquake, expected deformation and
depth of associated cracks, inclusion of drains and filters, and amount of available
freeboard/cross-sectional width, we consider the risk of transverse cracking resulting in erosion
of the embankment to be very low. The difference between the 7 day and 10-day drawdown
requirement will be insignificant to this potential failure mode. Examination of deformation
patterns and stresses in the embankment with nonlinear deformation analyses will be
performed during design to confirm this conclusion.

e There are no concrete structures (such as spillway walls) present within the embankment
eliminating differential settlement or separation between fill and concrete.

e The abutments are relatively flat and less likely to result in cracking (Pells and Fell, 2002) and the
foundation will be shaped to avoid any slopes greater than 0.5H:1V {horizontal:vertical).

e DWR (2003} calculated yield coefficients of 0.19 or higher with predicted displacements of up to
2 feet in their previous analyses of the proposed embankments. While these analyses used a
simplified procedure with a potentially lower seismic design criteria (magnitude 7 earthquake
with a peak ground acceleration of 0.9g) the results indicate a robust design that is predicted to
result in limited deformation during the design earthquake.

3.2 Fault Offsets within the Foundation
There are two sets of primary surface faults mapped in the project area:

1) Northeast-striking faults GG-1, GG-2, GG-3, and S-2 faults, which pass near or through the Sites
Dam and Golden Gate Dam footprints, and

2) North-striking Salt Lake thrust fault, which passes near the proposed Saddle Dam 2 site, and the
S-3 fault, which passes near Golden Gate Dam and Sites Dam.

Based on preliminary analysis presented in DWR (2003), the GG and S faults are estimated to have
potential fault offsets on the order of 2 to 8 inches and the Salt Lake Fault is estimated to have a
potential fault offset of 5 to 16 inches. Where these faults cross a dam footprint, the design will include
thicker drains and filters to reduce the risk of dam failure due to internal erosion or erosion through
cracks. Based on the relatively small amount of predicted fault offset and the planned inclusion of
thicker filters and drains where faults may cross the dam footprint, we consider the risk of failure of the
dam due to fault offset to be remote.

3.3 Dam Construction

The dam construction methods will follow all state of the practice requirements. The dam will be
founded on an unyielding foundation, will be well compacted, and will include a robust blanket and
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chimney drain design. Instrumentation will provide real time performance monitoring. A well-
maintained dam should result in minimal future deficiencies.

3.4 Embankment Slope Stability

Another potential failure mode of the embankment is static failure of the embankment or failure during
rapid drawdown. Previous analyses by DWR (DWR, 2003) show factors of safety of 1.7 or greater for
steady-state and rapid drawdown conditions. These analyses will be updated to modern standards but
are expected to have similar factors of safety.

Based on average flow rates, it is estimated the 10-day drawdown rate would be about 2.5 feet/day
while the 7-day drawdown would be about 3.5 feet/day. While the embankment will be designed for
instantaneous rapid drawdown, the drawdown rate of the reservoir could potentially influence the
stability of the embankment, with the higher rate for the 7-day drawdown being slightly more
detrimental than the 10-day drawdown. However, given the design and since both are high rates, it is
unlikely that the different drawdown rates will result in an appreciable difference in the overall stability
of the embankments during rapid drawdown.

3.5 Internal Erosion

Internal erosion failures can occur through the foundation or embankment. Appropriately designed
drains and filters will be included in the design to prevent erosion and potential piping through the
embankment. While the dam will be founded on rock that is unlikely to erode, blanket filters and drains
will prevent piping of materials from discontinuities in the foundation. As noted in Table 3, there will be
little difference in the hydraulic head comparing the 7 or 10 day criteria. There is only a 3 percent
difference in total head comparing these criteria with substantial cross-sectional area during any of the
drawdown criteria for the respective elevations.

3.6 Stability of Tunnel Portals

The tunnel portals will be designed for instantaneous rapid drawdown. Stability of the cut slopes above
the portals will be assessed for both global failures and for localized wedge failures. Slope stabilization
including shotcrete and rock bolts will be included. As such, failures are unlikely to occur with either
drawdown rate.

3.7 Hydrologic Loading and Inflows

Sites reservoir will be an offsite reservoir with minimal inflow as a result of the design inflow flood
(PMF).

More importantly, unlike major reservoirs on streams or rivers, there will be little to no inflow if one of
the PFMs outlined above were to occur (See Section 2.3). The maximum monthly mean inflows would
contribute an average of 68 cfs during a 90 day drawdown period when the average drawdown rate for
a 10-day timeframe would be 15,800 cfs. This is a major factor we are considering when proposing the
appropriate drawdown criteria. Additionally, the emergency outlet will be large compared to the
relative inflows from a PMF and would be able to draw down the entire PMF volume in 2.5 days at the
15,800 cfs rate. Therefore, even during large storms, inflows will be insignificant compared to the outlet
capacity.
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3.8 Other Factors

CALSYMII software was used for preliminary operational modeling of the proposed Sites Reservoir.
Inputs included 82 years of record on winter diversions from the Sacramento River and summer
operational release assumptions. Results show that the water level within the reservoir will be below
the elevation associated with a 10% reduction in hydrostatic head (El. 473.2), approximately 70% of the
time. This reduces the likelihood of having full hydrostatic head on the dams during an emergency
event.

4.0 Downstream Flooding Impacts

The Sites Reservoir Emergency Drawdown TM (Jacobs, 2021) evaluated inundation extents and depths
downstream of the reservoir during an emergency drawdown.

A hydraulic model was developed to calculate expected maximum depths throughout the floodplain
downstream of Sites Reservoir for the 7-day drawdown scenario. The upstream boundary of the model
was at the Sites Reservoir outlets (Sites Dam, Funks Dam and the Terminal Regulating Reservoir) and the
downstream boundary of the model was located at the Yolo bypass, just upstream of the Sacramento
River. Initial discharges were set at about 16,000 cfs through the I/O works at Golden Gate Dam and up
to around 4,700 cfs through the Sites Dam outlet®, depending on the scenario. Results are shown in
Figure 3.

The inundation study indicated expected flood depths of up to 2 feet in the town of Maxwell, and flood
depths approaching 5 feet in a few low points in the terrain. The approximate flood arrival time for the
town of Maxwell was 4 to 8 hours after initial releases began.

The Authority is presently running updated flood models based on the 2022 storage-elevation data for
both the 7-day and 10-day drawdown rates. Different flow allocations between the two outlets are also
being considered. A 10-day drawdown would result in average discharges of approximately 6,700 cfs
less than in a 7-day drawdown and it is therefore anticipated to result in reduced flood depths and
inundation extents.

As part of the inundation modeling efforts, Sites Authority is assessing a more equitable distribution of
flows between the Sites Dam outlet and the 1/O works at Golden Gate Dam during an emergency
drawdown. This would provide better redundancy should the 1/O works and conveyance system not
perform at full capacity in an emergency (e.g., should one of the energy dissipation valves along the
conveyance system have a mechanical issue that prevents it from fully opening).

5.0 Conclusion

The DSOD drawdown rates for the 7-day and 10-day criteria were compared considering PFMs and the
relative risk reduction for the two criteria. The drawdown rates were also compared to Reclamation’s
guidelines and it was found that the 10-day drawdown rate is more in line with the drawdown rate
associated with Reclamation’s guidelines for a high hazard, significant risk reservoir.

5 Flows for inundation modeling was done at the 10% design level. Since then emergency drawdown calculations
show that flows would be higher for a 7-day drawdown.
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Although there are always risks in dam safety, the dam will be designed to modern standards and will
include a robust design. As noted by both DSOD and Reclamation, understanding the relative risk of the
project is important in determining the appropriate drawdown criteria. In terms of dam safety, the most
significant affect that the drawdown criteria would have for the various PFMs is the difference in
hydraulic head between the 7-day or 10-day drawdown criteria. The most significant dam safety risk is
the potential for embankment cracking and fault offsets. Although this risk is considered relatively small
due to the rare seismic event and the robust design, the difference in the hydraulic head at the time of
the related PFMs comparing the two criteria is relatively small, at about 3 percent. The difference in
length of any related seepage path would also be small. Other aspects or conditions related to dam
safety such as stability and reservoir overtopping during flooding are relatively unchanged between a 7-
day or 10-day drawdown.

Selecting the criteria for reservoir drawdown depends on many factors. One important factor
considered in recommending the criteria for drawdown is the potential for inflows to the reservoir
during an emergency. There have been instances during emergencies that outlets can’t keep up with
inflows. Sites Reservoir will have the major advantage of having essentially no or minimal inflow during
the credible PFMs outlined above.

Inundation modeling of the 7-day drawdown shows extensive flooding downstream of the reservoir if an
emergency drawdown were implemented. Additional modeling efforts are being performed to allow
comparison of flooding between the 7-day and 10-day drawdown discharges. However, by inspection, a
10-day drawdown would reduce the impacts of downstream flooding by reducing initial evacuation
discharges by 6,700 cfs.

Given the above assessment of the reservoir, its structures, and downstream impacts, it is the Designer’s
opinion that a 10-day timeframe to draw down the upper 10% of hydraulic height is the appropriate
criterion to safely evacuate water from the reservoir in the event of an emergency.
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Draft_0024724



6.0 References

AECOM (2022). Design Criteria (Revised Draft), Basis of Design, Task Order No. 3. December 8.

DWR (2003). Department of Water Resources, North-of-the-Delta Offstream Storage, Sites Reservoir
Engineering Feasibility Study, Golden Gate, Sites, and Saddle Dams

DWR (2004). Department of Water Resources, Memorandum, Sites Reservoir PMF Analysis. August 12.

DSOD (2018). Division of Safety of Dams, Inspection and Reevaluation Protocols. September 28.

Jacobs (2021). Sites Reservoir Emergency Drawdown Draft Technical Memorandum. July 16.

Pells and Fell (2002). Damage and Cracking of Embankment Dams by Earthquake and the Implications
for Internal Erosion and Piping, University of New South Wales, School of Civil and
Environmental Engineering, Uniciv Report No. R-408, January.

Reclamation (1990). Criteria and Guidelines for Evacuating Storage Reservoirs and Sizing Low-Level
QOutlet Works.

United States Geological Survey (USGS) 2023. National Water Information System.
USGS Gauge 11390672 Stone Corral C Nr Sites CA.
https://waterdata.usgs.gov/nwis/inventory?site_no=11390672&agency_cd=USGS. Date
accessed: 9" January 2023

[ DATE \@ "M/d/yyyy" ] TECH MEMO | Emergency Drawdown Criteria_2023-05-08.Docx 12

Draft_0024725



Attachment A
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ACWA Pop-up Gathering Speaking Notes
May 9, 2023

(Total comments should be no more than 30 minutes total, keep at a high level, no slides)

Overall objectives ~ get buy-in that
1. Sites is on the rights course and is on track for success,
2. Sites is being led well, and
3. Attendees to be their agency’s vocal advocate for participation in the project because they believe
this project is needed to help address their problem, the project will be a success, and the project will
deliver on its promises.

Executive Director Comments (~5-7 min)

e Welcome, introduce Board members and staff present
¢ Myself and key members of the project leadership team are before you today to present our strategies
and thinking for getting the Sites project built successfully. After we’re done in about 40 minutes you
should have a sense that this project is on the right course and is being led well. I'd like to start with a
broad overview before we drill down into the specific areas of the project-
e “Sites is within reach and we are continuing the momentum”
o You're going to hear about the solid progress we’re making
o California water is like Mr Toad’s wild ride, always changing and evolving
o This can make progress on large and complex endeavors difficult and sporadic
o This leadership team is not distracted and intent on delivering success
e “We stay laser focused on affordability, permitability and buildability”
o These continue to be key ingredients for success
o nature’s reprieve this year cannot detract from the urgent need for this project to get built so
we’re ready for what climate change brings
o Always more to do, but we know you need certain things to make your investment decision.
o We make sure the team pays close attention to what matters to you and is good for the overall
success of the project
e “The bond of the Sites statewide partnership is healthy and growing stronger”
o There is hidden value to all involved in this aspect of the project
o Local —we’re working to adapt our governance structure to fit what’s needed to implement the
project into the future. And we’re fully subscribed with a waiting list of agencies ready to come
on board if space allows. Nimble and flexible to whatever comes
o State — making good progress on agreements needed to implement Prop 1
o Federal — Reclamation has identified a desired level of participation, the Board feels their
participation is important and we’re anxiously awaiting them to secure the funds needed

With this backdrop, I've asked each of the key leaders to share what’s going on within their areas and I'd like

to start with Ali Forsythe.
(introduce Ali as the first speaker and mention that JP and then Kevin will follow)
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Environmental Planning and Permitting Manager Comments {~10 min)

Introduce myself. Oversee planning, permitting and water operations.

1. Planning and Permitting -- Environmental permitting is within reach and we
are on track. 2 huge milestones on the horizon.
e Final EIR/EIS —

o Planning for an August 2023 certification and approval of the Project.

o Tremendous accomplishment

o Reflects years of adjustment and changes to the Project, to the analysis,
to address concerns and really make Sites a better project

o Importantly, reflects key refinements to diversion criteria in the Final
EIR/EIS to be more protective of the fishery and following current
science

o In fact, with these adjustments and with working with Reclamation, had
NMFS run their winter-run life cycle model and results show a positive
chort replacement ratio — meaning Sites benefits the winter-run
chinook salmon population

e Water Right Noticing

o Application submitted last May; additional information submitted in
January

o State Board recently determined our application complete, and
identified that they expect to notice it by June 5.

o Tremendous effort and accomplishment

o Largest, most extensive application ever submitted as the standards are
so much higher today

o Most extensive water availability analysis ever conducted — looked at 7
different scenarios and found a reasonable lik elihood of water
available for the Project in all of them

o Noticing will open a 60-day protest period

e These 2 accomplishments demonstrate that Sites is actively moving through
the permitting process

o Worked extensively with NGOs, interested stakeholders, local
communities, water right holders, and Tribal nations and will continue
to do so into the future
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o However, will see concerns come out as we move forward with these
two items — because they show the project is real and is really moving
forward

o Some organizations will feel its important to submit concerns or
protests

o These concerns are part of our open and transparent permitting
process and we are prepared to work constructively to first understand
each other, and second find solutions that work for both parties

o we’re working to achieve consent, not consensus. We believe there are
win-win solutions out there.

2. Preparing for Future Operations -- If Sites were built today, we could have
put over 500,000 AF into storage this year. That’s a 1/3 of our storage amount and
about 2 X our average annual diversions
e Worked with MBK to develop a water operations tool. Its simple to get us
going.
e Looks at our 3 key diversion criteria — excess conditions, pulse flow
protection and wilkins slough
e |dentifies diversions at both TCCA and GCID facilities based on actual flow
data from CDEC and estimates diversions based on 30-day out flow
projections from CA-NV River Forecast Center
e Sites operations is a ways off — but there is still quite a bit of work to get
ready for this
e Tool is a key step in preparing for operations, better understanding the
system and the things that may affect our operations and getting ready for
the future

Introduce JP who will talk about how we’re answering 3 big questions to make this
future a reality.
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Comments from May 2022
e Environmental Process is progressing — in your judgment we are on track
e Project is not without opposition - we’re working to achieve consent, not consensus
e Water Rights is really the last big lift — the application is going in next week and we believe we can
achieve success in 18 months

(introduce JP)

Engineering and Construction Manager Comments {~10 min)

e My role. We have made progress answering the big 3 questions for Participants.

e Alot of progress has been made determining how we will pay for the project. Half the project funding
will come from a WIFIA loan, the largest by a factor of 2 that the EPA has ever undertaken, and the
Authority has driven hard to secure a master agreement with the EPA in 2024. Now the effort will
focus on two major tasks:

o Developing a contract with Participants to build and operate this “100 year asset”.
Participants have stepped forward to fund and support this Project and the Authority is drafting
a contract where Participants will flexibly manage their share of storage, diversions, and water
service.

o Participants securing the funds needed to pay for their share of the Project. This is an area
where our diversity really shines through with agricultural districts, retailers, cities, counties,
and wholesalers all working to plan for the cost of the Project, adjust rates, and for some
conduct the appropriate voting processes. Our success depends on the hard work of Agency
Staff and home-boards, and the Sites team greatly appreciates all of your support.

e Sites is a mega-project. The team is in place and we have a winning strategy. We have engaged with
the community of contractors and laborers that will build the project and the response has been
electric... We have a lot of momentum, and continue to define strategies for packaging the project
facilities for construction, procuring a contractor, and putting in place systems to manage $4B of work.
Our Participant’s input has been invaluable in this strategizing. The team is currently focused on what it
will take to reduce the time to build the Project after the Participants say “G0O”, a key aspect to
creating an affordable project and delivering much-needed Project benefits to Participants and the
environment. This strategy will focus on early contractor involvement on the dams and roads, close
coordination with regulators on Dam Safety (DSOD), and accessing and acquiring property as a good
neighbor. The next major milestone from an engineering perspective will be the 30% design and an
updated cost estimate, planned for early 2024 and supported by field work being conducted today.

e [While engineering is not the critical path, we are using this time wisely because now is cheapest time
o deal with risk and uncertainty. What steps and actions are being taken to do that. As a large civil
project, our focus is on those things that move the needle, getting into the field, understanding where
we will source materials, and dam safety design criteria.]

s [Add in geotech paragraph with some metrics]
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e The Authority has “Respect for local communities” as a core value. To me, this means working with the
community to define what good looks like for engineering, constructing, and operating the project. We
are working with leaders in the community to create a project that benefits the people that will learn
new skills and have new career opportunities during construction and into operations, provide services
to the thousands of people who will work on the Project, pass the Reservoir on their way to work,
spend evenings walking its trails and create memories on its banks. This Project is and will continue to
be woven into the fabric of the Sacramento Valley, which started with the visionary group that formed
the JPA thirteen years ago. For future generations of Californians to benefit from Sites, the people who
know and work the land will have to make sacrifices and must benefit... We are starting to get specific
on what that looks like. | will now pass the ball to Kevin to talk more about the local engagement, real
estate activities, and our outreach efforts locally and in Washington.

Comments From May 2022
e State Feasibility Determination in Dec 2021 was a big deal
e Aligning with Reclamation on Increasing the Federal Investment is a big focus right now
e Project engineering and cost certainty is progressing — we’ve got boots on the ground including a big
Geotech effort. Good land access cooperation
e 2 yearsis not a lot of time, but we need to work shoulder to shoulder with your agencies so we’re all
together and ready to finance this project.

(Introduce Kevin)

External Affairs Manager Comments {10 min)

e Overview of my role — Real Estate/Land Management, Government Affairs, Communications

o Astrong and collaborative partnership with affected landowners and the local community is a
core value for the Authority. Proactive landowner engagement has been an important priority
for the Authority since its formation in 2010. Projects like this will not be successful without
Jocal support — and developing and maintaining this local support is the #1 priority for our team

o To support this vital engagement effort — the Authority established a Local Community Working
Group to work in collaboration with local community representatives to address concerns and
identify opportunities of shared interest between the community and the Authority.

o This effort is focused on keeping the landowners and community engaged in the development
of the project — soliciting feedback on project design — and refining the projects design to
address landowner/community concerns — these efforts will continue through the project’s
development and into construction.

o Conducting a strategic and focused communications and stakeholder outreach program -
focused on communicating project information, status, and key messages to a statewide
audience through our various platforms — focusing on public education regarding the projects
design, operation, and project benefits.
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o Large project with many parcels and landowners (507 parcels/224 landowners) that includes
approximately 17,000 acres across 3 counties with a mix of TROE to support technical field
work, full and partial acquisitions, and temporary and permanent easements — but we have a
strong Real Estate Team in place with extensive experience in public acquisition for
infrastructure projects, experience working in the Sacramento Valley and strong local
relationships.

o AsJP mentioned - The Real Estate Team is working to secure Temporary Right of Entry
agreements that allow for geotechnical, engineering, and environmental surveys to be
conducted — securing these agreements has been successful and allowed for collection of a lot
of data needed to further develop the project.

o Currently working to establish the foundations of the project’s Right-of -Way Acquisition
program — developing the processes, policies, procedures of the program— so that we can hit
the ground running when the project reaches the acquisition phase.

o Conducting pre-acquisition engagement with landowners who have land that will need to be
acquired. Early engagement is vitally important to the success of any acquisition program. Thru
this process we can explain the acquisition process to the landowner, work thru any specific
landowner concerns — valuation questions, curative measures, relocations, timing — before the
formal acquisition process begins. Currently discussing with some landowners, the potential for
early real estate actions for parcels where the project’s vital infrastructure is located.

s Government Affairs JERRY WILL COVER])

o Our Sites East and West Government Affairs team is actively engaged with our statewide
Congressional and State Legislative delegations, federal & state agency leadership, and the
Biden and Newsome Administration.

o Engagement efforts focused securing additional federal and state funding for the project,
advancing key policy actions to advance the project, securing agreements with our federal and
state partners, and supporting the project’s permitting program.

o Just recently held legislative visits in Sacramento (March) and DC (end of April) to continue
building legislative and administration support for the project.

o Very proud of the bipartisan statewide support for the project at both the federal level and
state level —it’s a project for all of California and project of National importance

(Kevin concludes, asks all four us to come back in front of the room and respond to any questions of the group)

(Jerry concludes the structured remarks and invites attendees to stick around a little longer and talk with board
members and the team. Thanks everyone for coming and thanks them for their continued support of the
project.)

Questions and Answers:

Draft_0024732



Why have there been delays in planning and permitting and what is the Team doing to address these?

Response: Sites is a big project and should be planned carefully and thoughtfully. That means, to be
successful, there’s quite a bit of working with others. Which can take time. Also important to note is
that our world of water is changing substantially. We have the CVP/SWP reconsultation, VAs, Water
Quality Control Plan, DCP, Los Vaqueros, Colorado River issues, other Prop 1 projects, along with our
Tribal Nations and disadvantaged communities finding their voices and seeking equal standing in these
key changes. Tremendous change that we are all working on to prepare for a more equitable, resilient
future in the face of climate change. We can not stop and wait for all of this change to occur as that
will take time. So we move forward. But that means that sometimes we have to pause and work
through issues, comments, challenges — that maybe aren’t legal or statutory “requirements” per say —
but are important to answer and address how all of this change fits together and works together into
our collective future.

How is coordination with the Tribes progressing?

Response: Extensive coordination has been ongoing for years and is continuing into the future. 2 items
here — impacts to tribal resources and a collective existence into the future, First, on impacts to
resources, we are committed to first avoiding impacts where we can, minimizing impacts, and then
mitigating impacts. We will undertake these efforts and are seeking active involvement from the 5
tribes that have had traditional and cultural affiliation with the Project area. Second, we want to
envision a collective existence into the future with the Tribes. They are our neighbors, we are building
on their unceded lands. Our future is better if we can work together. We are working to engage the
tribes on how best to set up a framework for discussions with all of the tribes with traditional and
cultural affiliation with the Project area on opportunities today and into the future. Looking to give the
Tribes a meaningful seat at the table. We have to remember that Tribes are independent nations with
independent governments. And when a new Tribal government is seated, they can have different
views from the prior administration. We are not immune to this and continue to seek opportunities to
work together.

{note, Tribes are Wintun, Patwin and Nomlaki — Colusa, Yocha Dehe, Paskenta, Cortina, Grindstone)
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From: Marcia Kivett [MKivett@sitesproject.org]

Sent: 5/9/2023 7:09:16 AM

To: Marc Engstrom [mengstrom@ducks.org]
cC: Jerry Brown [jbrown@sitesproject.org]
Subject: Re: Sites Upcoming Milestones

Hi Marec,

Jerry has the below availability. Is there any that work with your schedule?

Monday, May 15 - any time between 10:00 and 4:00
Tuesday, May 16 - 9:00, 2:00 or any time at/after 4:00
Wednesday, May 17 - any time before noon

Thanks,

Marecia Kivett

Sites Project Coordinator
561.843.9740
mkivett@sitesproject.org
P.O. Box 517

122 Old Hwy 9oW
Maxwell, CA 95955

From: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>
Sent: Friday, May 5, 2023 10:53 AM

To: Marc Engstrom <mengstrom@ducks.org>

Cc: Marcia Kivett <MKivett@sitesproject.org>

Subject: Sites Upcoming Milestones

Hi Marc — Hope all is well. Sites has some big milestones coming over the next couple of months (e.g Final EIR/EIS
Approval, Water Right Application Noticing). You had mentioned Ryan Sabalow is the Ducks Unlimited comms director
and I’'m thinking a guest ed or some other media piece that Ryan authors about the project could be useful for our
outreach efforts in regards to these milestones. Can we make some time next week to discuss?

Let me know.

Thanks
Jerry
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From: David Hubbard [Dhubbard@BrwnCald.com]

Sent: 5/9/2023 9:06:07 AM

To: laurie.warner.herson [laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com]

CC: Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]; Marcus Maltby [mmaltby@brwncald.com]
Subject: RE: Sites Reservoir - Schedule Update to May 1, 2023

Great, thank you Laurie. I'll add that to the “justification” wording.

Dave Hubbard

Project Controls

Brown and Caldwell

Cell: 832.240.178%
dhubbsrd@brwneald.com

From: Laurie Warner Herson <laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com>
Sent: Tuesday, May 9, 2023 11:00 AM

To: David Hubbard <Dhubbard@BrwnCald.com>

Cc: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe @sitesproject.org>

Subject: RE: Sites Reservoir - Schedule Update to May 1, 2023

Ali can confirm but we have needed additional time to 1) work with local tribal representatives, and 2) to address
technical issues that have been raised by the public and agencies, both of which could be considered external drivers.

From: David Hubbard <Dhubbard@ BranCald.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 9, 2023 8:52 AM

To: Laurie Warner Herson <iaurie. warner. herson@phenixeny.com>
Subject: RE: Sites Reservoir - Schedule Update to May 1, 2023

Hi Laurie — is there any specific reasoning for the move from June to August? Need more time internally or are there
external drivers?

Dave Hubbard

Project Controls

Brown and Caldwait

Oell: 832.240.1789
dhubbard@brwneaid.com

From: Laurie Warner Herson <laurie warner. herson@phenbenv.oom>

Sent: Monday, May 8, 2023 1:43 PM

To: David Hubbard <[hubbardi® BrenCald.com>

Cc: Marcus Maltby <smimalthy@ BrwnCald. com>; JP Robinette <irobinette@sitesprolect.org>; Alicia Forsythe
<aforsythe@sitesproject.org>; conner <conneromdwest.com>; Edwards, Dawn <Dawn. Edwards@hdring.com>; Risse,
Danielle <danisllie. risse@hdrinc.com>; Luu, Henry <henry luu@hdrine.com>; jelica.arsenijevic
<jelica.arseniievic@hdrinc.com>; Spranza, John <john.spranza@hdrinc.com>; Kevin Spesert
<kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Marcia Kivett <MKivettd@sitesproiect.org>; bezzone @ mbkengineers.cam; Cheyanne Harris
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<CHarris@ BrwnCald.com>; Justin Davies <iDravies@Brwniald.com>; Lee Lambert <Llambert@ BrwnCald.com>; Carolina
Tornesi MacKinnon <{TornssibacKinnon@BranCald.com>; Jerry Brown <ibrown@sitesproject.org>; Joe Trapasso
<jirapasso@sitesproject.org>; Benjamin Orsak <BOrsak @ Brwnlald.com>

Subject: RE: Sites Reservoir - Schedule Update to May 1, 2023

Yes, sorry for not including it earlier. It would be at the time of the Sites Joint Reservoir Committee & Authority Board
meeting on August 18, 2023.

From: David Hubbard <Dhubbard @ Breantald. com>

Sent: Monday, May 8, 2023 11:40 AM

To: Laurie Warner Herson <iaurie.warner. herson®@phenixenv.com>

Cc: Marcus Maltby <mimaliby@ BramnmCald. com>; JP Robinette <jrobinette@sitesprolect.urg>; Alicia Forsythe
<aforsythe@sitesproject.org>; conner <conner@amdwest.com>; Edwards, Dawn <Dawn. Edwards@hdring com>; Risse,
Danielle <danielle. rissed@ hdrinc.com>; Luu, Henry <henry.luu@hdring com>; jelica.arsenijevic
<jeliva.arsenijevic@hdrinc.com>; Spranza, John <john.spranza@hdrine.com>; Kevin Spesert
<kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Marcia Kivett <MKiveit@sitesproiect. org>; bezzone @mbkengingers.cony; Cheyanne Harris
<CHarris@ BrwnCald.com>; Justin Davies <iDavies@Brwnisld.com>; Lee Lambert <Llambert@ BrwnCald.com>; Carolina
Tornesi MacKinnon <{TornssibacKinnon@Braenlald.com>; Jerry Brown <ibrown@sitesproject.org>; Joe Trapasso
<irapasso@sitesprolect.org>; Benjamin Orsak <BOrsak@ Brwnlald.com>

Subject: RE: Sites Reservoir - Schedule Update to May 1, 2023

Laurie — Thanks and do you have a date in mind to use for August or a best estimate at this time? August 4, 2023?

Dave Hubbard

Project Controls

Brown and Caldwsell

Cell: 832.840.1789
dhubbard@brwneald.com

From: Laurie Warner Herson <lzurie.warner herson@phenixeny.com>

Sent: Monday, May 8, 2023 1:08 PM

To: David Hubbard <Ehubbard@ BrenCald. com>

Cc: Marcus Maltby <srromaltby@ BrwnCald.com>; JP Robinette <jrobinette@sitesproject.org>; Alicia Forsythe
<aforsythe@sitesproject.orp>; conner <conner@omdwaest.com>; Edwards, Dawn <Dawn. Edwards@hdring.com>; Risse,
Danielle <danislle risse@@hdrine.com>; Luu, Henry <henry. luu@hdrine comm>; jelica.arsenijevic
<jelica.arsenijevic@hdrinc.com>; Spranza, John <john.spranza@hdrinc.com>; Kevin Spesert
<kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Marcia Kivett <MKiveti@sitesproject.org>; berzone @ mbkenginesrs.com; Cheyanne Harris
<CHarris@ BrwnCald.com>; Justin Davies <jDaviss@Brwnlald.com>; Lee Lambert <LLamberi@Brwnlald.com>; Carolina
Tornesi MacKinnon <{TornesibacKinnon@Brwnlald.com>; Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>; Joe Trapasso
<itrapassodsitesproject.org>; Benjamin Orsak <Birsakd@ Brwnlald.com>

Subject: Re: Sites Reservoir - Schedule Update to May 1, 2023

Hi Dave, the Final EIR/EIS has moved from June 2023 to August 2023.

On May 5, 2023, at 9:29 AM, David Hubbard <Dhubbard@brwrcald.com> wrote:

Howdy Everyone — have worked with you all to update the Schedule through end of April 2023 and have posted a
Schedule with comparison to last month along with variances on finish dates.
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Now I'm giving you all a chance to have another look and let me know if you’d like to make any changes before we
finalize this update and move forward.

See the link here: Sites Schedule Comparison to Prior Month 2023.05.05.pdf

Also showing here some snips of Milestones and Activities that have slipped for a quick review and if anyone wants to
look into these further, just let me know.
Several are on the Work Plan Progress Report (one pager) that gets shared with others outside this group.
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Dave Hubbard
Project Controls
Brown and Caldwall

Cell: 832.840.1789
dhubbard@brwnesld.com

From: David Hubbard

Sent: Monday, May 1, 2023 10:46 AM

To: Marcus Maltby <immaithy® BrwnCald.com>; robinette @sitssproject.org; Alicia Forsythe
<zforsythe@sitesproisct.org>; Conner McDonald <conner@omdwest.com>; Edwards, Dawn
<dawrn.edwards@hdrinc.com>; Danielle Risse (danislle risse @ hdrine com) <daniellerisse@hdrinc.com>; Henry Luu
<henryluu@hdrinc.com>; Arsenijevic, Jelica <jelica. Arseniisvic@hdrinc.com>; Spranza, John
<jphn.spranza@hdrine come; Kevin Spesert (kspesert@sitesproject.org) <kspesertfsitesproject.org>; Laurie Warner
Herson <laurie.warner.hersoni@phenbenv.ocom>; Marcia Kivett (Midvett@sitesprolectorg) <MEvett@sitesprolect.org>;
bezzone®@mbkenginesrs.com; Cheyanne Harris <CHarris© BrwnCald.com>; Justin Davies <iDavies® BrownCald.com>; Lee
Lambert <Liambert@ Brwnlald.com>; Carolina Tornesi MacKinnon <CTomesiMackinnon@Brwnlald.com>

Cc: ibrown®@sitesprojact.org; Joe Trapasso <irapasso@sitesproiect.org>; Benjamin Orsak <BCOrsak@®BrwnCald.com>
Subject: Sites Reservoir - Schedule Update to May 1, 2023

Good Monday Morning, Sites Team - We’ve made it through another month with April 2023 now behind us and it’s
time to update our Sites Reservoir Project Schedule, moving our Data Date to May 1, 2023.

Below folder (follow link) contains reference Schedules for use in updating to May 1, 2023. Also added screenshots
below containing the activities we need to update - with start dates, finish dates or continue as ongoing during the
update period for the month of April 2023.

Email replies are fine and we also have some Teams calls on the calendar to collaborate. Marcia has done very well to
get Schedule update sessions for this week, beginning today. Looking forward to reconnecting and talking Schedule with
you all.

If you see that I've missed someone on distribution, please share with them and let me know who to add.

2023.05 May '23
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Dave Hubbard

Project Controls

Brown and Caldwall

Cell: 832.840.47239
dhubbard@hrwnoald.com
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Attachment 4.4B

Work Plan Schedule Summary of Changes

The Amendment 3 Work Plan project schedule is maintained and updated monthly. Changes to the previous
month’s schedule affecting the rolled-up summary level schedule are indicated by grey activity bars and
milestone diamonds. Our critical path has been impacted by the changes shown in the schedule and listed
below. Completion dates for Investor Commitment and Construction Groundbreaking have been pushed out 4
weeks from last month’s schedule update.

A summary of changes reflected in the April 2023 Work Plan Schedule includes the following:

e Receive CESA ITP - Operations — Milestone date pushed out 3 weeks.

Justification: Additional activity related to the review of the permit application has been added, resulting
in the completion of this activity being pushed out 3 weeks.

e Receive CESA ITP - Construction — Milestone date pushed out 3 weeks.

Justification: Additional activity related to the review of the permit application has been added, resulting
in the completion of this activity being pushed out 3 weeks.

e Operations Plan, Version 2 — Finish date pushed out 3 weeks.

Justification: Key predecessors to the Operations Plan, Version 2 are the CESA ITP Operations Permit and
CESA ITP Construction Permit. The delay in the issuance of the two CESA ITP Permits have delayed this
activity’s start date.

e Federal ESA — Receive Biological Opinions — Milestone date pushed out 2 weeks.

Justification: The Authority continues to work with Reclamation, USFWS, and NMFS on the Biological
Assessment approach and is close to determining a path forward. Delays in submitting the Biological
Assessment have pushed the timeframe for the Biclogical Opinions out.

e Water Right Permit Issued — Finish date pushed cut 4 weeks, THIS 1S THE CURRENT CRITICAL PATH OF
AMENDMENT 3 WORK PLAN AND THIS DELAY WILL EXTEND THE COMPLETION OF A3 WORK INTO 2025,

Justification: The SWRCB continues with the process of determining that the Application for Water Right
Permit is complete, While this time may be made up later in the process, the logic of the schedule pushes
the overall completion date out, which pushes out critical successor items as noted below.

e Mitigation Cost Estimate Update — Finish date pushed out 5 weeks.

Justification: The Mitigation Strategy is still being developed and updating the Mitigation Cost Estimate will
complete afterward. This delay in the Mitigation Cost Estimate Update continues to have sufficient float and has
no impact on the overall project schedule at this time.

e |nvestor Commitment — Milestone date pushed out 4 weeks.

Justification: Investor Commitment is linked to Water Right Permit Issued and has also been pushed out
by 4 weeks.

e Construction Groundbreaking — Milestone date pushed out 4 weeks.

Justification: Construction Groundbreaking is linked to Investor Commitment and has also been pushed
out by 4 weeks.

4/18/2023 2023 Work Plan Schedule — Summary of Changes 1
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From: Spranza, John [John.Spranza@hdrinc.com]

Sent: 5/9/2023 9:51:07 AM

To: Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]

Subject: Action items from 1:1

Here you go:

1. Reach out to Rick Ortega and/or Ellen Wehr for a discussion of how they operate refuge water
2. Call Randel at Dimond Valley for discussion of tower ops and water quality

3. Reach out to Pablo for tower ops and water quality at San Luis

4, I will reach out to NDFA team for a meeting

FEF S
JE

John 8 5, GEH
Senior Agualic Eoologist / Regulatory Specialist
Fisheries Section Lead - Northern California

Habim

HDOR

3 Gateway Uake Drive, Suite 200
Racrarmenic, CA 83833
DOI8870.8858 M B1B.840.2487
jchn.spranza@hdrinc.com
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Clean Water = Healthy Environmaent = Flood Frotection

May 5, 2023

MEETING NOTICE

WATER STORAGE EXPLORATORY COMMITTEE

Board Members of the Water Storage Exploratory Committee
Director Rebecca Eisenberg
Director Nai Hsueh (Committee Chair)
Director Richard P. Santos (Committee Vice Chair)

Staff Support of the Water Storage Exploratory Committee
Rick L. Callender, Esq., Chief Executive Officer
Melanie Richardson, Assistant Chief Executive Officer
Christopher Hakes, Acting Assistant Chief Executive Officer
Aaron Baker, Chief Operating Officer, Water Ultility
Rachael Gibson, Chief of External Affairs
J. Carlos Orellana, District Counsel
Brian Hopper, Senior Assistant District Counsel
Vincent Gin, Deputy Operating Officer, Water Supply Division
Emmanuel Aryee, Deputy Operating Officer, Water Utility Capital Division
Ryan McCarter, Acting Deputy Operating Officer, Dam Safety & Capital Delivery Division
Gregory Williams, Deputy Operating Officer, Raw Water Division
Marta Lugo, Assistant Officer, Office of the Chief of External Affairs
Kirsten Struve, Assistant Officer, Water Supply Division
Cindy Kao, Imported Water Manager, Imported Water Unit
Julianne O’Brien, Pacheco Project Manager, Pacheco Project Delivery Unit
Metra Richert, Unit Manager, Water Supply Planning & Conservation Unit
Charlene Sun, Treasury and Debt Manager
Andrew Garcia, Senior Water Resources Specialist, Imported Water Unit
Samantha Greene, Senior Water Resources Specialist, Water Supply Planning &
Conservation Unit

Aregular meeting of the Santa Clara Valley Water District (SCVWD) Water Storage
Exploratory Committee is to be held on Friday, May 12, 2023, at 12:00 p.m. at Headquarters
Building Boardroom, 5700 Almaden Expressway, San Jose CA 95118, The Public and non-
presenting staff may Join Zoom Meeting hitps://valleywater.zoom us/i/98246045660.

The meeting agenda and corresponding materials can be found on our website for your
convenience. htips://www.valleywater. org/how-we-operate/commitieas/board-committeas

s

R Y

&

Santa Olars Valley Water District | 5750 Almaden Expressway, S dogs, CA 351183888 § {408} 2652800 | wenv wallavwatarorg &

Page 1

Draft_0024741



WATER STORAGE EXPLORATORY
COMMITTEE MEETING

Public Join Zoom Meeting
htips: / /valleywater. zoom.us /1/ 98246045660

Meeting ID: 982 4604 5660
One tap mobile
+16699009128,,98246045660# US (San Jose)

Dial by your location

+1 669 900 9128 US (San Jose)
Meeting ID: 982 4604 5660

Page 2
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Santa Clara Valley Water District
Water Storage Exploratory Committee Meeting

Headquarters Building Boardroom
5700 Almaden Expressway
San Jose CA 95118

REGULAR MEETING
AGENDA

Friday, May 12, 2023
12:00 PM

District Mission: Provide Silicon Valley safe, clean water for a healthy life, environment and economy.

WATER STORAGE EXPLORATORY All public records relating to an item on this agenda, which are not exempt from Vincent Gin
COMMITTEE disclosure pursuant to the California Public Records Act, that are distributed to a Christopher Hakes
majority of the legislative body will be available for public inspection at the Office of (Staff Liaisons)
Director Richard P. Santos, District 3 the Clerk of the Board at the Santa Clara Valley Water District Headquarters Building,
(Committee Vice Chair) 5700 Almaden Expressway, San Jose, CA 95118, at the same time that the public Glenna Brambill (Committee
Director Nai Hsueh, District 5 records are distributed or made available to the legislative body. Santa Clara Valley Liaison)
(Committee Chair) Water District will make reasonable efforts to accommodate persons with disabilities Management Analyst [l
Director Rebecca Eisenberg, District 7 wishing to attend Board of Directors' meeting. Please advise the Clerk of the Board (408) 630-2408,
Office of any special needs by calling (408) 265-2600. gbrambill@valleywater.org

Note: The finalized Board Agenda, exception tems and supplemential items will be posted prier o the meeting in accordance with the Brown Act.

Page 3
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Santa Clara Valley Water District
Water Storage Exploratory Committee

REGULAR MEETING
AGENDA

Friday, May 12, 2023 12:00 PM Headquarters Building Boardroom

“**IMPORTANT NOTICES AND PARTICIPATION INSTRUCTIONS***

Santa Clara Valley Water District (Valley Water) Board of Directors/Board Committee
meetings are held as a “hybrid” meetings, conducted in-person as well as by
telecommunication, and is compliant with the provisions of the Ralph M. Brown Act.

To maximize public safety while still maintaining transparency and public access, members
of the public have an option to participate by teleconference/video conference or attend
in-person. To observe and participate in the meeting by teleconference/video conference,
please see the meeting link located at the top of the agenda. If attending in-person, you are
required to comply with Ordinance 22-03 - AN ORDINANCE OF THE SANTA CLARA
VALLEY WATER DISTRICT SPECIFYING RULES OF DECORUM FOR PARTICIPATION
IN BOARD AND COMMITTEE MEETINGS located at
https://s3.us-west-2.amazonaws.com/valleywater.org.if-us-west-2/f2-live/s3fs-public/Ord. pdf

In accordance with the requirements of Gov. Code Section 54954.3(a), members of the
public wishing to address the Board/Committee at a video conferenced meeting, during
public comment or on any item listed on the agenda, should use the “Raise Hand” tool
located in the Zoom meeting link listed on the agenda, at the time the item is called.
Speakers will be acknowledged by the Board Chair in the order requests are received and
granted speaking access to address the Board.

. Members of the Public may test their connection to Zoom Meetings at:
https://zoom.us/test

« Members of the Public are encouraged to review our overview on joining Valley Water
Board Meetings at: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=TojJpYCxXm0

Valley Water, in complying with the Americans with Disabilites Act (ADA), requests
individuals who require special accommodations to access and/or participate in Valley
Water Board of Directors/Board Committee meetings to please contact the Clerk of the
Board’s office at (408) 630-2711, at least 3 business days before the scheduled meeting to
ensure that Valley Water may assist you.

This agenda has been prepared as required by the applicable laws of the State of
California, including but not limited to, Government Code Sections 54950 et. seq. and has
not been prepared with a view to informing an investment decision in any of Valley Water’s
bonds, notes or other obligations. Any projections, plans or other forward-looking
statements included in the information in this agenda are subject to a variety of

May 12, 2023 Page 1 of 4
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uncertainties that could cause any actual plans or results to differ materially from any such
statement. The information herein is not intended to be used by investors or potential
investors in considering the purchase or sale of Valley Water’s bonds, notes or other
obligations and investors and potential investors should rely only on information filed by
Valley Water on the Municipal Securities Rulemaking Board’s Electronic Municipal Market
Access System for municipal securities disclosures and Valley Water’s Investor Relations
website, maintained on the World Wide Web at https:/emma.msrb.org/ and
hitps://www.valleywater.org/how-we-operate/financebudget/investor-relations, respectively.

Under the Brown Act, members of the public are not required to provide identifying
information in order to attend public meetings. Through the link below, the Zoom webinar
program requests entry of a name and email address, and Valley Water is unable to modify
this requirement. Members of the public not wishing to provide such identifying information
are encouraged to enter “Anonymous” or some other reference under name and to enter a
fictional email address (e.g., attendee@valleywater.org) in lieu of their actual address.
Inputting such values will not impact your ability to access the meeting through Zoom.

Join Zoom Meeting:
https://valleywater.zoom.us/j/98246045660
Meeting 1D: 982 4604 5660
Join by Phone:

1 (669) 900-9128, 98246045660#

1. CALL TO ORDER:
1.1.  Roll Call.

2. TIME OPEN FOR PUBLIC COMMENT ON ANY ITEM NOT ON THE AGENDA.
Notice to the Public: Members of the public who wish to address the Committee on any
item not listed on the agenda should access the "Raise Hand” tool located in Zoom
meeting link listed on the agenda. Speakers will be acknowledged by the Committee
Chair in order requests are received and granted speaking access to address the
Commitiee. Speakers comments should be limited to two minutes or as set by the
Chair. The law does not permit Committee action on, or extended discussion of, any
item not on the agenda except under special circumstances. If Committee action is
requested, the matter may be placed on a future agenda. All comments that require a
response will be referred to staff for a reply in writing. The Committee may take action on
any item of business appearing on the posted agenda.

3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

3.1.  Approval of Minutes. 23-0531
Recommendation:  Approve the March 29, 2023, Special Meeting Minutes.
Manager: Candice Kwok-Smith, 408-630-3193
Attachments: Attachment 1: 03292923 WSEC Minutes

Est. Staff Time: 5 Minutes

May 12, 2023 Page 2 of 4
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4. REGULAR AGENDA:
4.1. Update on the Pacheco Reservoir Expansion Project. 23-0532
Recommendation: Receive and Discuss Information Regarding the Pacheco
Reservoir Expansion Project.
Manager: Ryan McCarter, 408-630-2983
Attachments: Attachment 1: PowerPoint Presentation
Est. Staff Time: 15 Minutes
4.2.  Update on Sites Reservoir Project. 23-0533
Recommendation: Receive and Discuss Information Regarding the Sites Reservoir
Project.
Manager: Vincent Gin, 408-630-2633
Attachments: Attachment 1: Sites Participant Table
Attachment 2: PowerPoint Presentation
Est. Staff Time: 15 Minutes
4.3. B. F. Sisk Dam Raise and Reservoir Expansion Project Update. 23-0534
Recommendation: Receive and Discuss Information Regarding the B.F. Sisk Dam
Raise and Reservoir Expansion Project.
Vincent Gin, 408-630-2633
Manager:
Altachment 1: PowerPoint Presentation
Attachments:
Est. Staff Time: 15 Minutes
4.4. Update on Antelope Valley-East Kern Water Agency High Desert Water 23-0538
Bank Phase 2 Project.
Recommendation: Receive and Discuss Information Regarding the Antelope
Valley-East Kern Water Agency High Desert Water Bank
Phase 2 Project.
Manager: Vincent Gin, 408-630-2633
Attachments: Attachment 1: Ph2 XOIl Request+Response
Attachment 2: PowerPoint Presentation
Est. Staff Time: 15 Minutes
May 12, 2023 Page 3 of 4
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4.5. Standing ltems. 23-0535

Recommendation: A. This agenda item allows the Committee to receive verbal
or written updates and discuss the projects listed in the
summary. These items are generally informational;
however, the Committee may request additional
information from staff:

B. This is informational only and no action is required.

Manager: Candice Kwok-Smith, 408-630-3193
Est. Staff Time: 10 Minutes
4.6. Review Water Storage Exploratory Committee Work Plan and the 23-0537

Committee’s Next Meeting Agenda.

Recommendation: Review the Committee’s Work Plan to guide the Committee’s
discussions regarding policy alternatives and implications for
Board deliberation.

Manager: Candice Kwok-Smith, 408-630-3193
Attachments: Attachment 1: 2023 WSEC Work Plan
Est. Staff Time: 5 Minutes

5. CLERK REVIEW AND CLARIFICATION OF COMMITTEE REQUESTS.
This is an opportunity for the Clerk to review and obtain clarification on any formally
moved, seconded, and approved requests and recommendations made by the
Committee during the meeting.

6. ADJOURN:

6.1.  Adjourn to Regular Meeting at 12:00 p.m., on Friday, June 9, 2023.

May 12, 2023 Page 4 of 4
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Santa Clara Valley Water District

File No.: 23-0531 Agenda Date: 5/12/2023
Item No.: 3.1.

COMMITTEE AGENDA MEMORANDUM
Water Storage Exploratory Committee

Government Code § 84308 Applies: Yes [1 No
(If “YES” Complete Attachment A - Gov. Code § 84308)

SUBJECT:
Approval of Minutes.

RECOMMENDATION:
Approve the March 29, 2023, Special Meeting Minutes.

SUMMARY:
A summary of Committee discussions, and details of all actions taken by the Committee, during all
open and public Committee meetings, is transcribed and submitted for review and approval.

Upon Committee approval, minutes transcripts are finalized and entered into the District's historical
records archives and serve as historical records of the Committee’s meetings.

ATTACHMENTS:
Attachment 1: 03292023 WSEC Draft Minutes

UNCLASSIFIED MANAGER:
Candice Kwok-Smith, 408-630-3193

Santa Clara Valley Water District Page 1 of 1 Printed on 5/5/2023
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SANTA CLARA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT (VALLEY WATER)
WATER STORAGE EXPLORATORY COMMITTEE

DRAFT MINUTES

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 29, 2023

(Paragraph numbers coincide with agenda item numbers)

A special meeting of the Water Storage Exploratory Committee (Committee) was held on
March 29, 2023, at Santa Clara Valley Water District, 5700 Almaden Expressway,
San Jose CA 95118.

1. CALL TO ORDER
The Water Storage Exploratory Commitiee was called to order by Committee Chair
Pro Tem Director Richard P. Santos at 11:01 a.m.

1.1 ROLL CALL

Valley Water Board Members in attendance were: Director Nai Hsueh (District 5) and
Director Richard P. Santos (District 3), establishing a quorum, and Director Rebecca
Eisenberg (District 7-arrived at 11:05 a.m.).

Valley Water Staff in attendance were: Gina Adriano, Antonio Alfaro, Emmanuel Aryee,
Aaron Baker, Lisa Bankosh, Glenna Brambill, Rick Callender, Ray Fields,

Anthony Fulcher, Bal Ganjoo, Meenakshi Ganjoo, Andrew Garcia, Vincent Gin.
Alexander Gordon, Samantha Greene, Andy Gschwind, Christopher Hakes,

Robert Harvie, Cindy Kao, Candice Kwok-Smith, Jessica Lovering, Katherine Maher,
Michael Martin, Ryan McCarter, Julianne O’Brien, Carlos Orellana, Melanie Richardson,
Don Rocha, Ranithri Slayton, Kirsten Struve, Charlene Sun, Darin Taylor, Greg Williams,
and Jing Wu.

Guests in attendance were: Melanie Carrido (MWH Constructors), Katja Irvin (Sierra Club-
Loma Prieta Chapter), Hon. Steve Jordan (Director, Purissima Hills Water District and
BAWSCA), Hon. Yoriko Kishimoto (Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District), (Danielle
McPherson and Nicole Sandkulla (BAWSCA), Maureen Martin. (Contra Costa Water
District {CCWD}), Dan Peluso (Cal Engineer and Geologic, Inc.), Taryn Ravazzini
(Executive Director, LVE Project Joint Powers Authority (JPA), Brian Schmidt (Green
Foothills), Gavin Tasker-Barnard Construction), Bill Tuttle (San Jose Water Company-
SJWC), and, Hon. John Weed (Alameda County Water District-ACWD).

Public in attendance were: Darren Baune, Jim Bowley, Molly Culton, CR Doug MC,
Gavin Downs, Rhoda Fry, Gronczka, Kaho Khong, Kristina Loquist, and Paul Sorci.

Attachment 1
Page 10of 5
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TIME OPEN FOR PUBLIC COMMENT ON ANY ITEM NOT ON AGENDA

Katja Irvin (Sierra Club-Loma Prieta Chapter), noted that this committee is important and
suggested beginning meeting every other month to discuss the large projects not included
in the CIP.

Committee Chair Pro Tem Director Richard P. Santos moved to Agenda ltem 5.1.

REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS
5.1 LOS VAQUEROS RESERVOIR EXPANSION PROJECT UPDATE
Michael Martin reviewed the materials as outlined in the agenda item.

Vincent Gin introduced Taryn Ravizzini (Executive Director, LVE Project Joint Powers
Authority (JPA), and she gave an overview of the project, partnerships, and funding.

Public Comment:
Hon. Brian Schmidt (Green Foothills) had a question on the service agreement and this
looks like a great project.

Vincent Gin was available to answer questions.
The Water Storage Exploratory Committee took no action.

Committee Chair Pro Tem Director Richard P. Santos moved to Agenda ltem 3.1.

ELECTION OF CHAIR AND VICE CHAIR

3.1 ELECTION OF CHAIR AND VICE CHAIR

Chair Pro Tem Director Richard P. Santos opened the floor to take nominations for
Committee Chair.

Director Richard P Santos nominated Director Nai Hsueh as Committee Chair,
Director Rebecca Eisenberg seconded, the committee unanimously elected Director
Nai Hsueh as Chair.

Committee Chair Director Nai Hsueh opened the floor was opened to take nominations
for Committee Vice Chair.

Director Nai Hsueh nominated Director Richard P. Santos as Committee Vice Chair,
Director Rebecca Eisenberg seconded, the committee unanimously elected Director
Richard P. Santos as Vice Chair.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

4.1 APPROVAL OF MINUTES

It was moved by Director Richard P. Santos, second by Director Nai Hsueh, and by
majority vote carried to approve the minutes of the October 13, 2022, meeting of the
Water Storage Exploratory Committee as presented. Director Rebecca Eisenberg
abstained.

Attachment 1
Page 2 of 5
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REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS
5.2 PERMANENT QUARRY RECONNAISSANCE STUDY
Vincent Gin and Samantha Greene reviewed the materials as outlined in the agenda item.

The Water Storage Exploratory Committee discussed the following: including EIR
information on presentations to identify potential environmental impacts (red-legged
frogs’ impacts), if diverting from Stevens Creek Reservoir (steelhead impacts) critical
habitat, other protective species, water quality, the County’s Plan-mining impacts and
remediation.

Public Comments:

Hon. Brian Schmidt (Green Foothills) noted high level reconnaissance shows this site may
not be a viable solution. He gave input on the Impacts to species and diverting surface
water may cause some issues with the environmental community. Reported the Quarry
submitted a revised 2019 Reclamation Plan, but they suspended it, currently there is no
mining or active cement activities, and the environmental agencies would like to see the
plant restored.

Rhoda Fry had a question on who suggested the study, why did Valley Water decide to
study this site? Rhoda noted some of the Quarry’s history (West Material Storage Area
scar, Yeager Yard Landslide, past flooding that caused landslide issues), stated that the
water quality needs to be protected, suggested enforcing the County’s 2012 Reclamation
Plan, and concurred with Hon. Brian Schmidt’'s comments.

Hon. Steve Jordan (Director Purissima Hills Water District and BAWSCA) reported
unable to supplement their water source from San Francisco with groundwater, there is
no recharge in Los Altos Hills (removed from the groundwater recharge zone), would this
be feasible for them in western part of the County? How does the 14,000 acre- feet
compare to the capacity of Stevens Creek Reservoir?

Director Nai Hsueh, Aaron Baker, and Vincent Gin were available to answer questions.

The Water Storage Exploratory Committee took no action, however, suggested staff
submit a non-agenda item with the presentation slides to inform the Board that this high-
level study resulted to be a non-feasible project and discontinue any further resources for
the study. Also, the Committee would like to have staff continue monitoring the quarry for
any updates/changes.

5.3 UPDATE ON B. F. SISK DAM RAISE AND RESERVOIR EXPANSION PROJECT
Vincent Gin and Cindy Kao reviewed the materials as outlined in the agenda item.

Committee Chair Director Nai Hsueh noted that the Committee is receiving this
high-level presentation prior to the Board getting any information.

The Water Storage Exploratory Committee would like an analysis of this project for the
next meeting.

Public Comments:
Hon. Brian Schmidt had a question on how this project relates to Pacheco and how much

Attachment 1
Page 3 of 5
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water would the dam hold?
Katja Irvin encouraged this item be presented to the full Board.

The Water Storage Exploratory Committee took no action.

5.4 STANDING ITEMS
Committee Chair Director Nai Hsueh reviewed the materials as outlined in the agenda
item.

Cindy Kao reported on:

Groundwater Banking diversification (hydrology), one option Valley Water is exploring is

Antelope Valley East Kern (AVEK) opportunities

¢ AVEK Develop 440,000 acre-feet groundwater bank, Valley Water's place holder is
200,000 acre-feet

e Developing Terms and Conditions for participation in the bank along with
developing the MOU to incorporate the terms and conditions, expect to execute later
this summer, the MOU will detail the terms for participating in the planning phase
laying out principles for developing a banking agreement for the operations and
construction phases

e Executed a Pilot Banking Agreement in March to test some of the processes and
approvals needed to get the bank moving

e  Working on water supply reliability efforts

Public Comments:

Katja Irvin followed up about the request Director Jim Beall made at the special Pacheco
Board meeting regarding the project schedule, financial timelines, when will the Board will
be receiving that? Asked for side-by-side analyses of storage alternatives, looking at costs
on an acre-foot basis, with and without the 35% participation, Pacheco EIR, job creation,
and San Luis Reservoir project-evaluations criteria so the public could give input.

Check to see if this was a BMR/non-agenda item so staff could formally answer.

Chris Hakes was available to answer questions. Come back on a quarterly basis with a
report

Hon. Brian Schmidt commented on Valley Water looking at potable/non-potable water,
more recycling water sources with exploring more areas of storage (such as LeHigh, which
are not part of the Water Supply Master Plan). Having financial timelines. When will the
Board make decisions on projects moving forward or not? Process on committee
decisions to the board?

The Water Storage Exploratory Committee took no action.

5.5 REVIEW WATER STORAGE EXPLORATORY COMMITTEE WORK PLAN AND
THE COMMITTEE’S NEXT MEETING AGENDA

Committee Chair Director Nai Hsueh reviewed the materials as outlined in the agenda
item.

Attachment 1
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Committee Chair will work on 2023 Work Plan and meeting dates with Staff.

The Water Storage Exploratory Committee took no action.

6. CLERK REVIEW AND CLARIFICATION OF COMMITTEE ACTIONS
Glenna Brambill noted there were no action items for Board consideration.

7. ADJOURNMENT
Committee Chair Director Nai Hsueh adjourned the meeting at 12:57 p.m.

Glenna Brambill
Board Committee Liaison
Office of the Clerk of the Board

Approved:

Attachment 1
Page 5 of 5
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Santa Clara Valley Water District

File No.: 23-0532 Agenda Date: 5/12/2023
Item No.: 4.1.

COMMITTEE AGENDA MEMORANDUM
Water Storage Exploratory Committee

Government Code § 84308 Applies: Yes [1 No
(If “YES” Complete Attachment A - Gov. Code § 84308)

SUBJECT:
Update on the Pacheco Reservoir Expansion Project.

RECOMMENDATION:
Receive and Discuss Information Regarding the Pacheco Reservoir Expansion Project.

SUMMARY:

On March 16, 2023, staff presented an update to the Board of Directors on the Pacheco Reservoir
Expansion Project (PREP) as part of a Water Supply Master Plan update. In response to discussion
during that Board meeting, staff will be providing quarterly updates to the Water Storage Exploratory
Committee (Committee), followed by updates {o the full Board.

Project Development

The PREP team has been continuing to develop the 60% design package, to include design level
plans, specifications, and an updated construction cost estimate. The team is also proceeding with
additional field investigations to gather needed information and refine the project design. Permission
to Enter documents for the downstream investigations along Pacheco Creek went out in April and are
continuing to be finalized. The second phase of geotechnical investigations for proposed site access
improvements near Highway 152, the power transmission line alignment to the east, and to gather
additional subsurface information related to the dam site is anticipated to resume in mid-May.

Upcoming Milestones

Staff has continued to develop the milestone timeline previously presented in response to direction
provided by the Board at the March 16, 2023 meeting. The updated timeline now includes major
financial milestones from project inception through the project approval and award of construction
contract. The necessary steps in securing partnership agreements have been detailed on the timeline
at their anticipated completion dates. Additionally, the points at which Board approval will be required
have been identified.

Next Steps

Santa Clara Valley Water District Page 10of 2 Printed on 5/5/2023
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File No.: 23-0532 Agenda Date: 5/12/2023
item No.: 4.1.

Staff plans to present the updated timeline to the complete Board at a meeting in June. The next
PREP update is planned for the Committee meeting in August and will include information on the lost
opportunity costs if the project does not move forward as well as other items the Committee would
like to discuss.

Additionally, staff is continuing to develop a future storage project cost/benefit comparison to be
presented at a future committee meeting as part of a larger Water Supply Master Plan discussion.

ATTACHMENTS:
Attachment 1: PowerPoint Presentation

UNCLASSIFIED MANAGER:
Ryan McCarter, 408-630-2983

Santa Clara Valley Water District Page 2 of 2 Printed on 5/5/2023
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Environmental and Design Milestone Timeline
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Environmental and Design Milestone Timeline
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Environmental and Design Milestone Timeline
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Environmental and Design Milestone Timeline
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Santa Clara Valley Water District

File No.: 23-0533 Agenda Date: 5/12/2023
Item No.: 4.2.

COMMITTEE AGENDA MEMORANDUM
Water Storage Exploratory Committee

Government Code § 84308 Applies: Yes [1 No
(If “YES” Complete Attachment A - Gov. Code § 84308)

SUBJECT:
Update on Sites Reservoir Project.

RECOMMENDATION:
Receive and Discuss Information Regarding the Sites Reservoir Project.

SUMMARY:

The Sites Reservoir Project (Project) is a proposed 1.41 million acre-foot, off-stream reservoir that
would be located north-of-Delta (NOD), approximately 10 miles west of the town of Maxwell in Colusa
County. The Project is designed to divert excess flows on the Sacramento River during storms and
store it in Sites Reservoir which can then be released to provide water supply during dry years. In
addition to providing water supply for Project participants, the Project will provide public benefits
including environmental water supply, recreation facilities, and regional flood benefits. Santa Clara
Valley Water District’s (Valley Water) Water Supply Master Plan (WSMP) has identified the Project as
a potential alternative to help ensure water supply reliability. Current members of the Sites Project
Authority and Reservoir Committee (Participants), which together oversee the development of and
fund the project, include Central Valley Project (CVP) water agencies north of the Delta, as well as
State Water Project (SWP) water agencies south of the Delta. There is also strong support from the
California Department of Water Resources (DWR), and the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation).

The Sites Project Authority is Joint Powers Authority made up of nine Sacramento Valley agencies.
Each of the local agencies holds a seat on the Sites Project Board of Directors, DWR and
Reclamation also participate as non-voting members of the Sites Project Board of Directors. The
Project governance structure also includes a Reservoir Committee comprised of the 22 agencies that
are participating in and funding the Project. Per the Sites 2019 Reservoir Project Agreement and the
Sites Bylaws, items which constitute a material change to the Project, including items related to
Project costs, require approval of both the Reservoir Committee and the Board of Directors. Work is
currently underway to evaluate whether revisions to the Project governance will be required during
Project construction and long-term operation of the project.
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The Project is currently fully subscribed and has a waitlist of new agencies interested in joining the
Project and existing participants interested in increasing their participation level. In addition,
Reclamation has also requested to increase its participation level from 7% to 16%. Valley Water
currently has a 0.2% participation level in the Project. In June 2022, Valley Water requested to be
placed on the waiting list to have the opportunity to consider increasing participation up to a
maximum of 2.7% participation level. If space becomes available and Valley Water is offered the
opportunity to increase participation, staff will bring this opportunity to the board. Staff intends to
evaluate different levels of participation and make a recommendation through the WSMP process. A
table showing the participation level of existing participants and the list of agencies on the waiting list
is shown in Attachment 1.

The Project submitted its Water Rights Application to the State Water Resources Control Board
(SWRCB) in May 2022. The SWRCB requested the Project provide additional supplemental
information in August 2022 which the Project has submitted. The SWRCB is currently reviewing the
Water Right Application and it's anticipated that the Water Rights Permit would be issued in Fall
2024.

In March 2022, the Project was invited to apply for a $2.2 billion Water Infrastructure Finance and
Innovation Act (WIFIA) loan which would cover up to 49% of the Project costs. The Project submitted
the WIFIA loan application in March 2023 and it’s anticipated that the WIFIA loan will be awarded in
March 2024. The WIFIA loan would provide low interest financing for participating water agencies
and could potentially reduce the unit cost of water by as much as 10%.

A Revised Draft EIR/EIS for the Project was completed in November 2021. The Revised Draft
EIR/EIS was released following a value planning process that resulted in revisions to the Project that
made the Project more affordable and addressed comments received on the 2017 Draft EIR/EIS. The
Final EIR/EIS for the Project is expected to be released in August 2023.

The Sites Reservoir Benefits and Obligations Contract (Contract) will define the benefits, costs, risks,
and financing obligations for Project participants. Negotiations for the Contract are expected to begin
in mid-2023. Guiding Principles and Preliminary Terms for the Contract were adopted by the Project
in November 2022. The Guiding Principles and Preliminary Terms does not commit participants to
any particular requirements in the final Contract but provides high-level guidance on allocating
benefits and costs, collecting payments, and remedying defaults, to inform development of the final
Contract.

Project Benefits

The Project is designed to divert excess flows from the Sacramento River during high-flow events
and store the water in Sites Reservoir. Water could then be released from Sites Reservoir in dry and
critically dry years for environmental use and water supply. The Project would be operated in
conjunction with both the State Water Project and Central Valley Project to increase the flexibility,
reliability, and resiliency of statewide water supplies in drier years.
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The operational flexibility provided by the Project will help preserve the cold-water pool in Lake
Shasta later into the summer months to support spawning and rearing of endangered Winter-Run
Chinook Salmon in the Sacramento River. The Project will also provide a reliable supply of refuge
water to improve Pacific Flyway habitat for migratory birds and other native species as well as
provide water dedicated to help improve conditions for Delta Smelt.

The water supply benefits for Valley Water will depend upon Valley Water’s final level of participation
in the Project. The anticipated water supply provided by Valley Water’s current participation level and
maximum waitlisted level are shown in Table 1 below. In general, Staff anticipates the Project could
provide the following benefits to Valley Water:

e Increase in water supply, including greater amounts in dry years,
e Storage rights in Sites Reservoir proportional to the Valley Water’s targeted participation level,
e Priority access to transfer supplies made available from other Project participants,

e Priority access to lease or purchase of storage capacity of other Project Participants,

¢ |Improvement in Shasta Reservoir storage levels and cold-water pool that may provide
fishery benefits and help stabilize CVP water supply allocations,

The extent to which these benefits can be realized depends on how the project risks, challenges,
and mitigation measures are addressed throughout project development. Key risks to the Project
which may affect Valley Water include:

¢ Limitations to our ability to transport water through the Delta,

¢ Potential reductions to the projected yield or storage capacity of the Project as negotiations
with regulatory agencies progress,

e Potential cost increases in the future due to construction cost uncertainties.

These risks could be reduced by also investing in conveyance improvement projects such as the
Delta Conveyance Facility.

Table 1: Anticipated Project Yield, Storage, and Costs by Participation Level

Existing Participation Level Maximum Waitlisted
Participation Level

VALLEY WATER PARTICIPATION LEVEL
Share of Total Project Costs 0.2% 2.7%
Requested Annual Yield (AF) 500 6,000
Storage Allocation (AF) 3,117 37,400
ESTIMATED WATER SUPPLY BENEFITS FOR VALLEY WATER
Average Delivered Yield (AF)? |380 |4,590
Santa Clara Valley Water District Page 30of5 Printed on 5/5/2023
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Average Dry/Critical Year
Delivered Yield (AF)?

770

9,250

' A Participant’s “Participation Request” is a metric used by Sites Project managers to calculate participation levels
relative to other participants. Actual annual yield of the project will differ from this requested participation level. 2
Delivered yield values are based on Sites Project modeling and may be updated as the project progresses. Delivered
yields values assume a 25% carriage water loss.

Project Costs

The latest capital cost estimate for the Sites Reservoir Project is $3.9 billion in 2021 dollars, not
including financing costs. This estimate includes anticipated costs for environmental mitigation and
other non-construction costs including permitting, real estate, and engineering. Total annual O&M
costs would vary depending on hydrology and operations but are expected to be about $15 million.
An updated cost estimate for capital costs and O&M costs is expected mid-2024.

If Valley Water participates in the Project, its share of costs would depend on its participation level.
Cost share for Valley Water current participation level and maximum waitlisted level is shown in Table
2 below. Through May 2023, Valley Water has spent approximately $2 million towards Project

planning and development.

Table 2: Anticipated Project Costs by Participation Level

0.2% Participation (Existing)

2.7% Participation (Maximum
Waitlisted Participation Level)

(2021 Dollars)?

Share of Total Capital Cost (2021 [$8.8 Million $120 Million
Dollars)’
Estimated Annual O&M Costs $44,000 $583,000

' Share of total project capital costs published by the Sites Project which was adjusted for inflation to 2021 dollars, no
including financing. 2 Annual O&M costs can vary widely based on hydrology and operations.

Project Funding

The Project has been awarded a total of approximately $1.1 billion in state and federal funding. A
breakdown of the funding sources secured to date is shown in Table 3 below. The Sites JPA and
Project partners are continuing efforts to procure additional funding including securing the final
funding agreement with the California Water Commission and executing operating agreements with
state, federal, and local partners.

Table 3. Sources of Project Funding

Funding Source

Funding Amount

Prop 1 WSIP award (State
funding)

$875 Million, including $40 Million in early funding.
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WIIN Act (Federal funding) [$215 Million

Water Supply Master Plan Context

Valley Water’s internal water supply planning analysis recognizes that Valley Water may need to
develop alternative water supply sources, such as Sites Reservoir Project, to meet level of service
goals in the future. The Ensure Sustainability strategy in the Water Supply Master Plan includes
elements to secure and optimize existing supplies and infrastructure. In addition to providing a new
source of dry year supply for Valley Water, Sites Reservoir Project would also provide operational
flexibility to the Central Valley Project that could help stabilize Central Valley Project allocations under
climate changed conditions. Valley Water is in the process of updating the WSMP and this Project, in
addition to other water supply projects, will be evaluated as part of this process.

Next Steps

In March 2022, Project participants executed Amendment 3 to the 2019 Reservoir Project
Agreement, which provided approximately $67 million in funding for planning and design costs
through the end of 2024. Valley Water's Amendment 3 funding commitment at our current 0.2%
participation level was approximately $200,000. It is anticipated that the next project funding decision
will be the final participation decision and include funding and financing commitments for Project
construction and any remaining planning costs. Staff anticipates that a final decision will be
requested in late 2024 or early 2025.

ATTACHMENTS:
Attachment 1: Sites Participant Table
Attachment 2: PowerPoint Presentation

UNCLASSIFIED MANAGER:
Vincent Gin, 408-630-2633
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Sites Participant Table and List of Waitlisted Agencies

Requested Annual % of Available
.. ] Storage {AF)

Participant Yield (AF) Storage

Antelope Valley-East Kern WA 500 3,117 0.2%
City of American Canyon 4,000 24,936 1.8%
Coachella Valley WD 10,000 62,340 4.4%
Colusa County 10,000 62,340 4.4%
Colusa County WD 9,256 57,702 4.1%
Cortina WD 450 2,805 0.2%
Davis WD 2,000 12,468 0.9%
Desert WA 6,500 40,521 2.9%
Dunnigan WD 2,972 18,527 1.3%
Glenn-Colusa ID 5,000 31,170 2.2%
Irvine Ranch WD 1,000 6,234 0.4%
LaGrande WD 1,000 6,234 0.4%
Metropolitan Water District of SC 50,000 311,700 22.1%
Reclamation District 108 4,000 24,936 1.8%
Rosedale-Rio Bravo WD 500 3,117 0.2%
San Bernardino Valley Municipal WD 21,400 133,408 9.5%
San Gorgonio Pass WA 14,000 87,276 6.2%
Santa Clara Valley WD 500 3,117 0.2%
Santa Clarita Valley WA 5,000 31,170 2.2%
Westside WD 5,375 33,508 2.4%
Wheeler Ridge - Maricopa WSD 3,050 19,014 1.3%
Zone 7 WA 10,000 62,340 4.4%
State of California - Total n/a 244,000 17.3%
Reclamation® n/a 128,020 9.1%
Available Storage Total 1,410,000 100.0%

! Values reflect a potential increase in Reclamation's participation from its current 7% level to 9.1% based on

currently available space in the reservoir. This increase in participation level has not been finalized.

Waitlisted Agencies

California American water

City of Napa

Dudley Ridge Water District

La Cumbra Mutual Water Company

Madera County Groundwater Sustainability Agency
Pacific Resources Mutual Water Company*
Palmdale Water District

Santa Clara Valley Water District**

Westlands Water District

Western Municipal Water District

Woodland Davis Clean Water Agency

Wheeler Ridge Maricopa Water Storage District**
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation**

* former Sites Participant
**existing Sites Participant
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* Project is currently fully subscribed:
» State and Federal Participation
e 22 Local Agencies

* Waiting List to Join Project or Increase Participation:
* 11 New Agencies
* 2 Existing Participants
e U.S. Bureau of Reclamation

* Valley Water requested to join Waitlist in July 2022
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* WIFIA Loan Application submitted March 2023

» Water Rights Application submitted May 2022

* Final EIR/EIS anticipated Summer 2023

* Begin drafting Benefits & Obligations Contract in Summer 2023
* WIFIA Loan expected Spring 2024

* Water Rights Permit anticipated Fall 2024

* Final Participation Decision anticipated late 2024/ early 2025
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 New water supply

* Priority access to transfers and storage lease

e Adaptable to climate change

* Operational flexibility for CVP/SWP

* Improved Shasta cold water pool to support endangered fisheries
* Environmental water supply for refuges and delta smelt

* Regional flood benefits
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* Valley Water participation level: 0.2%

* On waiting list to potentially increase up to a maximum of 2.7%

e Waiting list does not commit us to increasing, only allows opportunity if space
becomes available

ge Allocation 3,100 AF

750 AF

ear Annual Yield
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* Total Estimated Project Costs: $3.9 Billion (2021 Dollars)

* WSIP Funding: $875 Million
 Federal Funding: $214 Million
* Submitted Application for $2.2 Billion WIFIA Loan
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* Valley Water Estimated Project Costs:

$8.8 Million $120 Million
$44,000 $583,000

Capital Costs

Estlmated Annual O&M Costs

* Valley Water Funds Spent to Date: $2 Million
 Additional Valley Water Funds Committed through 2024: S0.1 Million
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Santa Clara Valley Water District

File No.: 23-0534 Agenda Date: 5/12/2023
Item No.: 4.3.

COMMITTEE AGENDA MEMORANDUM
Water Storage Exploratory Committee

Government Code § 84308 Applies: Yes [1 No
(If “YES” Complete Attachment A - Gov. Code § 84308)

SUBJECT:
B. F. Sisk Dam Raise and Reservoir Expansion Project Update.

RECOMMENDATION:
Receive and Discuss Information Regarding the B.F. Sisk Dam Raise and Reservoir
Expansion Project.

SUMMARY:

The U.S. Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) and the San Luis & Delta-Mendota Water Authority
(SLDMWA) are jointly developing the B.F. Sisk Dam Raise and Reservoir Expansion Project
(Project), which would raise B.F. Sisk Dam by 10 feet and increase the storage capacity of San Luis
Reservoir by 130,000 acre-feet (AF). This increase is in addition to the 12-foot raise being performed
as part of the B.F. Sisk Safety of Dams Modification Project being undertaken by Reclamation and
the Department of Water Resources (DWR), which is meant to address seismic concerns of the
existing dam but will not increase the storage capacity of the reservoir.

San Luis Reservoir is a key facility shared by the State Water Project (SWP) and Central Valley
Project (CVP) and is critical to the delivery of Valley Water’s imported water supplies. Water stored in
San Luis Reservoir can be directly accessed by Valley Water and delivered through Reclamation’s
San Felipe Division facilities, which are operated by Valley Water. Valley Water has the opportunity
to participate in the Project and is currently supporting project development through its membership
in the SLDMWA.. Negotiations with Reclamation regarding key components of the project description
will likely begin in several months; key project components include how storage may be used and
how water supplies produced by the project may be allocated. If negotiations are fruitful, the Project
could provide Valley Water with reliable new storage capacity, diversifying its storage portfolio
consistent with a key Water Supply Master Plan (WSMP) strategy. The Project could also generate
new surplus water supplies that could help offset future reductions in Valley Water's baseline
imported water supplies due to climate change and regulatory criteria.

Although Participants do not have certainty on key items defining Project benefits, Valley Water staff
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is in the process of evaluating anticipated benefits based on information currently available, which is
presented in this memo. As negotiations progress and as part of WSMP update currently underway,
staff will be able to evaluate the Project further, and ultimately develop a recommendation regarding
Project participation for consideration by the Water Supply Exploratory Committee and full Board.

Benefits Analysis

For Participants, the Project is anticipated to provide benefits that can be grouped into two main
categories; 1) dedicated storage, and 2) wet year water supply. Storage capacity is expected to be
dedicated to each Participant in proportion to the amount of funding provided. Participation
percentages are yet to be determined and will be negotiated among Participants, and later with
Reclamation.

Staff anticipates that the Participants would have control of their non-CVP water supplies stored in
their share of the enlarged San Luis Reservoir, either choosing to hold that water in storage for future
use or convey the water to new or existing groundwater storage facilities for recovery during dry
years. Itis expected that these non-CVP supplies stored in the Participant’s respective share of the
reservoir would be protected from spill during times when the existing San Luis Reservoir fills. In the
past 20 years, Valley Water has averaged approximately 35,000 AF of water stored in San Luis
Reservoir from year to year. While Valley Water operates to minimize spill risk in San Luis, a total of
77,800 AF was spilled over the past 20 years. These spills occurred over four years, with an average
spill volume of approximately 20,000 AF per year. Having a storage facility such as the Sisk Dam
Raise could have secured some of this water for future use by Valley Water.

The Sisk Dam Raise may also allow Reclamation to divert surplus supplies from the Delta under its
existing water rights for the CVP, referred to as Section 215 water. Additionally, Valley Water may
also be able to store Delta surplus generated by the SWP, known as Article 21 water. Section 215
and Article 21 water is made available to CVP and SWP contractors, respectively, during high flow
events, typically after San Luis Reservoir fills, and must be directly delivered or diverted to a non-
project storage facility immediately as it becomes available. Valley Water has rarely been able to
take advantage of these opportunities because local supplies are typically abundant at times when
Section 215 and Article 21 is available, and because of its lack of alternative storage capabilities for
imported water.

The degree to which each participant benefits from the Project will depend on how they choose to
operate their respective share of storage capacity. To provide a potential range of benefits for Valley
Water, staff performed a modeling analysis with two operational bookends, as described below. Note
that this analysis does not consider Valley Water’'s ability to use these supplies in County or store
them out of the County for later use and therefore should be considered preliminary. The
performance of the Sisk Dam Raise Project in relation to the portfolio of projects contemplated in
Valley Water's Water Supply Master Plan (WSMP) will be evaluated as part of the WSMP process
and will be brought to the Water Storage Exploratory Committee and full Board at a later date.

In the first scenario Valley Water would operate the project to maximize the generation of Delta
surplus water by using its stored water frequently (“cycling”). In this case we assume that Valley
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Water would capture its maximum allocated Delta surplus when available and immediately draw
down its storage to capture additional Delta surplus in subsequent years.

The water supply benefits shown in Table 1 include Valley Water’s potential share of Delta surplus
from both the CVP and SWP only. Although Reclamation’s share of new storage capacity could be
used to increase allocations for south of Delta CVP contractors, Valley Water is unlikely to see
significant improvements to its CVP allocation due to the urban preference already afforded Valley
Water from Reclamation’s CVP Municipal and Industrial (M&l) Water Shortage Policy. The analysis
indicates that the cycling scenario could result in significant “new” water supply available to Valley
Water.

Table 1. Valley Water’s Modeled Water Supply Benefits in Cycling Scenario

Storage Water Year Type Long-
Participation Term
(TAF) Average
(TAF)
Wet |Above|Below |Dry |[Critica
(TAF) [Norma|Normal|(TAF) [((TAF)
(TAF) |((TAF)
5.5 4 3 2 0 0 2
15 11 6 5 1 1 6
30 21 13 9 2 2 11
45 31 19 12 2 3 16
65 41 26 14 2 5 21

If Valley Water chose to operate its share capacity according to this cycling method, it would likely
need to pair it with a new or existing groundwater bank or other storage facility for longer-term
storage. Surplus water could be captured and temporarily stored in the Project before being moved
to a groundwater bank for long-term storage. Water could then be withdrawn from the groundwater
bank to provide water supply during dry years. Valley Water’s ability to take delivery of this water in
County may be limited depending on the availability of local supplies, which are typically abundant
when Delta surplus is available, and due to above average imported water allocations at these times.
The degree to which Valley Water can take advantage of these supplies with additional future
investments will be modeled as part of the update to the WSMP.,

This current analysis does not include any Delta surplus that may be available to Valley Water if it
participates in the Delta Conveyance Project (DCP). A significant portion of the water supply benefits
of the DCP are expected to be provided as Article 21 supplies. Current modeling indicates that DCP
would make Article 21 water available two to three times more often. If the DCP is ultimately built
and Valley Water participates, it will be critical for Valley Water to make investments in storage
projects such as the Sisk Dam Raise to fully realize these benefits.
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In the second scenario Valley Water would operate its share of new storage capacity to maximize dry
year supply (“dry year supply”). This would be accomplished by storing water in the Project for
longer periods of time and only drawing on these supplies in dry and critically dry years when the
CVP Ma&l allocation is less than 50 percent and the SWP allocation is less than 30 percent. Staff
anticipates that Valley Water would be able to store other water types, including its allocated SWP
supplies, transfer supplies, and water recovered from groundwater banks in its share of capacity.
However, to estimate the exclusive benefits of the Sisk Dam Raise, the dry year supply scenario
assumes that only Valley Water's share of Delta surplus is stored in its share of capacity.

Table 2. Valley Water’s Modeled Water Supply Benefits in Dry Year Supply Scenario

Storage Dry Years (TAF)[Critical Dry Years
Participation (TAF)

(TAF)

5.5 2 3

15 5 5

30 9 11

45 14 16

65 20 23

As expected, the dry year supply scenario significantly increases the direct delivery of surplus water
supply to Valley Water in the drier years when compared to the cycling scenario. However, much less
water is generated overall due to the lack of available storage space in the below normal, above
normal, and wet years.

Project Costs

The capital cost estimate was recently updated to $888 million, not including financing costs. This
estimate includes a 15 percent design contingency and 20 percent construction contingency. Total
annual O&M costs are anticipated to be approximately $2.1M.

Cost savings are anticipated to be achieved because the Project involves the modification of an
existing facility rather than construction of an entire new facility, and because it would occur
concurrently with the B.F. Sisk Safety of Dam Modification Project. However, the Project would also
require significant upgrades to State Route 152 to bring the road up to current safety standards,

which adds significant costs. The breakdown of costs by major project element is shown in Table 1
below.

Table 1: Sisk Dam Raise Capital Costs

Project Feature Capital Cost ($2022)
Dam Raise $412M

State Route 152 Improvement $406M

Design, Permitting, Project Management |$70M
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Total Capital $888M

If Valley Water participates in the Project, its share of costs would depend on the amount of storage it
ultimately elects to purchase. Participants would be responsible for paying for their share of the
Project construction costs, possibly through the SLDMWA or individually, although details have not
yet been discussed. Table 2 indicates Valley Water’s anticipated capital cost obligation under a
range of participation scenarios, assuming that Participants are allocated 65,000 AF of new storage
capacity.

Table 2: Range of Potential Costs for Valley Water

Storage Participation Capital Cost Annualized
Participation (AF) |Level ($2022) |O&M Cost
5,525 8.5% $38M $0.2M
15,000 23% $103M $0.5M
30,000 46% $205M $1.0M
45,000 69% $308M $1.4M
65,000 100% $444M $2.1M

Key ltems to be Neqgotiated

Reclamation is currently pursuing a Basis of Negotiation, which is an internal administrative
procedure that will allow it to begin negotiating with the prospective Participants and ultimately
determine how the benefits and costs of the Sisk Dam Raise will be allocated. The items listed below
represent several key project elements that will be confirmed or negotiated.

1. Cost Allocation - Valley Water staff anticipates that construction funding would be allocated in
direct proportion to each Participants’ respective share of capacity. It is still unclear whether
any portion of Reclamation’s share of capacity would be reimbursed by CVP contractors.

2. Water Allocation - Additional CVP water supplies generated by the Project may be used to
improve south of Delta CVP allocations and be provided to Participants as Section 215 water.

3. Storage Security - Storage of non-CVP water is anticipated to be very secure, while the rules
pertaining to storage of allocated CVP water and Section 215 water have not been
determined. Valley Water is also evaluating the ability to store its SWP water.

4. Participant/Reclamation Storage Split - For planning purposes the new storage has been split
50/50 between Reclamation and Participants.

Water Supply Master Plan Context

Valley Water’s internal water supply planning analysis recognizes that Valley Water may be overly
dependent on the Semitropic Groundwater Storage Bank in Kern County to meet its storage needs,

Santa Clara Valley Water District Page 50f 6 Printed on 5/5/2023
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File No.: 23-0534 Agenda Date: 5/12/2023
item No.: 4.3.

and that greater diversification of storage investments may be required to meet level of service goals
in the future. As described in the WSMP, Valley Water’s existing supplies exceed our needs in some
years, and additional facilities would increase flexibility and the ability to store these excess supplies
for use in dry years. The WSMP Ensure Sustainability strategy includes elements to secure and
optimize existing supplies and infrastructure. The Sisk Dam Raise could provide storage
diversification and may also generate new surplus water supplies that could help offset future
reductions in Valley Water’s baseline imported supplies due to climate change and regulatory criteria.
Valley Water is in the process of updating the WSMP and this Project, in addition to other storage
projects, will be evaluated as part of this process.

Upcoming Funding Decision:

The initial planning for the Sisk Dam Raise was performed through a $2.4 million consulting contract
approved by the SLDMWA Board of Directors, the costs for which were shared among all SLDMWA
members. In early 2022 a subset of SLDMWA members, including Valley Water, elected to continue
the development of the Project through an activity agreement, rather than as an obligation of the
entire membership. Valley Water has committed approximately $235,000 to this effort to date.

Reclamation estimates that a total of $20 million in planning funding will be required collectively from
Project participants. An initial request of $2.5 Million will be needed from participants in June of 2023
to sustain Project planning through September of 2023. It is anticipated that an additional $7.5
million, to be provided jointly by Participants, will be required through July 2024, but the timing and
size of future funding requests has not yet been decided. Options being considered include quarterly
funding requests of $2.5 million each, or a larger request to cover a longer timeframe if negotiations
with Reclamation result in meaningful progress.

Staff plans to bring the funding decision to the Water Storage Exploratory Committee in early June to
seek its recommendation to go to the full Board in late June for continued participation in the planning
phase of the Project.

Negotiations with Reclamation to define Project benefits and costs will likely conclude several months
after the initial funding decision is made, and Valley Water will likely have the opportunity to adjust its
participation level through subsequent funding requests.

ATTACHMENTS:
Attachment 1: PowerPoint Presentation

UNCLASSIFIED MANAGER:
Vincent Gin, 408-630-2633

Santa Clara Valley Water District Page 6 of 6 Printed on 5/5/2023

Page 50

Draft_0024790



Attachment 1
Page 1 of 10

Page 51

i

L

\ .

.

.

Draft_0024791



5L

Attachment 1

Page 52 Page 2 of 10

Draft_0024792



LM

Safety of Dams Project:
* Seismic repairs
* No additional storage

B.F. Sisk Dam Raise Project:
* 130,000 acre-feet (AF) new storage

Combined Projects:
* Cost and schedule savings

* Reduced environmental impact EXISTING DAM
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Anticipated project benefits — subject to future negotiation
» Dedicated storage capacity for existing water supplies
» Protection of stored water from spill

» Capture of new surplus water

» Improved reliability of CVP allocation

e Wolley Woter
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“Cycling” Scenario captures a significant amount of Delta surplus
e Assumes full withdrawal each year
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> “Dry Year Supply” scenario stores Delta surplus for later use
* Assumes withdrawal only in dry and critically dry years

Modeled Average Yield by Water Year Type
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> Total annual O&M cost estimate: $3.9 million

State Route 152 Improvement S406M

$70M
Total Capital Cost S888M

* Contingencies: 15% design, 20% construction

e Woiiley Woter
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» Valley Water’s potential share of 130,000 AF of new storage capacity
* Assumes 65,000 AF is dedicated to project partners
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Milestones

* Participants’ Planning Cost Estimate: $20M
e VW Share of Planning Costs: $1.7M - S20M
VW Funds Committed to Date: $235,000

Project Milestones & Funding Schedule
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Participant planning costs: $2.5M - July 2023
(Valley Water share TBD) $7.5M - September 2023-July 2024
S10M - October 2024

Construction funding: $497 Million - October 2025

2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028-2032

INTERIM FUND!
DECISION. DECISIONS T8D
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Santa Clara Valley Water District

File No.: 23-0538 Agenda Date: 5/12/2023
Item No.: 4.4.

COMMITTEE AGENDA MEMORANDUM
Water Storage Exploratory Committee

Government Code § 84308 Applies: Yes [1 No
(If “YES” Complete Attachment A - Gov. Code § 84308)

SUBJECT:
Update on Antelope Valley-East Kern Water Agency High Desert Water Bank Phase 2 Project.

RECOMMENDATION:
Receive and Discuss Information Regarding the Antelope Valley-East Kern Water
Agency High Desert Water Bank Phase 2 Project.

SUMMARY:

Background

AVEK is a State Water Project (SWP) contractor that provides water to the Antelope Valley and
provides a new groundwater storage opportunity. Its service area is in eastern Kern County, northern
Los Angeles County, and a portion of Ventura County. AVEK has the third largest Table A contract
amount of the 29 SWP contractors with an amount of 144,484 AF. Served by the East Branch of the
California Aqueduct, AVEK delivers both treated and untreated water to its customers. This location is
ideal given the possibility to connect the Water Bank facilities to the East and West Branch of the
California Aqueduct.

Description of the Potential Water Bank

AVEK is developing a new groundwater banking program within its services area. The proposed
groundwater banking program would consist of a Phase 2 expansion of AVEK’s High Desert Water
Bank, for which Phase 1 is currently under construction.

Phase 1 of the High Desert Water Bank, developed by Metropolitan Water District (MWD) and AVEK,
is on schedule to be operational by the end of 2025. Phase 1 is currently estimated to have a total
capital cost of $210 million and will have approximately 280,000 AF of total storage capacity and
annual recharge and recovery capacities of 70,000 AF per year. AVEK proposes to build an adjacent
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File No.: 23-0538 Agenda Date: 5/12/2023
item No.: 4.4.

facility located near the bifurcation of the West and East Branch of the California for Phase 2. With
the on-going construction of Phase 1, information sharing and lessons learned by AVEK can facilitate
project development for Phase 2.

Phase 2 of the High Desert Water Bank (Phase 2, Water Bank) is expected to feature the
development of new recharge, storage, and direct recovery infrastructure. AVEK would own the
facilities and Valley Water would have first priority to use of the facilities, including return capabilities.
Valley Water would recover stored supplies by exchange with AVEK’s allocated Table A supplies or by
exchange with SWP supplies upon direct recovery and pump-in into the California Aqueduct. A key
benefit of partnering with AVEK, an SWP contractor, is they can maintain water in San Luis Reservoir
to ensure reliability of returns during critically dry years. Valley Water and AVEK will also explore the
ability to store Central Valley Project (CVP) supplies in the Water Bank.

Project Status

In summer 2022, AVEK'’s Board of Directors held a workshop to consider commencing a detailed
assessment of developing Phase 2 in partnership with potential participants. As a next step, AVEK
provided a letter to potential partners requesting a non-binding expression of interest (XOl) in Phase
2. Valley Water's XOl letter, submitted in September 2022, identifies preliminary participation
capacities for AVEK’s planning purposes and does not commit Valley Water to project participation or
funding. Copies of both AVEK's request letter and Valley Water’'s submitted XOI are included as
Attachment 1. Valley Water’s requested share of the project in the XOl is 200,000 AF of total storage
capacity and 50,000 acre-feet of maximum annual recharge and recovery, or a 45% share of the
project. These amounts can be changed after completion of an upcoming feasibility evaluation and
future negotiations. Based on the feedback from interested parties, AVEK has put forward a proposed
project with a design groundwater storage capacity of 440,000 acre-feet (AF) and annual recharge
and recovery capacities of 110,000 AF per year.

In February 2023, Valley Water and AVEK entered into a Pilot Water Banking Storage Agreement
(Pilot Agreement), which will serve as a pilot program allowing AVEK and Valley Water to determine
the administrative requirements and associated costs for the conveyance of water delivered to AVEK
and subsequently returned to Valley Water. This Pilot Agreement will also demonstrate a process to
coordinate operations of both AVEK’s and Valley Water's water supplies, increasing the reliability of
both agency’s supplies, while also establishing a working relationship to better ensure a reliable
partnership leading into a potential long-term commitment in the Water Bank. Under the terms of the
Pilot Agreement, Valley Water may deliver up to 15,000 AF of water to AVEK for storage in its existing
Westside Water Bank. The Pilot Agreement will be subject to DWR’s approval.

Staff and other interested partners had been coordinating with AVEK in drafting an initial term sheet
for a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) to formalize a partnership with AVEK. However, AVEK is
currently transitioning to a new General Manager who, given the interest in and scale of Phase 2,
would like to closely coordinate with the Board of Directors and confirm feasible project capacities
prior to moving forward. The General Manager expressed to us that AVEK would like to put Phase 2
on hold for the next 6 months or so as they update the Board of Directors.

Santa Clara Valley Water District Page 2 of 3 Printed on 5/5/2023
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File No.: 23-0538 Agenda Date: 5/12/2023
item No.: 4.4.

Project Costs

Using Phase 1 to estimate capital construction costs for Phase 2, staff estimates development of the
Water Bank to cost approximately $330 million in 2022 dollars, not including financing costs.
Preliminary estimates are expected to be developed during conceptual design and completion of a
feasibility analysis.

Water Supply Master Plan Context

Valley Water’s internal water supply planning analysis recognizes that Valley Water may be overly
dependent on the Semitropic Groundwater Storage Bank in Kern County to meet its storage needs,
and that greater diversification of storage investments may be required to meet level of service goals
in the future. As described in the WSMP, Valley Water’s existing supplies exceed our needs in some
years, and additional facilities would increase flexibility and the ability to store these excess supplies
for use in dry years. The Ensure Sustainability strategy described in the WSMP includes elements to
secure and optimize existing supplies and infrastructure. The Water Bank could provide storage
diversification and optimize existing infrastructure by providing additional dedicated storage and
leveraging supplies available through Valley Water’s existing imported water contracts. It could also
increase Valley Water’s ability to fully realize the benefits of other water supply projects that may
produce water supplies in wetter years, which are best paired with new south-of-Delta storage. Valley
Water is in the process of updating the WSMP and this Project, in addition to other storage projects,
will be evaluated as part of this process.

Next Steps

Valley Water and AVEK will coordinate on implementation of the Pilot project to explore storing CVP
and SWP supplies in the AVEK basin this year. Valley Water will continue discussions with AVEK
regarding development of Phase 2 including supporting AVEK in conversations with DWR and the
Bureau of Reclamation during this initial planning period.

Staff will return to the Water Storage Exploratory Committee with more information once AVEK has
coordinated further with its Board of Directors regarding Phase 2 development and partnership
parameters, likely this fall.

ATTACHMENTS:

Attachment 1: AVEK High Desert Water Bank Phase 2 and Request for Non-Binding Expression of
Interest Letter

Attachment 2: PowerPoint Presentation

UNCLASSIFIED MANAGER:
Vincent Gin, 408-630-2633
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Santa Clara Valley Water District
5750 Almaden Expy
San Jose, CA 95118

Re: AVEK High Desert Water Bank Phase 2 and Request for Non-Binding
Expression of Interest

Dear Ms. Kao,

| am writing to follow up on our prior discussions regarding the development of a new
groundwater banking program within the service area of Antelope Valley-East Kern Water
Agency (AVEK, Agency) and to provide an update on opportunities for Santa Clara Valley
Water District’s (Valley Water) future participation in this program.

The proposed groundwater banking program would consist of a Phase 2 expansion of
AVEK's existing High Desert Water Bank. Phase 2 is expected to feature:

¢ Development of new recharge, storage, and direct recovery infrastructure;

e Access to 1% priority rights to the expanded program’s capacities;

¢ Return of stored water through direct recovery and pump-back operations;

e A reliable location south of the State Water Project’'s Edmonston Pumping Plant and
near the California Aqueduct’s East and West Branches; and

On June 7, 2022, AVEK'’s Board of Directors held a workshop to consider commencing a
more detailed assessment of developing Phase 2 in partnership with prospective program
participants. AVEK’s Board continues to support the evaluation of the program, and as an
initial next step, would like to confirm Valley Water's interest in jointly furthering Phase 2’s
feasibility assessment. The anticipated feasibility analyses are intended to develop refined
technical program specifications and costs reflective of specific partner needs and local site
conditions.

AVEK would like to extend the opportunity to Valley Water to express interest in participation
in Phase 2 of the water bank. AVEK requests that Valley Water respond to this letter in the
form of a non-binding Expression of Interest (XOI) by providing the following information:

500 WEST AVENUE N » PALMDALE, CALIFORMNIA 93551 Attachment 1
{661 9433201 « www.ovek.org @ info@uavek.omg Page 10f4
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¢ Confirmation that Valley Water is interested in partnering with AVEK to conduct
refined feasibility analyses to support further development of Phase 2;

¢ Estimated maximum volumes of annual recharge, annual recovery, and total storage
capacity in in Phase 2 desired by Valley Water;

¢ Estimated minimum and maximum duration in years of Valley Water's desired
participation in the Phase 2 once constructed and operational; and

e Key contact person with Valley Water for coordinating future communication and
efforts.

AVEK kindly requests that the described XOI| be delivered no later than 5:00 p.m. on August
10, 2022 via email to Assistant General Manager Matthew Knudson at
mknudson@avek.org. Following its receipt and review of the XOI, AVEK will reach out to
the key contact person identified by Valley Water to discuss any questions or clarifications.
AVEK would then a draft Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) based on the information
provided in the XOI for respective review and potential action by both AVEK and Valley
Water to formalize their partnership. Among other things, the MOU would describe
preliminary terms of the water banking partnership, including (among other provisions)
capacity access rights, sharing of development costs, the development timeline,
development milestones, and ability to opt-infopt-out of program’s development and
operational phases.

Thank you for your consideration of this opportunity and potential partnership with AVEK in
expanding water supply reliability to meet the needs of current and future generations.
Should you have any questions regarding this letter and its contents, please do not hesitate
to contact Matthew Knudson at mknudson@avek.org or 661-349-7310.

Sincerely,

For Dwayne Chisam
General Manager

Cc: Andrew Garcia

ASGD WEST AVEMLIE N« PAlMBALE, CALUFORMIA IR
(66T P4RA30T & wwwovekoorg ¢ infolBaveb.org

The missfon of AVEK & o deliver refiobls, sustoinalde ond Bigh guolity supplemental woler fo the region in o cost-offective ond efficiest manner,

Attachment 1
Page 66 Page 2 of 4

Draft_0024806



DocuSign Envelope ID: 0022DBC4-44D8-4D5F-9BF3-F7EQ0046382E

Clean Water » Healthy Environment » Flood Protection

September 20, 2022

Mr. Dwayne Chisam

General Manager

Antelope Valley — East Kern Water Agency
6500 West Avenue N

Palmdale, CA 93551

Email: dehisam@®avek.or

Subject: Non-Binding Expression of Interest for AVEK High Desert Water Bank Phase 2
Dear Mr. Chisam,

Valley Water is writing in response to your letter dated July 15, 2022, by providing you with this non-
binding Expression of Interest {XOl) regarding participation in Phase 2 of the High Desert Water Bank
(HDWB). Valley Water appreciates the communication and coordination between our agencies as we
have discussed and considered this project.

This XOl is not intended to be or to evidence any legally binding agreement or obligation on the part of
Valley Water. After submittal of this XOl, Valley Water understands that AVEK will coordinate with Valley
Water staff in drafting a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) to formalize a partnership with AVEK
to conduct a refined feasibility analysis to support further development of Phase 2. Among other things,
the MOU will describe preliminary terms of the water banking partnership, including (among other
provisions) capacity access rights, sharing of development costs, the development timeline,
development milestones, and the ability to opt-in and opt-out of project development and operational
phases. No agreement shall be binding unless and until each party has executed the MOU.

Based on our initial understanding of the HDWB Phase 1 project characteristics and preliminary cost
estimates and discussions with AVEK regarding utilization of AVEK State Water Project Table A supplies
in San Luis Reservoir, Valley Water is interested in the following:

e Partnering with AVEK to conduct refined feasibility analyses to support further development of
Phase 2;

e 50,000 acre-feet maximum annual recharge, 50,000 acre-feet maximum annual recovery, and
200,000 acre-feet maximum total storage capacity;

e 35-year Participation Minimum Duration, Perpetual Participation Maximum Duration.

Please coordinate upcoming communications and efforts related to HDWB Phase 2 with Andrew Garcia,
Senior Engineer in the Imported Water Unit, at andrewgarcis@valleywater.org or 408-630-2817. Valley
Water appreciates the opportunity to submit this XOl and we look forward to the potential partnership.

Sincerely,

s

R

e

2750 Almaden Sxpressway, San Jose, T4 91183886 | {8081 2652600 | wwaw valbsywater.ovg Y
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Subject: Non-Binding Expression of Interest for AVEK High Desert Water Bank Phase 2

oo DocuSigned by

Kik (allinder

494EFB72ADBCAFY .

Rick Callender, Esg.

Chief Executive Officer

Valley Water

G750 Almamden Exprossway, San Jose, CA 2511835368 | {408} 28%-2800 | wwswovalleywater.arg
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Central Valley Project
- Local Project
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* AVEK developed, Owns, and Operates
» Westside Water Bank (2010)
» Total storage: 150 TAF
e Recharge: 40 — 70 TAFY
* Recovery: 20 — 25 TAFY
» Eastside Water Bank (2016)
» Total storage: 5.7 TAF
* Recharge/Recovery: 2.2 TAFY

 VW-AVEK Pilot Agreement (2023)
» Uses Westside Water Bank
» Up to 15 TAF total storage

Attachment 2
Page 72 Page 4 of 11

Draft_0024812



\%\

* Phase | Currently Under Construction
» Metropolitan WD funded as sole partner
» Capital Cost: $210M
» Total Storage: 280,000 AF
» Recharge capacity: 70,000 AFY
» Recovery capacity: 70,000 AFY
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* Scheduled Operation
» 2023 Recharge / 2025 Recovery
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* Phase 2 Initial Interest — Based on Non-Binding Project Sizing Needs
Submitted by Potential Partners:
» Total Storage: 440,000 AF
» Recharge/Recovery Capacity: 110,000 AFY

* VW Initial Interest
» Storage: 200,000 AF
» Recharge/Recovery: 70,000 AFY

* Development of new recharge, recovery, and storage infrastructure

e Stored Water Return
» SWP Exchange
» AVEK’s Table A from San Luis Reservoir

ey Water
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» Submitted Expression of Interest in Summer 2022

» Site Tour Fall 2022
» Tracking of Phase 1 HDWB construction

» Single Year Transfers and Pilot Banking
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» Initial estimate based off Phase 1 cost; Phase 2 TBD through planning process
> Approximate construction cost of $760/AF of storage capacity

e Walley Water
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» Dedicated storage capacity for existing water supplies

-

» Improved water supply reliability during dry years
» Provides greater operational flexibility
» Strengthens partnership with key State Water Contractor

> Diversification of banked water
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» Continue to meet with AVEK and coordinate on drafting of MOU

» Implement Pilot project
» Provide updates to WSEC and Board on progress
» Scope, budget, and work plans provided prior to partner

decisions
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Santa Clara Valley Water District

File No.: 23-0535 Agenda Date: 5/12/2023
Item No.: 4.5.

COMMITTEE AGENDA MEMORANDUM
Water Storage Exploratory Committee

Government Code § 84308 Applies: Yes [1 No
(If “YES” Complete Attachment A - Gov. Code § 84308)

SUBJECT:
Standing ltems.

RECOMMENDATION:
A. This agenda item allows the Committee to receive verbal or written updates and discuss the
projects listed in the summary. These items are generally informational; however, the
Committee may request additional information from staff:

B. This is informational only and no action is required.

SUMMARY:

Standing ltems will allow regular reports from staff on subjects that may be of interest to the
committee members.

Staff may provide a verbal update atf the 5-12-2023, meefling if there is reportable/updated
information.

1. Update on Los Vaqueros Reservoir Expansion Project (LVE) Transfer Bethany Pipeline
(TBP) and Update on Management of South Bay Aqueduct (SBA) Facilities

{No Update)

Del Puerto (No Update)

Water Banking Opportunities including but not limited to Pleasant Valley Water District
{see agenda item 4.4 -AVEK)

Pacheco/San Luis Reservoir Low Point {(see agends item 4.1)

Semitropic (No Update)

Sites (see agenda tem 4.2)

B.F. Sisk Dam Raise Project (see agenda item 4.3)

Shasta (No Update)

wn

© N O

Santa Clara Valley Water District Page 10of 2 Printed on 5/5/2023

P ag e 8 1 DUWETal

Draft_0024821



File No.: 23-0535 Agenda Date: 5/12/2023

item No.: 4.5.
ATTACHMENTS:
None.
UNCLASSIFIED MANAGER:
Candice Kwok-Smith, 408-630-3193
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Santa Clara Valley Water District

File No.: 23-0537 Agenda Date: 5/12/2023
Item No.: 4.6.

COMMITTEE AGENDA MEMORANDUM
Water Storage Exploratory Committee

Government Code § 84308 Applies: Yes [1 No
(If “YES” Complete Attachment A - Gov. Code § 84308)

SUBJECT:
Review Water Storage Exploratory Committee Work Plan and the Committee’s Next Meeting
Agenda.

RECOMMENDATION:
Review the Committee’s Work Plan to guide the Committee’s discussions regarding policy
alternatives and implications for Board deliberation.

SUMMARY:

The Committee’s Work Plan outlines the Board-approved topics for discussion to be able to prepare
policy alternatives and implications for Board deliberation. The work plan is agendized at each
meeting as accomplishments are updated and to review any work plan assignments by the Board.

BACKGROUND:
Governance Process Policy-8:

The District Act provides for the creation of advisory boards, committees, or committees by resolution
to serve at the pleasure of the Board.

Accordingly, the Board has established Advisory Committees, which bring respective expertise and
community interest, to advise the Board, when requested, in a capacity as defined: prepare Board
policy alternatives and provide comment on activities in the implementation of the District’s mission
for Board consideration. In keeping with the Board’s broader focus, Advisory Committees will not
direct the implementation of District programs and projects, other than to receive information and
provide comment.

Further, in accordance with Governance Process Policy-3, when requested by the Board, the
Advisory Committees may help the Board produce the link between the District and the public
through information sharing to the communities they represent.

Santa Clara Valley Water District Page 10of 2 Printed on 5/5/2023
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File No.: 23-0537 Agenda Date: 5/12/2023

item No.: 4.6.
ATTACHMENTS:
Attachment 1: 2023 WSEC Work Plan
UNCLASSIFIED MANAGER:
Candice Kwok-Smith, 408-630-3193
Santa Clara Valley Water District Page 2 of 2 Printed on 5/5/2023
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WSEC 2023 WORKPLAN - DRAFT {2023-4-10)

Project Update

Multi-party agreement recommendation

Service agreement recommendation

Project Update

Affirmation of project participation level

Project Update

Planning funding recommendation

Project Update

Project Update

Board & Committees Dark

AVEK update

AVEK MOU recommendation

Project Update

Page 85
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Notes:

Estimated Average Annual Yield, Dry and Critical Year Annual Yields have changed - Delta:
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* Project is currently fully subscribed:
* State and Federal Participation
* 22 Local Agencies

* Waiting List to Join Project or Increase Participation:
* 11 New Agencies
e 2 Existing Participants
* U.S. Bureau of Reclamation

* Valley Water requested to join Waitlist in July 2022
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* WIFIA Loan Application submitted March 2023

* Water Rights Application submitted May 2022

» Final BIR/EIS anticipated Summer 2023

* Begin drafting Benefits & Obligations Contract in Summer 2023
* WIFIA Loan expected Spring 2024

* Water Rights Permit anticipated Fall 2024

» Final Participation Decision anticipated late 2024/ early 2025
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* New water supply

* Priority access to transfers and storage lease

» Adaptable to climate change

* Operational flexibility for CVP/SWP

* Improved Shasta cold water pool to support endangered fisheries
* Environmental water supply for refuges and delta smelt

* Regional flood benefits
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* Valley Water participation level: 0.2%

* On waiting list to potentially increase up to a maximum of 2.7%
* Waiting list does not commit us to increasing, only allows opportunity if space
becomes available
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» Total Estimated Project Costs: $3.9 Billion (2021 Dollars)

* WSIP Funding: $875 Million
* Federal Funding: $214 Million
* Submitted Application for $2.2 Billion WIFIA Loan
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* Valley Water Estimated Project Costs:
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Estimated Annual O&M Costs: $44,000 $583,000

* Valley Water Funds Spent to Date: $2 Million
* Additional Valley Water Funds Committed through 2024: $0.1 Million
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File Provided Natively
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File Provided Natively

Draft_0024841



From:
Sent:
To:
CC:

Subject:

Hi John,

Micko, Steve [Steve.Micko@jacobs.com]
5/10/2023 9:28:04 AM
Spranza, John [john.spranza@hdrinc.com]
Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]; Angela Bezzone [bezzone@mbkengineers.com]; Leaf, Rob
[Rob.Leaf@jacobs.com]; Thayer, Reed [Reed.Thayer@jacobs.com]

Sites Fisheries Analysis Follow-Up

At the last fisheries agency coordination meeting | attended, | noted the following action items:
With daily averaged CDEC data, prepare scatter plots of:
Sac R at Red Bluff vs Sac R at Wilkins Sl flow
Sac R at Hamilton vs Sac R at Wilkins Sl flow
Evaluate the proportion of release through Dunnigan Pipeline that goes to Knights Landing Ridge Cut or Knights

o
o]

Landing Outfall Gates

Evaluate the percent of river diverted at each diversion location

I know it’s been some time.. See responses below.

Let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks,
Steve
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CDEC Daily Averaged Data: lan 20010 - Dec 2022
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Sacramento River at Hamilton ity {ofs)
Average Proportion of Releases through Dunnigan Pipeline
Entering Knights
Alternative Landing Outfall Entering Knights
Gates Landing Ridge Cut
Alt3A 041122 2035CT 71% 29%
Alt 3B 041122 2035CT 70% 30%

Average Proportion of River Flow Diverted {(in months with diversions)

Proportion of River | Proportion of River
Alternative Diverted at Red Diverted at

Bluff Hamilton City
Alt 3A 041122 2035CT 9% 5%
Alt 3B 041122 2035CT 9% 5%

Steve Micko, PE (he/him) | Jacobs | Project Manager
0:916.286.0358 | M:408.834.6614 | Steve Micked®iacobs, com
2485 Natomas Park Drive Suite 600 | Sacramento, CA 95833

o oonfid
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From: Hassrick, Jason [Jason.Hassrick@icf.com]

Sent: 4/10/2023 4:00:05 PM
To: Spranza, John [john.spranza@hdrinc.com]
cC: Briard, Monique [Monique.Briard@icf.com]; Hendrick, Mike [mike.hendrick@icf.com]; Lecky, Jim

[iim.lecky@icf.com]; Chapman, Eric [Eric.Chapman@icf.com]; Wilder, Rick [Rick.Wilder@icf.com]; Greenwood,
Marin [Marin.Greenwood@icf.com]

Subject: Understanding baseline salmon fry impacts from diversions

Attachments: [ICF_Memorandum_FryStudies_10_April_2023.docx

Flag: Follow up

CAUTION: [EXTERNAL] This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi John,

Attached is a tech memo proposal to employ recently developed miniaturized transmitters to study whether fry and
smolts are similarly exposed at the Red Bluff and / or Hamilton City diversions. We proposed this in the context of the
10-year acoustic telemetry study that we are already planning to undertake with data obtained from smolt-sized winter-
run and whether conclusions drawn from that analysis would apply to smaller fish.

Jason

s\l DrIASON HAssRick
'}IEF +1.530.312.3275 mobile

icf.com | Linkedin
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From: Janis Offermann [jaoffermann@montrose-env.com]

Sent: 5/10/2023 12:25:21 PM
To: Kevin Spesert [kspesert@sitesproject.org]
Subject: documents for Colusa

Attachments: 2020_1207_Sites Reservoir update.pdf; 2020_1113_Gomez_Colusa_AB 52_REIR_Notification Letter.pdf

Hi, Kevin

As you know, | am compiling documents to send to Colusa. | am pulling together the consultation letters and the
responses from the tribe. In the attached email, Molly says that she let you know that the tribe wanted to continue
consultation. This is in response to the letter sent to them on November 11, 2020, also attached. There is no record of
their response to you in the project files. | am guessing it was in an email. | am sorry to ask, but can you please check
your emails and send me a PDF of the response?

Many thanks
janis

Janis Offermann, M.A., RPA

Senior Cultural Resources Manager

M: 530.220.4918

jaoffermann@montrose-eny. com

Please note new email address after April 1, 2023. | can still receive emails as anis@horizonhZo.com; however, all

of my outgoing emails to you will be from jaoffermann@montrose-env.oom.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The contents of this email message and any attachments are intended solely for the addressee(s)
and may contain confidential, proprietary and/or privileged information and may be legally protected from disclosure. If you are
not the intended recipient of this message or their agent, or if this message has been addressed to you in error, please
immediately alert the sender by reply email and then delete this message and any attachments and the reply from your systern. If
you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disdlosure, use, dissemination, copying, or storage of this

message or its attachments is strictly prohibited.

0
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From: Janis Offermann

To: Molly West; Hazel Longmire
Subject: RE: Sites Reservoir update
Date: Monday, December 07, 2020 3:11:41 PM

Thank you for letting me know, Molly.
Much appreciated.
Janis

Janis Offermann

Cultural Resources Practice Leader
Horizon Water and Environment
400 Capitol Mall, Suite 2500
Sacramento, CA 95814
916.465.8076 — office
530.220.4918 — mobile

From: Molly West <mmwestifoglusa-nsn.govs
Sent: Monday, December 07, 2020 2:55 PM

: Jani anis@horizonhZo.coms>; Hazel Longmire <blongmired@oniusa-nsn.goy
To: Janis Offermann <janis@horizo hn> Hazel Long <hl dool >

Subject: RE: Sites Reservoir update

and know the content is safe.

EXTERNMAL MESSAGE: Do not click any links or open any attachments unless you trust the sender

Thank you Janis.

We have responded to Kevin Spesert to continue consultation.

Molly West
Tribal Project Administrator
Colusa Indian Community Council
3730 Hwy 45

Colusa, CA 95932

Phone (530) 458-8231

Fax (530) 458-3866

From: Janis Offermann [mailicianis@horizenhic com]

Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2020 11:16 AM

To: Molly West <mwest@oplusa-nsn.goy>; Hazel Longmire <dlongmire@oolusa-nan.goy>

Subject: Sites Reservoir update
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Good morning, Hazel and Molly

I am writing to give you a heads up that the attached letter was sent and should arrive at the Colusa
office today. Following receipt of the letter, | think it would be sufficient to send an email to Kevin
acknowledging it and saying that you would like to continue consultation on the project, if you don’t
want to respond with a formal letter like you usually do. But it is up to you.

Regarding the shapefiles of the new project footprint, | received information today that the
engineers have finally finished their CAD drawings and they have been submitted to the GIS team for
review; the shapefiles should be available late this week or next week. | apologize for this continued
delay, but please be assured that | will send them to you as soon as they are made available to me.

Please let me know if youhave any questions or if you would like to schedule a follow-up meeting
after reviewing the data we supplied to you last month.

Hope you and your families are all staying healthy.
Thanks
janis

Janis OHermann

Cultural Resources Practice Leader
Horizon Water and Environment
400 Capitol Mall, Suite 2500
Sacramento, CA 95814
916.465.8076 — office
530.220.4918 — mobile
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November 13, 2020

Mr. Daniel Gomez, Chairperson
Colusa Indian Community Council
3730 Highway 45

Colusa, CA 95932

From: Fritz Durst/ Sites Project Authority Board Chair

Subject: Tribal Cultural Resources under the California Environmental Quality Act, Assembly Bill (AB)
52. Formal Notification of the Preferred Project for the Purposes of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Analysis and Notification of Consultation Opportunity for
the Sites Reservoir Project, Colusa, Tehama, Glenn, and Yolo Counties, California, pursuant
to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1

Dear Honorable Chairperson Gomez,

The Sites Project Authority (Authority) initially contacted your tribe in February 2017 in compliance
with the project notification requirements pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1(d) for the
Sites Reservoir Project. A Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was published for public review in
August 2017. After receipt of public comments on the Draft EIR, the Authority reconsidered
elements of the project. In October 2019, representatives from both the Authority Board and
Reservoir Committee began undertaking a “value planning” process, an effort to identify and
evaluate additional alternatives. As a result of the the “value planning process,” the Authority
identified a project that redueced the size of the proposed Sites ReserviorReservoir from 1.8 million
acre feet to 1.5 million acre feet, removed the Delevan Pipeline and associated facilities, and made
minor adjustments to other project features.

On April 22, 2020, the Authority directed staff to revise and recirculate a Draft EIR consistent with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) to analyze the environmental effects of the facility
options identified in the Sites Project Value Planning Report.! The Revised Draft EIR is anticipated to
be released for public review in the summer of 2021. In response to preparing the Revised Draft EIR,
the Authority is providing you with a description of the revised project for your consideration
pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1(d).

Description of the Proposed Project

The Authority proposes to construct the revised Sites Reservoir Project, which includes a new off-
stream storage reservoir and associated water conveyance facilities located in Colusa, Tehama,
Glenn, and Yolo counties, California. The new reservoir would be located in Antelope Valley, on the
eastern edge of the North Coast Ranges and approximately 10 miles west of the town of Maxwell.

1 https://3hm5en24txyp2edcxyxaklbs-wpengine.netdna-ssl.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/02-01.a-
Authority-Board_Value-Planning.pdf
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The Sites Reservoir Project is proposed to provide storage and operational benefits including water
supply resiliency, water dedicated to environmental uses, and other programs throughout California.

Two alternatives (Alternative 1 and Alternative 2) are currently under consideration. The primary
differences in the alternatives is that Alternative 1 will impound up to 1.5 million acre feet of water
and discharge water into the Colusa Drain, via the Tehama Colusa Canal, in the vicinity of Dunnigan,
Yolo County. In contrast, Alternative 2 will hold up to 1.3 million acre feet of water and discharge
water via the Tehama Colusa Canal into the Sacramento River; again, in the vicinity of Dunnigan.
Alternative 1 also includes a bridge to extend the Sites Lodoga Road directly across the reservoir,
while Alternative 2 re-routes the road around the south end of the reservoir and continues to Lodoga
along the west side of the reservoir. Alternative 1 was designated by the Authority as the preferred
project for the purposes of the CEQA analysis and permit development on September 17, 2020.

For more information regarding the proposed project alternatives, please see the attached
Preliminary Project Description.

Pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (b), please respond, in writing, within 30 days if you wish to request
consultation. If you have any questions or wish to consult on this project, please contact the
Authority’s Lead Agency Point of Contact for AB 52 consultations:

Kevin Spesert, External Affairs Manager
Sites Project Authority

P.O. Box 517

Maxwell, CA 95955

Phone: (530) 632-4071

Email: kspesert@sitesproject.org

If consultation is requested, please provide the name and contact information of the designated lead
contact person as part of your request. The Authority will contact the designated person to set a
meeting date to begin consultation within 30 days of our receipt of your request.

Thank you for giving this matter your prompt attention.

Sincerely,
o M

PO .
fggffgf,ﬁéw
Fritz Durst

Sites Project Authority
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From: Kevin Spesert [kspesert@sitesproject.org]

Sent: 5/10/2023 12:33:34 PM
To: Janis Offermann [jaoffermann@montrose-env.com]
Subject: Re: documents for Colusa

Great...glad you found it

From: Janis Offermann <jacoffermann@montrose-env.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 10, 2023 12:30 PM

To: Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>

Subject: RE: documents for Colusa

Oops. Never mind. | found it in my emails and will make sure it gets included in the project file.
thanks

From: Janis Offermann <jaoffermann@montrose-env.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 10, 2023 12:25 PM

To: Kevin Spesert (kspesert@sitesproject.org) <kspesert@sitesproject.org>
Subject: documents for Colusa

Hi, Kevin

As you know, | am compiling documents to send to Colusa. | am pulling together the consultation letters and the
responses from the tribe. In the attached email, Molly says that she let you know that the tribe wanted to continue
consultation. This is in response to the letter sent to them on November 11, 2020, also attached. There is no record of
their response to you in the project files. | am guessing it was in an email. 1 am sorry to ask, but can you please check
your emails and send me a PDF of the response?

Many thanks
janis

Janis Offermann, M.A., RPA

Senior Cuftural Resources Manager

M: 530.220.4918

aoffermann@meoentrose-anv.oom

Please note new email address after April 1, 2023. | can still receive emails as anis@horizonhZo.com; however, all

of my outgoing emails to you will be from jagffermann@montrose-eny.com.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The contents of this email message and any attachments are intended solely for the addressee(s)
and may contain confidential, proprietary and/or privileged information and may be legally protected from disclosure. If you are
nct the intended recipient of this message or their agent, or if this message has been addressed to you in error, please
immediately alert the sender by reply email and then delete this message and any attachments and the reply from your system. if
: not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, use, dissemination, copying, or storage of this
message or its attachments is strictly prohibited.
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From: Janis Offermann [jaoffermann@montrose-env.com]

Sent: 5/10/2023 12:55:52 PM

To: Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]; Kevin Spesert [kspesert@sitesproject.org]; Laurie Warner Herson
[laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com]; Risse, Danielle [Danielle.Risse@hdrinc.com]

Subject: did we get a response from Colusa on this letter?

Attachments: 2022_0804_Sites_AB 52_Formal Notification Letter_ColusalndianCommCouncil_Gomez signed.pdf

Hi, all

I am compiling all of the consultation letters and the responses from Colusa. | don’t have any response to this letter in
my files, nor is there one in the project files that Danielle and | went through yesterday. | am guessing we didn’t receive
on, based on their February 2022 letter deferring to YD, but | just wanted to circle back to you all in case | missed
something. Does anyone recall getting any response from Colusa on this?

Thanks
janis

Janis Offermann, M.A., RPA

Senfor Cuttwral Resources Manager

M. 530.220.4918

jaoffermann@®montrose-eny,oom

Please note new email address after April 1, 2023. | can still receive emails as anis@honzonhZo.com; however, all

of my outgoing emails to you will be from jaoffermann@montrose-snv.Lom.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The contents of this email message and any attachments are intended solely for the addressee(s)
and may contain confidential, proprietary and/or privileged information and may be legally protected from disclosure. If you are
rot the intended recipient of this message or their agent, or if this message has been addressed to you in error, please
irmediately alert the se ¢ lete this message and any attachments and the reply from your system. If
you are not the intended red are hereby notified that any disclosure, use, dissemination, copying, or storage of this
rnessage or its attachre
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From: Risse, Danielle [Danielle.Risse@hdrinc.com]

Sent: 5/10/2023 1:39:16 PM

To: Janis Offermann [jaoffermann@montrose-env.com]; Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]; Kevin Spesert
[kspesert@sitesproject.org]; Laurie Warner Herson [laurie.warner.herson@ phenixenv.com]

Subject: RE: did we get a response from Colusa on this letter?

Attachments: 2022_0804_Sites_AB 52_Formal Notification Letter_ColusalndianCommCouncil_Gomez signed.pdf

Hi Janis,
I have no record of a response to this letter, which is consistent with what we said in the CEQA document for test pits
and trenches.

Thanks, Danielle
Banielie Risse, MA.
Office 816-673-6788 Mobille 707-372-5007

hcdrine. comfoliow-us

From: Janis Offermann <jaoffermann@montrose-env.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 10, 2023 12:56 PM

To: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe @sitesproject.org>; Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Laurie Warner Herson
<laurie.warner.herson@ phenixenv.com>; Risse, Danielle <Danielle.Risse@hdrinc.com>

Subject: did we get a response from Colusa on this letter?

CAUTERN [EXTERNAL] This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless vou recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi, all

I am compiling all of the consultation letters and the responses from Colusa. | don’t have any response to this letter in
my files, nor is there one in the project files that Danielle and | went through yesterday. | am guessing we didn’t receive
on, based on their February 2022 letter deferring to YD, but | just wanted to circle back to you all in case | missed
something. Does anyone recall getting any response from Colusa on this?

Thanks
janis

Janis Offermann, M.A., RPA

Senjor Cuftural Resources Manager

M: 530.220.4918

inoffermann@montrose-eny,com

Please note new email address after April 1, 2023. | can still receive emails as janis@horizonhzo.com; however, all

of my outgoing emaiis to you will be from Iaoffermam@mentrose-env.com.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The contents of this email message and any attachments are intended solely for the addressee(s)
and rmay contain confidential, proprietary and/or privileged information and may be legally protected frorm disclosure. if you are
not the intended recipient of this message or their agent, or if this message has been addressed to you in error, please
immediately alert the sender by reply email and then delete this message and any attachments and the reply from your system. If
you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, use, dissemination, copying, or storage of this
message or its attachments is strictly prohibited.
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From: Spranza, John [John.Spranza@hdrinc.com]

Sent: 5/10/2023 1:50:34 PM
To: steve.micko@jacobs.com
CcC: Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]; Angela Bezzone [bezzone@mbkengineers.com]; Leaf, Rob

[Rob.Leaf@jacobs.com]; Thayer, Reed [Reed.Thayer@jacobs.com]; Hassrick, Jason (Jason.Hassrick@icf.com)
[jason.hassrick@icf.com]; Wilder, Rick [Rick. Wilder@icf.com]; Greenwood, Marin [Marin.Greenwood®icf.com];
Lecky, Jim [jim.lecky@icf.com]

Subject: RE: Sites Fisheries Analysis Follow-Up

Thanks for following up on this Steve. That RB vs WS is really strange, although maybe it is so scattered and inconsistent
because there are a lot of straws in the river between there and WS.

T Tr—
SCREREY SRPanIs

i

D 910.870.0858 M 810.040.2487

From: Micko, Steve <Steve.Micko@jacobs.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 10, 2023 9:28 AM

To: Spranza, John <john.spranza@hdrinc.com>

Cc: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe @sitesproject.org>; Angela Bezzone <bezzone@mbkengineers.com>; Leaf, Rob
<Rob.Leaf@jacobs.com>; Thayer, Reed <Reed.Thayer@jacobs.com>

Subject: Sites Fisheries Analysis Follow-Up

CAUTERN [EXTERNAL] This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless vou recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi John,

At the last fisheries agency coordination meeting | attended, | noted the following action items:

® With daily averaged CDEC data, prepare scatter plots of:

o Sac R at Red Bluff vs Sac R at Wilkins SI flow

o Sac R at Hamilton vs Sac R at Wilkins Sl flow

® Evaluate the proportion of release through Dunnigan Pipeline that goes to Knights Landing Ridge Cut or Knights
Landing Outfall Gates

° Evaluate the percent of river diverted at each diversion location

I know it’s been some time.. See responses below.
Let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks,
Steve
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Alternative Entering Knights Landing Outfall . . - .

Gates Entering Knights Landing Ridge Cut
Alt 3A 041122 2035CT 71% 29%
Alt 3B 041122 2035CT 70% 30%

Average Proportion of River Flow Diverted (in months with diversions)

Alternative Proportion of River Diverted at Red Prop.ortion.of River Diverted at
Bluff Hamilton City

Alt 3A 041122 2035CT 9% 5%

Alt 3B 041122 2035CT 9% 5%

Steve Micko, PE (he/him) | Jacobs | Project Manager
0:916.286.0358 | M:408.834.6614 | Steve Mickodiacebs.com
2485 Natomas Park Drive Suite 600 | Sacramento, CA 95833
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Lower Colusa Basin Drain
System Mapping
M eeti n g M i nutes Affordable Water, Sustainably Managed

Méeting Information:

Date: May 2, 2023 Location: iooation
. Finish
Start Time: 3 p.m. Time: 4 p.m
Purpose: Kick off effort to develop a set of maps that identify, organize, and communicate

key issues affecting distinct sections of the Lower CBD System.

eting Participants:

.

s,
Support

1, Sites

N f?’s;f: FESIIants

tion Items:

Action Item Owner Deadline Notes
Pull various existing datasets/shapefiles May 24
1 together over the next ~two weeks Randy 2023 !
through May 17, 2023.
Share Sharepoint site and GIS data .
2 procedure fopr uploading/sharing Randy May 2, DONE. See email dated
- . 2023 May 2, 2023 from Randy.
existing datasets/shapefiles.
Upload water rights-related maps,
including diversion points, return flows May 17
3 to the Lower CBD System, and flow Angela 2023 !
monitoring locations to SharePoint
site.
Upload land ownership maps &
4 coordinate with Mike Azevedo about Kevin May 17,
whether a map with the Colusa Basin 2023
Drainage District boundaries exists.
Check with enviro team on mitigation May 17
5 banks/conservation easement maps Amparo 2023 !
and upload maps available.
MEETING MINUTES | Lower CBD System Mapping — May 2, 2023 lof4
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Look for relevant maps in the DWR
. S May 17,
6 website (e.g., jurisdictions of water Randy
. o 2023
agencies, etc.) for use in this effort.

2 Research crop type info from DWR Rich May 17,
website and upload to SharePoint. 2023
Recommend potential threshold for g/loaz\,;ﬂ,

8 impacts upstream of Dunnigan Pipeline | Pete L

. . (confirm if
and delineate extent of these impacts. .
feasible)
Schedule follow up meeting based on
. . May 17,

9 preliminary maps generated after May | Rich 5023

24, 2023.

eting Minutes:

e Pete shared the LIDAR map used for
conveyance design and highlighted key
facilities. He was not certain about the
extent of the LIDAR.

e Kevin noted that land ownership mapping
for the Lower Colusa Basin Drain (CBD)
System is available extending to just north
of where the Dunnigan Pipeline connects
with the CBD (at the County Line Road).
He anticipates that landowner
agreements/flood flowage easements
would extend north to this area, not
necessarily all the way to Balsdon Weir.

e JP suggested that the hydraulic analysis
set a threshold for what could be
considered an impact from Project
operations upstream of Dunnigan Pipeline
connection (e.g., up to 1 foot elevation
rise), which could be used to delineate
the northern extent of potential
landowner agreements/flowage
easements along the CBD.

e JP also suggested that the Lower CBD System could then be broken up into three sections
that reflect the types of required planning efforts, such as: A - CBD upstream of Dunnigan PL
where WSE elevation change less than [1'?, amount TBD] above Dunnigan PL, assume no
agreements needed, coordination only; B - CBD from Dunnigan PL to KLOG, flowage

MEETING MINUTES | Lower CBD System Mapping — May 2, 2023 20of4
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easements, possible capital improvements; C - Knights Landing Ridge Cut from CBD to
Wallace Weir, flowage easements, possible capital improvements
¢ In addition to the items listed in the table below, attendees identified data that should be
reflected in the maps, including:

{Rhers ’

o Mitigation banks/conservation easements
o Land ownership identified by APN (not landowner names) (available from
Kevin)
o Return flows to the Lower CBD System
o Creeks entering the Lower CBD System
o Points of Diversion along the CBD (available from MBK)
o Geology info along the Lower CBD System
e Angela pointed the team to the DWR district mapping tool, which could be used for
jurisdictional boundaries; there are also other DWR GIS tools that could provide materials
useful for these maps (e.g., https://data.cnra.ca.gov/dataset/statewide-crop-mapping).
e Rich noted that DWR collects crop type
info. https://gis.water.ca.gov/app/CADWRLandUseViewer/?page=home
e Attendees noted that currently there’s no organized O&M on the western levees, that RD
108 maintains the eastern levees, and that the Knights Landing Ridge Drainage District is
responsible for the Knights Landing Ridge Cut O&M.
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From: Janis Offermann [jaoffermann@montrose-env.com]

Sent: 5/10/2023 2:27:23 PM

To: Risse, Danielle [Danielle.Risse@hdrinc.com]; Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]; Kevin Spesert
[kspesert@sitesproject.org]; Laurie Warner Herson [laurie.warner.herson@ phenixenv.com]

Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] RE: did we get a response from Colusa on this letter?

OK 1 will quit looking and send these off, along with the reports.
Thanks!!

From: Risse, Danielle <Danislie Risse@hdrinc.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 10, 2023 1:39 PM

To: Janis Offermann <jaoffermann@montrose-env.com>; Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesprolect.org>; Kevin Spesert
<kspesert@sitesproiect. org>; Laurie Warner Herson <laurie warner herson@phenixenv.coms>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: did we get a response from Colusa on this letter?

Hi Janis,
I have no record of a response to this letter, which is consistent with what we said in the CEQA document for test pits
and trenches.

Thanks, Danielle

Danielle Risse, MA
Office B318-879-5758 Mobile 707-372-5007

hdrinc.ocomffoliow-us

From: Janis Offermann <izoffermann@montrose-env.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 10, 2023 12:56 PM

To: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>; Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproiect org>; Laurie Warner Herson
<laurie.warner. herson@phenixenv.com>; Risse, Danielle <Danielle Risse@hdrinc.eom>

Subject: did we get a response from Colusa on this letter?

CAUTHON: [EXTERNAL] This emall originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi, all

I am compiling all of the consultation letters and the responses from Colusa. | don’t have any response to this letter in
my files, nor is there one in the project files that Danielle and | went through yesterday. | am guessing we didn’t receive
on, based on their February 2022 letter deferring to YD, but | just wanted to circle back to you all in case | missed
something. Does anyone recall getting any response from Colusa on this?

Thanks
janis

Janis Offermann, M.A., RPA

Senior Cuftural Resources Manager

M: 530.220.4818

jaoffermann@montiose-env.oom

Please note new email address after April 1, 2023. | can still receive emails as anis@horizonhZo.com; however, all
of my outgoing emails to you will be from jaoffarmann@montrose-eny.com.
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From: Marcia Kivett [MKivett@sitesproject.org]

Sent: 5/11/2023 10:22:34 AM

To: ripple2016@icloud.com

cC: Smith, Michael {(orange) [michael.g.smith@aecom.com]

BCC: JP Robinette [jrobinette@sitesproject.org]; Luu, Henry [Henry.Luu@hdrinc.com]
Subject: Re: Sites Dam Project

Attachments: 04-04B Work Plan Progress Report - Summary of Changes (1).pdf; 04-04B Work Plan Progress Report (2) (1).pdf

It was very nice speaking with you. I've attached last month's schedule that we discussed. We update this
monthly; it is a standing item in our board packet.

I will add you to our contractor's distribution list and send you our Board Meeting invitations for you to listen
in on any items of interest.

Ali Forsythe, Sites Environmental Planning and Permitting Director, is giving an update on where we are in the
EIR/EIS process at our May 19" Board meeting.

Feel free to let me know if you have any additional questions.

htips://sitesproiect.org/environmental-review/

Thanks,

Marcia Kivett

Sites Project Coordinator
561.843.9740
mkivett@sitesproject.org
P.O. Box 517

122 Old Hwy goW
Maxwell, CA 95955

From: David Ripple <ripple2016 @icloud.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 9, 2023 1:42 PM

To: Smith, Michael (orange) <michael.g.smith@aecom.com>
Cc: 'Bill Graham' <billg@valley-rock.com>

Subject: Sites Dam Project

Michael:

| appreciate you taking the time this afternoon to briefly discuss the environmental review status for the Sites Dam
Project.

As | mentioned, | do consulting for Bill Graham at North Valley Rock and he asked me to review the presentation you
provided and discussed with him. As | indicated, my first question concerned the status of the environmental review
process, and Bill suggested | contact you.

As requested, below is my contact information.

David Ripple
(415) 761-0991
ripple2016@icloud.com
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| would appreciate you passing my contact information along to the individual you mentioned that is handling the

environmental process for the project.
I would like to get a clear understanding of the status of the environmental review (Federal, State and Local)

Thanks,
David Ripple
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Attachment 4.4B

Work Plan Schedule Summary of Changes

The Amendment 3 Work Plan project schedule is maintained and updated monthly. Changes to the previous
month’s schedule affecting the rolled-up summary level schedule are indicated by grey activity bars and
milestone diamonds. Our critical path has been impacted by the changes shown in the schedule and listed
below. Completion dates for Investor Commitment and Construction Groundbreaking have been pushed out 4
weeks from last month’s schedule update.

A summary of changes reflected in the April 2023 Work Plan Schedule includes the following:

e Receive CESA ITP - Operations — Milestone date pushed out 3 weeks.

Justification: Additional activity related to the review of the permit application has been added, resulting
in the completion of this activity being pushed out 3 weeks.

e Receive CESA ITP - Construction — Milestone date pushed out 3 weeks.

Justification: Additional activity related to the review of the permit application has been added, resulting
in the completion of this activity being pushed out 3 weeks.

e Operations Plan, Version 2 — Finish date pushed out 3 weeks.

Justification: Key predecessors to the Operations Plan, Version 2 are the CESA ITP Operations Permit and
CESA ITP Construction Permit. The delay in the issuance of the two CESA ITP Permits have delayed this
activity’s start date.

e Federal ESA — Receive Biological Opinions — Milestone date pushed out 2 weeks.

Justification: The Authority continues to work with Reclamation, USFWS, and NMFS on the Biological
Assessment approach and is close to determining a path forward. Delays in submitting the Biological
Assessment have pushed the timeframe for the Biclogical Opinions out.

e Water Right Permit Issued — Finish date pushed cut 4 weeks, THIS 1S THE CURRENT CRITICAL PATH OF
AMENDMENT 3 WORK PLAN AND THIS DELAY WILL EXTEND THE COMPLETION OF A3 WORK INTO 2025,

Justification: The SWRCB continues with the process of determining that the Application for Water Right
Permit is complete, While this time may be made up later in the process, the logic of the schedule pushes
the overall completion date out, which pushes out critical successor items as noted below.

e Mitigation Cost Estimate Update — Finish date pushed out 5 weeks.

Justification: The Mitigation Strategy is still being developed and updating the Mitigation Cost Estimate will
complete afterward. This delay in the Mitigation Cost Estimate Update continues to have sufficient float and has
no impact on the overall project schedule at this time.

e |nvestor Commitment — Milestone date pushed out 4 weeks.

Justification: Investor Commitment is linked to Water Right Permit Issued and has also been pushed out
by 4 weeks.

e Construction Groundbreaking — Milestone date pushed out 4 weeks.

Justification: Construction Groundbreaking is linked to Investor Commitment and has also been pushed
out by 4 weeks.

4/18/2023 2023 Work Plan Schedule — Summary of Changes 1

Draft_0024865



Lower Colusa Basin Drain
System Mapping
M eeti n g M i nutes Affordable Water, Sustainably Managed

Méeting Information:

Date: May 2, 2023 Location: iooation
. Finish
Start Time: 3 p.m. Time: 4 p.m
Purpose: Kick off effort to develop a set of maps that identify, organize, and communicate

key issues affecting distinct sections of the Lower CBD System.

eting Participants:

.

s,
Support

1, Sites

N f?’s;f: FESIIants

tion Items:

Action Item Owner Deadline Notes
Pull various existing datasets/shapefiles May 24
1 together over the next ~two weeks Randy 2023 !
through May 17, 2023.
Share Sharepoint site and GIS data .
2 procedure fopr uploading/sharing Randy May 2, DONE. See email dated
- . 2023 May 2, 2023 from Randy.
existing datasets/shapefiles.
Upload water rights-related maps,
including diversion points, return flows May 17
3 to the Lower CBD System, and flow Angela 2023 !
monitoring locations to SharePoint
site.
Upload land ownership maps &
4 coordinate with Mike Azevedo about Kevin May 17,
whether a map with the Colusa Basin 2023
Drainage District boundaries exists.
Check with enviro team on mitigation May 17
5 banks/conservation easement maps Amparo 2023 !
and upload maps available.
MEETING MINUTES | Lower CBD System Mapping — May 2, 2023 lof4
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Look for relevant maps in the DWR
. S May 17,
6 website (e.g., jurisdictions of water Randy
. o 2023
agencies, etc.) for use in this effort.

2 Research crop type info from DWR Rich May 17,
website and upload to SharePoint. 2023
Recommend potential threshold for g/loaz\,;ﬂ,

8 impacts upstream of Dunnigan Pipeline | Pete L

. . (confirm if
and delineate extent of these impacts. .
feasible)
Schedule follow up meeting based on
. . May 17,

9 preliminary maps generated after May | Rich 5023

24, 2023.

eting Minutes:

e Pete shared the LIDAR map used for
conveyance design and highlighted key
facilities. He was not certain about the
extent of the LIDAR.

e Kevin noted that land ownership mapping
for the Lower Colusa Basin Drain (CBD)
System is available extending to just north
of where the Dunnigan Pipeline connects
with the CBD (at the County Line Road).
He anticipates that landowner
agreements/flood flowage easements
would extend north to this area, not
necessarily all the way to Balsdon Weir.

e JP suggested that the hydraulic analysis
set a threshold for what could be
considered an impact from Project
operations upstream of Dunnigan Pipeline
connection (e.g., up to 1 foot elevation
rise), which could be used to delineate
the northern extent of potential
landowner agreements/flowage
easements along the CBD.

e JP also suggested that the Lower CBD System could then be broken up into three sections
that reflect the types of required planning efforts, such as: A - CBD upstream of Dunnigan PL
where WSE elevation change less than [1'?, amount TBD] above Dunnigan PL, assume no
agreements needed, coordination only; B - CBD from Dunnigan PL to KLOG, flowage

MEETING MINUTES | Lower CBD System Mapping — May 2, 2023 20of4
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easements, possible capital improvements; C - Knights Landing Ridge Cut from CBD to
Wallace Weir, flowage easements, possible capital improvements
¢ In addition to the items listed in the table below, attendees identified data that should be
reflected in the maps, including:

{Rhers ’

o Mitigation banks/conservation easements
o Land ownership identified by APN (not landowner names) (available from
Kevin)
o Return flows to the Lower CBD System
o Creeks entering the Lower CBD System
o Points of Diversion along the CBD (available from MBK)
o Geology info along the Lower CBD System
e Angela pointed the team to the DWR district mapping tool, which could be used for
jurisdictional boundaries; there are also other DWR GIS tools that could provide materials
useful for these maps (e.g., https://data.cnra.ca.gov/dataset/statewide-crop-mapping).
e Rich noted that DWR collects crop type
info. https://gis.water.ca.gov/app/CADWRLandUseViewer/?page=home
e Attendees noted that currently there’s no organized O&M on the western levees, that RD
108 maintains the eastern levees, and that the Knights Landing Ridge Drainage District is
responsible for the Knights Landing Ridge Cut O&M.

MEETING MINUTES | Lower CBD System Mapping — May 2, 2023 30of4
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Fishery Enhancement/
Off-Stream Storage Study

Vetorans Lake-Sleslhesd Lake Concept

September 28, 2016
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Veterans Lake — Steelhead Lake
Fishery Enhancement / Off-Stream Storage

July 2013

o |
M5 Lake . steeine®®

The proposed off-stream reservoirs at Veterans Lake and Steelhead Lake combined could store up to
approximately 2.4 million acre-feet of water for statewide use, plus ensure reliable cold water spawning flows for
up to 110 miles of streams to benefit anadromous fish. This off-stream concept is new; nothing like any of the
large on-stream dams considered and rejected years ago for this area. Both lakes could be filled with Shasta Lake
water via Whiskeytown Lake and a new 13-mile gravity flow conveyance tunnel from Whiskeytown to Veterans.
Two options for getting water from Shasta to Whiskeytown include: 1) Pump up through the existing Spring
Creek tunnel from Keswick Lake, or 2) Add a new 9-mile tunnel directly from Shasta to Whiskeytown. A separate
5-mile tunnel would take water over to Steelhead Lake. Many other conveyance and diversion options are also
possible. Increased storage-yield primarily comes from excess Shasta Lake water plus some from diversions
within the Cottonwood Creek watershed. Flood protection downstream of Keswick is improved by diverting
excess Shasta Lake water off-site. The over 400-foot deep reservoirs will provide significant volumes of cold water
storage. Releases in excess of spawning flows could be sent back through Whiskeytown/Keswick reservoirs.

The off-stream reservoirs would be located on minor tributaries that: 1) Do not support anadromous fish, 2) Are
not considered critical habitat for Chinook Salmon and Central Valley Steelhead, 3) Will not affect critical
sediment flow and gravel migration into the Sacramento River, and 4) Will not negatively impact endangered or
threatened anadromous fish.

Schoenfield connection: With Veterans Lake and Steelhead Lake in place, an additional 9.5 mile gravity flow
conveyance tunnel could connect to the proposed Schoenfield Reservoir southwest of Red Bluff. This
connection would provide a needed water source for the up to 400,000 acre-feet off-stream Schoenfield location
and make it possible to ensure reliable cold water spawning flows for up to an additional 89 miles of streams.

® [ncrease water supply Secondary objectives:
N e [ncrease survival of anadromous fish e Sustainable hydropower
Objectives: . B .
s |ncrease water quality and reliability ® Recreation
s |ncrease water management flexibility e Limited flood control

e Up to approximately 1 million acre-feet e Up to approximately 1.4 million acre-feet
Off-stream reservoir e Max water surface elevation = up to 1130 feet e Max water surface elevation = up to 1300 feet
information: e Surface area = up to 7,000 acres e Surface area = up to 9,000 acres

e Max depth at dam = up to 410 feet e Max depth at dam = up to 430 feet

e 13 miles  NF Cottonwood Creek e 31 miles Cold Fork + SF Cottonwood Cr
Streams to have reliable e 14 miles MF Cottonwood Creek e 19 miles Salt Creek
cold water spawning flows: | ¢ 4 miles Roaring “River” e 7 miles Dry Creek

e 22miles Main channel Cottonwood Creek e 110 miles TOTAL Veterans + Steelhead
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July 2013
Veterans Lake — Steelhead Lake
Fishery Enhancement / Off-Stream Storage

Conveyance — Diversion - Fishery Enhancement Options

Redding

Red Bluff

information only - past proposed on-stream dams: 1-Hulen Lake 2-Fiddlers Lake 3-Dippingvat Lake 4-Dutch Guich Lake 5-Tehama Lake

Note:
Schoenfield Reservoir and the conveyance tunnel connecting it are shown here for information only on how it would fit into the
proposed Veterans Lake — Steelhead Lake fishery enhancement / off-stream storage concept.

* The proposed conveyance tunnel directly between Shasta Lake and Whiskeytown Lake has been dropped from consideration.
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Fishery Enhancement / Off-Stream Storage Study
Veterans Lake-Steelhead Lake Concept

Legend ans infn.
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Figure ES-3. Revised VLSL Concept — Flow Schematic (Source: Reclamation, Modified by
HDR)
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Fishery Enhancement / Off-Stream Storage Study
Veterans Lake-Steelhead Lake Concept

Proposed Sleam
Augrentaiion
Dischargs
Location

Figure 3-1. HDR-Proposed Water Conveyance and Pumping Systems for VLSL Concept

46 | September 28, 2016
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2023 Comments on 2016 Report

Finding large off-stream locations to store up to over 2.4 MAF of water for statewide use that does not require any new on-
stream diversions that can be filled from existing reservoirs is a giant win. The over 400 ft deep reservoirs at VLSL will
develop large cold water pools directly adjacent to critical habitat streams for anadromous fish. In these days, that is the
equivalent to finding liquid gold! No matter what, we have to figure out an economical way to fill them with water.

The 2016 report "Fishery Enhancement / Off-Stream Storage Study Veterans Lake / Steelhead Lake (VLSL) Concept" by HDR
for Reclamation (2016 Report) provided an overview of the concept proposed water project.

A very brief summary of the scope/features of the VLSL concept from the 2016 Report is as follows:

e Veterans Lake ~1.0 MAF off-stream storage for statewide use
o Includes large cold water pool
o Afterbay reservoir
o Power generating plant
e Steelhead Lake ~1.2 MAF - ~1.6 MAF off-stream storage for statewide use
o Includes large cold water pool
o Afterbay reservoir
o Power generating plant
e Conveyance tunnels
o Gravity flow conveyance tunnel from Whiskeytown to Veterans
o Pumped flow from Keswick to Whiskeytown
o  Pumped flow from Veterans to Steelhead
e Augmentation with cold water for spawning flows for 110 miles of 8 critical habitat streams for anadromous fish
o Direct piping from reservoirs to 6 of the critical habitat streams
e ~1.3 MAF/year of water supplied by Shasta Lake
o ~0.7 MAF/year of gravity flow water from Trinity River Diversion (TRD} at Whiskeytown Lake
¢  All TRD water makes it to the Sacramento River via VLSL facilities
o ~0.6 MAF/year of pumped water from Keswick Lake to Whiskeytown Lake
e  Pumping plant at Keswick

The long list of features and infrastructure above shows that there is much more to VLSL than just water storage. In fact,
the fishery enhancement portion of VLSL includes the augmentation of the streams for spawning flows which takes
significant infrastructure, causes the conveyance tunnels to be larger, and “uses” substantially more water than water
storage alone. Water needs for stream augmentation for all eight streams causes about 45% of the overall water budget to
be pumped up from Keswick Lake to Whiskeytown Lake - which is not nearly as cost effective as regular gravity flow.

One measure of water storage projects is the cost per acre-ft of water stored. The cost of water stored at VLSL comes in
high - in the range of $2,700 to 53,300 per acre-foot. But that is only half the story. That number alone does not give any
credit to the large cold water pools created by VLSL and significant amount of spawning flows on critical habitat streams for
anadromous fish. The up to 110 miles of streams with spawning flows to benefit anadromous fish is something unique to
VLSL. Since VLSL are deep enough to develop cold water pools, it would be a shame not to take advantage of it. It would
be sort of like finding gold but using it to make gravel instead of fine jewelry or other more appropriate higher uses.
Funding for fishery enhancements is part of legislation.

The 2016 Report shows the VLSL fishery enhancement and water storage costs came in too high to compete head to head
with other water storage only projects. The VLSL concept is more than just water storage. Therefore, it does makes sense,
however, to first prioritize water storage then limit stream augmentation to what can be done cost effectively or without
requiring water pumping from Keswick to Whiskeytown.
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Veterans Lake / Steelhead Lake (VLSL) 2023 Comments on 2016 Report

Scope to Prioritize Water Storage and Reduce Costs

It is possible to reduce overall costs from the 2016 Report at VLSL while maximizing water storage — and thus lower the net
cost per acre-foot. Looking at the 2016 Report there are some scope elements - such as building only Veterans Lake - for
instance, and construction methods that can be looked at to lower overall costs. Scope can prioritize a much more
conventional water storage only with sizing and infrastructure scaled back accordingly. Stream augmentation can also be
prioritized to avoid use of expensive infrastructure. See revised scope options for VLSL focused on water storage below.

Dam and Dike Construction

Concrete Faced Rockfill Dam (CFRD) construction was assumed for all dam and dike locations for VLSL in the 2016 Report.
Dam and dike construction is perhaps the single largest cost component in all water storage projects. However, earthfill or
embankment dams can be typically constructed at a lower cost than CFRD. Earthfill / embankment dams may be 25% to
35% or more cheaper than CFRD construction. That is a big difference on the single biggest ticket on a water storage
project. Many of the item costs in the 2016 Report are listed as percentages of the total project costs so reducing the
dam/dike costs will “multiply” the savings. Also, many major dams in the area are earthfill or embankment construction
(Whiskeytown, Trinity, and Oroville, for instance) as are most of the dams under consideration for other future water
storage projects around the state.

There may be an engineering or other reasons why CFRD construction was selected at VLSL and not at other locations. If
not, a more apples for apples comparison on costs for VLSL would mean either converting all other potential dam locations
statewide to CFRD construction (for the purposes of cost comparison only) or using an earthfill or embankment
construction option for VLSL. That would put VLSL on an a more equal cost comparison to other potential projects.

Water Diversions From Whiskeytown Lake for VLSL
The absolute key to the entire VLSL water storage concept is to use water diverted from Whiskeytown Lake via a new

gravity flow conveyance tunnel to Veterans Lake. Currently Trinity River Diversions (TRD) to the Sacramento River are via
conveyance tunnels from Lewiston Lake to Whiskeytown Lake then on to Keswick Lake. See the table below for more info.

Total flows into Whiskeytown Lake each year are approximated as follows:

Source
604,000 Actual 22 year average from 2001-2022
704,000 Legislation allows this volume per year
650,000 e Rough average of actual volume and legislative
allowed volume
100,000 to 130,000 | Natural flows into Whiskeytown e Assumed to be about 21% of total flows
750,000 | TOTAL inflow into Whiskeytown e Using 650,000 + 100,000 = 750,000

e About 13% of total inflow is released into Clear
Creek for City of Redding power generation
and fish flows

e Assumes releases of TRD flows to Keswick are
reduced to zero

e Currently — all of this water flows from
Whiskeytown to Keswick each year

¢ All the TRD water makes it way to the
Sacramento River via VLSL facilities instead of
via Keswick

Releases to Clear Creek South

(100,000) Powerhouse / and Clear Creek

Available to release to VLSL each year —

650,000 . .
all with gravity flow
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Veterans Lake / Steelhead Lake (VLSL) 2023 Comments on 2016 Report

e No net changes of inflow into Keswick

e No net changes to TRD flows to the
Sacramento River

Increased releases from Shasta Lake into | ¢ Every drop of water diverted to VLSLis

Keswick replaced by increased releases from Shasta
into Keswick

e Keswick maintains the same water volume and
temperature as if there was no VLSL project

650,000

Since increased Shasta releases are used to make up for diverted flows to VLSL — then excess flows at Shasta Lake are
effectively used to fill VLSL.

Significant costs and added infrastructure can be avoided if the scope of work does not include pumping water up from
Keswick Lake to Whiskeytown Lake to serve the VLSL project. The key to making VLSL cost effective and able to compete
with other potential projects is to prioritize water storage first and then add only as much stream augmentation as possible
without pumping water up from Keswick Lake. Streams should be prioritized so that those with the most “bang for the
buck” are selected first for direct stream augmentation.

Lost Power Generation

Since Trinity River Diversion flows to Keswick Lake will be reduced to zero to send water to VLSL, power generation at the
Spring Creek Powerplant at Keswick from TRD water will also go to zero. That power loss can be largely offset by the
increased releases at Shasta Dam. Since the same volume of water will be newly released from Shasta that used to flow
from Whiskeytown, power generation will still occur at the Shasta Powerplant, though the available head is less at Shasta
which means less power will be generated.

Whiskeytown / Keswick can still be used as a peaking power generator with flows down to Keswick during peak power
periods then offset by pumping back into Whiskeytown during off peak hours. Peak power generation at Spring
Creek/Keswick does not have anything to do with water diverted to the VLSL project.

Water Budget Used to Set Scope

With a water budget of roughly 650,000 ac-ft per year available for use by VLSL (adjust as needed as further studies
confirm), set a scope of work first to prioritize water storage, then with the remaining water, prioritize which additional
streams to augment with cold water spawning flows.

Scope - prioritized to maximize water storage — then augment streams:

e Veterans Lake ~1.0 MAF off-stream storage for statewide use
o Includes large cold water pool
o Dam and dikes as needed
o  Gravity flow conveyance tunnel sized to only serve Veterans Lake
= No stream augmentation (other than at the main dam)
= No afterbay
o Includes power generation at Roaring River
o Includes cold water spawning flows at Roaring River — then flowing downstream to Middle Fork of
Cottonwood Creek then to Main Cottonwood Creek to Sacramento River

e Assume there is water remaining — then

e Steelhead Lake/Small — smaller, gravity flow version
o Resize the gravity flow conveyance tunnel from Whiskeytown to Veterans to also serve Steelhead/Small
o Gravity flow conveyance tunnel sized for storage only from Veterans Lake to Steelhead/Small
o Dams and dikes as needed

3
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Veterans Lake / Steelhead Lake (VLSL) 2023 Comments on 2016 Report

o Steelhead Lake/Small storage is around 200,000 to 250,000 ac-ft or so
= Similar in size to Whiskeytown Lake (storage of 241,100 ac-ft)
= No stream augmentation {other than at the main dam)
= No afterbay
o Includes power generation at Dry Creek
o Includes cold water spawning flows at Dry Creek - then flowing downstream to South Fork of Cottonwood
Creek then Main Cottonwood Creek to Sacramento River

If the roughly 650,000 ac-ft water budget is enough to fill and operate these two reservoirs as storage only - Veterans Lake
and Steelhead Lake/Small - they will not require a single drop of conveyance water to be pumped. Storage will sum to
about 1.2 to 1.3 MAF and include a new cold water pool for anadromous fish. Creeks already receiving cold water spawning
flows at the dam outlets include Roaring River and Dry Creek. Infrastructure is largely limited to two gravity flow
conveyance tunnels, two power generating plants, and power transmission lines. Ideally, Veterans Lake and
Steelhead/Small could be operated much like Whiskeytown Lake which maintains pretty much a constant water elevation
year round.

e [f there is still water remaining from the 650,000 ac-ft water budget — then there are two options to consider
e Do not go over the water budget of 650,000 ac-ft/year that requires water to be pumped up from Keswick to
Whiskeytown

Option 1 - Add More Water Storage

e Steelhead Lake ~1.4 MAF off-stream storage for statewide use

o Includes large cold water pool
e Use pumped conveyance to build regular full size Steelhead Lake

o Resize the gravity flow conveyance tunnel from Whiskeytown to Veterans to also serve the full size
Steelhead Lake
Pumped conveyance tunnel from Veterans to Steelhead sized for the bigger Steelhead Lake
Storage at Steelhead Lake is around 1.4 MAF
No afterbay
Includes power generation at Salt Creek
Includes cold water spawning flows at Salt Creek — then flowing downstream to Dry Creek, then to South
Fork of Cottonwood Creek then Main Cottonwood Creek to Sacramento River

O O 0 O ©

Option 2 — add More Stream Augmentation

e Add direct stream augmentation for cold water spawning flows to the priority list of streams
o Resize the gravity flow conveyance tunnels as needed to account for spawning flows
o  Still no pumping required for any conveyance flows
o Potential creeks to be prioritized include for augmented flows
= There is not enough water (total water budget of ~650,000 ac-ft/year) for all four of these creeks
- must prioritize
e North Fork of Cottonwood Creek
e Middle Fork of Cottonwood Creek
e Salt Creek
e Cold Fork of Cottonwood Creek

Note: Some streams already get cold water augmented spawning flows as the water is released from Veterans into Roaring
River and from Steelhead into either Dry Creek or Salt Creek (depending on the size of lake).

The VLSL concept will be most competitive with other potential water storage projects if: prioritize scope to maximize
water storage, limit scope to water available by gravity flow from Whiskeytown, use the same dam/dike type as other
projects (where feasible), maximize use of gravity flow for conveyance, limit infrastructure that does not increase storage,
and augment priority streams with cold water for spawning flows.

4
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From: Joe Trapasso [jtrapasso@sitesproject.org]

Sent: 5/11/2023 8:54:54 PM

To: Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]

CcC: Kevin Spesert [kspesert@sitesproject.org]
Subject: RE: Sites Project - Colusa Monitoring Agreement
Ali,

I emailed Alan requesting he review the CICC executed agreement:

® To determine if it meets our current contracting requirements.

® If we could amend Article B. Term regarding “......it shall remain in effect until the completion of the 2019
Geotechnical Investigations depicted in Attachment I.” to get the monitoring work started soon. Of course, CICC would
also want to revise their billing rates and potentially add more definition to the scope.

I will let you know as soon as | get a response from Alan.

Joe

From: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>
Sent: Thursday, May 11, 2023 10:29 AM

To: Joe Trapasso <jtrapasso@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>

Subject: Re: Sites Project - Colusa Monitoring Agreement

Hi Joe - Can you run the agreement through legal and see if we can still use it? Id like to get them out in the
field ASAP if we can.

Ali

Alicia Forsythe | Environmental Planning and Permitting Manager | Sites Reservoir Project | 916.880.0676 |
aforsythe@sitesproject.org | www.SitesProject.org

From: Joe Trapasso <jtrapasso@sitesproject.org>

Sent: Monday, May 8, 2023 7:55:16 PM

To: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>

Subject: RE: Sites Project - Colusa Monitoring Agreement

Attached is the Colusa Indian CC executed agreement. It was reviewed by legal but may need to be reviewed again as
our view of agreements has changed over the past four years. Also the attachments will change and billing rates will
likely be increased. | think the Tribal staff we dealt with in the past are no longer there.

| will review in more detail later.

Joe

From: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>
Sent: Monday, May 8, 2023 4:58 PM
To: Joe Trapasso <jtrapasso@sitesproject.org>
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Cc: Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>
Subject: Sites Project - Colusa Monitoring Agreement
Importance: High

Joe - The Colusa Tribe has expressed an interest in doing Tribal monitoring. | know we have had an agreement
with them in the past. Do you have this and if so, can you send it over?

Also, is the agreement still valid? Meaning if we wanted to get them out quickly under this agreement, can we
do this? Kevin thought that maybe it didnt have an end date and that it might still be "in effect”.

Ali

Alicia Forsythe | Environmental Planning and Permitting Manager | Sites Project Authority | 916.880.0676
| aforsythe@sitesproject.org | www.SitesProject.org

-anfidential and/or tegally privileged information. If is solely
; > or disclosure is prohibited and may vielate applicable laws
setronic Communications Privacy Act. If vou are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and des troy all copies of
the communteation,
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File Provided Natively
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File Provided Natively
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From: Micko, Steve [Steve.Micko@jacobs.com]

Sent: 4/24/2023 5:28:29 PM

To: Davis-Fadtke, Kristal@Wildlife [Kristal.Davis-Fadtke@wildlife.ca.gov];
Williams, Jonathan@Wildlife [Jonathan.Williams@wildlife.ca.gov]; Sherrick
Robert@Wildlife [Robert.Sherrick@Wildlife.ca.gov]

CcC: Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]; Spranza, John
[john.spranza@hdrinc.com]; Angela Bezzone
[bezzone@mbkengineers.com]; Leaf, Rob [Rob.Leaf@jacobs.com]; Thayer,
Reed [Reed.Thayer@jacobs.com]

Subject: RE: Sites Project - Operations ITP, Continued Modeling Discussion

Hi Kristal, Jon and Rob,

At this mﬂ, we’ve posted CalSim Il studies for the following alternatives:
NAA 041222 2035CT

No Action Alternative (for the BA/ITP)

ALT 3A 041122 2035CT

Alternative 3A {for the BA/ITP)

1.5 MAF Sites Reservoir

25% Reclamation Investment

Includes Shasta exchanges

ALT 3B 041122 2035CT

Alternative 3B (for the BA/ITP)

1.5 MAF Sites Reservoir

16% Reclamation investment

Includes Shasta exchanges

ALT 1A 062222 2035CT

Alternative 1A at 2035CT climate (as requested by CDFW)
1.5 MAF Sites Reservoir

No Reclamation investment

Includes Shasta exchanges

ALT 1A 062222 noShaEXCH 2035CT

Alternative 1A at 2035CT climate without Shasta exchange (as requested by CDFW)
1.5 MAF Sites Reservoir

No Reclamation investment

No Shasta exchanges

O 0 o0 O ¢ OO0 OO ® O O O O & 0 O O O & O e

A trend reporting spreadsheet, with results of the alternatives above, is also posted to the link above.
Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks,
Steve

Steve Micko, PE (he/him) | Jacobs | Project Manager
0:916.286.0358 | M:408.834.6614 | Steve Micko@iacobs.com
2485 Natomas Park Drive Suite 600 | Sacramento, CA 95833

From: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe @sitesproject.org>
Sent: Monday, April 3, 2023 10:57 AM
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To: Alicia Forsythe; Davis-Fadtke, Kristal@Wildlife; Williams, Jonathan@Wildlife; Spranza, John; Micko, Steve; Angela
Bezzone

Subject: Sites Project - Operations ITP, Continued Modeling Discussion

When: Monday, April 17, 2023 1:00 PM-2:00 PM (UTC-08:00} Pacific Time (US & Canada).

Where: Microsoft Teams Meeting

Just a small group discussion on modeling. Steve and Angela, hopefully you both can join.

Microsoft Teams meeting

Join on your computer, mobile app or room device
Click here 1o join the mestin

Meeting ID: 266 274 400 733
Passcode:; SYe23W

Download Teams | Jolnon the web

Or call in {audio only)

+1 S16-538-7065, 38309384838 United States, Sacramento
Phone Conference ID: 363 (083 693#

Find s local number | Reset PIN

Leamn More | Mesting options
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From: Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]

Sent: 5/12/2023 2:10:48 PM

To: Laurie Warner Herson [laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com]; Jerry Brown [jbrown@sitesproject.org]; Kevin
Spesert [kspesert@sitesproject.org]

CC: Marcia Kivett [MKivett@sitesproject.org]; JP Robinette [jrobinette@sitesproject.org]

Subject: Re: LCWG May Agenda Item on Socioeconomic Outlook

Laurie - can you explain the construction jobs a little better? The about 100 direct construction jobs seems low
to me.

Alicia Forsythe | Environmental Planning and Permitting Manager | Sites Project Authority | 916.880.0676
| aforsythe@sitesproject.org | www.SitesProject.org

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This cammunication with its contents may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. it is soiely for
the usa of the intended recipient{s}. Unauthorized interception, review, use or disclosure is prohibited and may vioiate applicable laws
including the Elactronic Communications Privacy Act. If you are not the intended recipiant, pisase contact the sander and dastroy all copies of
the communication.

From: Laurie Warner Herson <laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com>

Sent: Friday, May 12, 2023 11:25 AM

To: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>; Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Marcia Kivett <MKivett@sitesproject.org>; JP Robinette <jrobinette@sitesproject.org>; Alicia Forsythe
<aforsythe@sitesproject.org>

Subject: RE: LCWG May Agenda ltem on Socioeconomic Outlook

Hi Jerry,

Apologies for this late response — | was driving back from Monterey when you sent this yesterday. My responses are
below:

1. Is the referenced SAP/IMPLAN modeling that was done documented in reports that could be provided for more
detail if requested?

Appendix 30A of the RDEIR/SDEIS provides an overview of the modeling. It includes an updated introduction and
reproduces the 2017 appendices:

® 22A Economics Analytical Framework

® 228 Reporting Metrics Tool

® 22C Regional Economics Modeling

® 22D Urban Water Supply Economics Modeling
® 22E Urban Water Quality Economics Modeling
e 22F Agricultural Supply Economics Modeling

More models were used than are listed in the slides but IMPLAN and SWAP were key. Appendix 30B, Comparison of
Regional Hydrologic Model Results to Inform Economic Anolyses is where you can find the comparison of the 2017
hydrologic modeling water supply resulis to the revised project and supports the continued use of 2017 economic
modeling for the purposes of the EIR/EIS.

2. Is there an estimate of # of construction jobs generated {direct and indirect)?

Yes, the 2017 modeling projected that from 99 to 115 direct jobs and from 448 and 503 total jobs {i.e,, direct, indirect,
and induced jobs) would be generated by construction.

3. linfer the annual property tax loss between the 2 copies is estimated to be $300,000. Am | reading this
correctly?
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Yes, based on the 2017 modeling, “Annual losses in property tax revenue were estimated to be 530,892 in Glenn County
and 5274,239 in Colusa County. These amounts totaled 0.04% and 0.33%, respectively, of the Counties’ total revenue in
the 2015-2016 fiscal year.”

4. For the property tax loss do you know off the top of your head whether there been any consideration of the
“Williamson act” effects?

| did not find a reference Lo Willlamson Act contracts in the Sociceconomic chapter or appendices, although we
guantified the acreage of impacts in Chapter 15, Agricufture and Forestry Resources and provide Table 15-17. Land under
Williamson Act Contract Permanently Disturbed by Project Facilities under Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 {acres). Figures {15-
43, 15-4b, and 15-4¢) illustrating the location of Williamson Act contracts are also provided in the RDEIR/SDEIS.

5. The omission of any mention of sales tax revenue in Colusa or Glenn counties implies this was not considered. Is
this correct? | assume it was not modeled given the qualitative conclusions but can reach out to AECOM and CH 1o
confirm, if needed.

Please let me know if you need anything else.

Laurie

From: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>

Sent: Thursday, May 11, 2023 2:54 PM

To: Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Laurie Warner Herson <laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com>
Cc: Marcia Kivett <MKivett@sitesproject.org>; JP Robinette <jrobinette@sitesproject.org>; Alicia Forsythe
<aforsythe@sitesproject.org>

Subject: Re: LCWG May Agenda ltem on Socioeconomic Outlook

Laurie — these look fantastic. Thank you for preparing them. Just so | am informed that questions arise can you respond
to:

1. Is the referenced SAP/IMPLAN modeling that was done documented in reports that could be provided for more
detail if requested?

2. Is there an estimate of # of construction jobs generated {direct and indirect)?

3. | infer the annual property tax loss between the 2 copies is estimated to be $300,000. Am | reading this
correctly?

4, For the property tax loss do you know off the top of your head whether there been any consideration of the
“Williamson act” effects?

5. The omission of any mention of sales tax revenue in Colusa or Glenn counties implies this was not considered. Is

this correct?

Kevin,
1. Were we able to acquire the Williamson act GIS layer for the reservoir footprint?
2. Please provide a link to the location on sharepoint where these and the other files for LCWG meeting are

located. I may need to make a few other tweaks and | promised Wendy to share before the meeting.

From: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe @sitesproject.org>

Date: Thursday, May 11, 2023 at 10:49 AM

To: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>, Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>, JP Robinette
<jrobinette@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Laurie Warner Herson <laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com>

Subject: Fw: LCWG May Agenda Item on Socioeconomic Outlook

Hi Jerry - Laurie put together some summary slides of the sociceconomics analysis in the RDEIR/SDEIS. Let
us know if you have any questions, concerns, or would like more information. | do suspect the tax revenue
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loss will need to be recalculated as we acquire land and as | think the county's revenues have recently
changed. But this provides a ball park range.

Including JP and Kevin so they are aware of this analysis.
Thanks Laurie!

Ali

Alicia Forsythe | Environmental Planning and Permitting Manager | Sites Project Authority | 916.880.0676
| aforsythe(@sitesproject.org | www.SitesProject.org

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may coniain confidential and/or legally privileged information. It is solely
for the use of the intended recipic Unanthorized interception, review, use or disclosure s prohibited and may violate applicable {aws
including the Electronic Communications Privacy Act. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and desiroy all coptes of
the commuunication.

From: Laurie Warner Herson <laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 10, 2023 9:49 AM

To: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>

Subject: FW: LCWG May Agenda ltem on Socioeconomic Outlook

Hi Ali,
Please see the attached draft socioeconomic slides for Jerry. Let me know if you have any questions.

-Laurie

From: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>

Sent: Thursday, May 4, 2023 3:23 PM

To: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe @sitesproject.org>; Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Laurie Warner Herson
<laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com>

Cc: Marcia Kivett <MKivett@sitesproject.org>

Subject: Re: LCWG May Agenda ltem on Socioeconomic Outlook

Yes, 4-5 slides summarizing the analysis and results in Ch 30 would be very much appreciated. Particularly as related to
the County finances. Need by COB 5/11.

From: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe @sitesproject.org>

Date: Thursday, May 4, 2023 at 2:54 PM

To: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>, Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>, Laurie Warner
Herson <laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com>

Cc: Marcia Kivett <MKivett@sitesproject.org>

Subject: Re: LCWG May Agenda ltem on Socioeconomic Outlook

| am not aware of any slides on this chapter. | know | have not put any together. We could do this if you'd
like.
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If | remember correctly, and its been a while, the numbers in Chapter 30 are based off the 1.8 MAF
project. We did not re-run them for the smaller project. Laurie, do you remember this.

Ali

Alicia Forsythe | Environmental Planning and Permitting Manager | Sites Project Authority | 916.880.0676
| aforsythe(@sitesproject.org | www.SitesProject.org

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain confidential and/or legally privileged jnformation. It iz solely
for the vse of the intended recipient(s). Unauthorized interception, review, vse or disclosure i3 p ited and may vielate applicable laws
including ti tectronie Communications Privacy Act. If vou are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender andd desteoy all copies of
the conumunication.

From: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>

Sent: Thursday, May 4, 2023 1:53 PM

To: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>; Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>
Cc: Marcia Kivett <MKivett@sitesproject.org>

Subject: LCWG May Agenda ltem on Socioeconomic Outlook

An item we plan to discuss at this month’s LCWG is Local Government Socioeconomic effects with the Project. | recently
reread Chapter 30 of the RDEIR in this regard. Do we have any slides already prepared that describe the analysis and
findings in Chapter 30? I'm thinking we might want to review these with the LCWG and explain how we are working
with the County to dive deeper into the analysis of sales tax, property tax loss, and recreation revenues to better
determine the magnitude of the “positive” effects our RDEIR finds would come to Glenn and Colusa county as a result of
the Project.

Let me know. Thanks
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From: Jerry Brown [jbrown@sitesproject.org]

Sent: 5/12/2023 2:14:43 PM

To: Luu, Henry [Henry.Luu@hdrinc.com]

CC: JP Robinette [jrobinette@sitesproject.org]; Kevin Spesert [kspesert@sitesproject.org]
Subject: Re: Earthquake Faults @ Sites Reservoir

Very interesting and exactly what | was looking for. Thanks

When the EIR comes out, we will need to include a FAQ on earthquake safety so | am pleased to see we've already had
some conversations about dam and other facility design criteria (e.g. M7 on the Fruto Fault) with DSOD already
engaged.

From: "Luu, Henry" <Henry.Luu@hdrinc.com>
Date: Friday, May 12, 2023 at 1:43 PM

To: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>

Cc: JP Robinette <jrobinette@sitesproject.org>
Subject: RE: Earthquake Faults @ Sites Reservoir

Hi Jerry, attached are a couple of sources for reference:

® Figure 2b, | just noticed a typo towards the bottom of this map where the “Golden Gate Dam” annotation near
the S-2 and NEF-2 fault traces should be labeled as “Sites Dam”. The entire document is on SharePoint @Revised Final
Draft DSOD GIWP v03172023.pdf.

® Seismic characterization — the team presented initial thoughts on existing faults and seismic characterization to
DSOD last month (20230406 Technical Briefing).

D U8.87.885Y M 918.754.75688

hdrine.comfofiow-us

From: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>
Sent: Friday, May 12, 2023 12:57 PM

To: Luu, Henry <Henry.Luu@hdrinc.com>

Cc: JP Robinette <jrobinette @sitesproject.org>
Subject: Earthquake Faults @ Sites Reservoir

CAUTION: [EXTERNAL] This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recoghize the sender and know the content is safe.

Can you direct me to a map that shows the known and active earthquake faults in around or near the footprint of the
reservoir and dams?
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From: Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]

Sent: 5/12/2023 2:29:21 PM

To: Jerry Brown [jbrown@sitesproject.org]

cC: Kevin Spesert [kspesert@sitesproject.org]; Marcia Kivett [MKivett@sitesproject.org]
Subject: Re: Sites Paragraphs for County CEDS Report

Attachments: 20230512_Sites Project Description for Colusa County CEDS Process.docx

Here's the draft write-up for the CEDS effort. Let me know what you all think.

Ali

Alicia Forsythe | Environmental Planning and Permitting Manager | Sites Project Authority | 916.880.0676
| aforsythe@sitesproject.org | www.SitesProject.org

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain confidentisl and/or iagally priviiagad information. it is soiely for
the use of the intended recipient{s). Unautharized interception, review, use or discissure is prohibited and may viclate applicable laws
including the Elactronic Communications Privacy Act. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and destroy all copies of
the communication.

From: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>

Sent: Friday, May 5, 2023 11:49 AM

To: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Marcia Kivett <MKivett@sitesproject.org>
Subject: Sites Paragraphs for County CEDS Report

As discussed this morning can you have someone on within the EPP team provide the following information preferably
in a 2-3 paragraph format that can be transmitted to Colusa County and Chapin Consultants by COB Friday 5/12 for
inclusion in the draft Community Economic Development Strategy document that is being prepared and will highlight
the Sites Project as one of 3 top priorities for the region in terms of stimulating economic development:

Project description (high level)

What is the intent of the investment? (along the lines of a purpose and need statement)- they are gearing the CEDS to
focus on a resiliency message for the region’s economy and our investment description should focus here plus mention
any other reasons for the project.

What is the level of investment?

What is the timeline for the investment?

Where are the locations for the project elements?

What kind of resources (materials, equipment, labor) will the project require and what area do we envision pulling these
in from?

Can we identify ancilliary projects or economic activity that would result the construction of the reservoir? Recreation is
one example.

Hopefully the person this gets assigned to has some experience with CEDS and can craft the information in a manner
that can easily be cut/past into the document.
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From: JP Robinette [jrobinette@sitesproject.org]

Sent: 5/15/2023 7:14:36 AM
To: Cheyanne Harris [CHarris@BrwnCald.com]
Subject: Re: B&O Contract Steering Committee Notes (5/12)

Super helpful, and thanks for sharing!

From: Cheyanne Harris <CHarris@BrwnCald.com>

Sent: Friday, May 12, 2023 12:15 PM

To: JP Robinette <jrobinette @sitesproject.org>

Subject: B&O Contract Steering Committee Notes (5/12)

Sending rough notes if it’s at all helpful. Next scheduled meeting with the Steering group is Fri 6/9.

N What is the Sites Authority committing to build?

© Jerry - '30% design or some other technical milestone that represents 'the Project’

. Jeff - this is doable - similar approach is done on Design Build projects

® Dams are baked; but there's high degree of variability with the conveyance
infrastructure (but this will need to be defined anyway

. Liz - need to be sufficiently conservative (e.g., accounting for changes between 30% and beyond)
. Doug B - need to be careful what's in the Contract (don't want to have to go back to the
homeboards unnecessarily to amend the Contract) - e.g., 30% design may be too early for some Participants to commit
e Liz - is there a document that describes the Project's Performance requirements

= Jerry - there was a 10% design report completed at the end of Amendment 2. Several
Participants mentioned to their homeboards that 30% design would be complete by the end of Amendment 3

e Defining the facilities (e.g., XX miles of Dunnigan Pipeline, XX AF of reservoir - maybe defer to

CEQA document) vs. just defining what is received {% capacity interest + % of available divertable water)
e Potential considerations

. CEQA action - evaluating what the Board's commitment actually will be vs. some
separate summary resolution that defines the project

° Homeboards will in effect approve the project when they take their respective
homeboard actions to approve the Sites Board's CEQA document

. Sites Authority could adopts 30% design (and associated cost estimate) and that gets
referred to in the Contract

e Will draft language to define the Project based on 30% design (with provisions

for design to evolve as needed & in alignment with governance decisions (e.g., Sites Authority decide what 'good
industry practice' looks like based on 75% majority vote)

e What will participants need to know about ops and governance (decision making) to sign the contract
o Draft of ops plan accompanies contract draft?

® Alan - something more in depth than an outline would be helpful

o leff - "true operations are actually outside a Contract (it's one entity that ultimately makes the
day to day decisions)"

" The Plan is just a Plan

° Consider - note to draft (including existing ops plan) with a note to elaborate on when
Participants should expect updated plan & the associated items that'll be reflected in that ops plan update

o How should we best communicate where items will be covered or when [covered elsewhere]
o Governance related

e Will cover specifics in a forthcoming meeting later this month

® Anticipate getting AB/RC on governance considerations in June

" Still working through how these items will get covered in various agreements
e Still unclear what'll actually be reflected in the B&O Contract vs. elsewhere
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o Voting bloc sidebar

Yoting Weights

Passible Yoting Blocs Per Amendment 3 With CCFOWED

North of Deita 35.56% 27.5%%

South of Defta 64.04% 72.07%
@ South of Delts lees MW 46.75% 54.31%

MEDSC glone 17 39% 17.86%

At SWCs 57.52% ¢ BE S8

Al TP 28,60% TIEER

& 31.78% 27.65%

Urban §7.52% 72.35%

Rated Agsncy's 57.85% 5T D

# of Authority Bd menbers on RC 5 3
° Approach/timing for distribution of first draft
o Jerry - don't think we need to take draft to a committee ahead of RC/AB meeting
e Be sure to confirm: What are we asking for in Participant review
° Parking lot
o Steering committee consider items that would require going back to homeboards
o Roadmap of document reviews (for Participants to know when they'll look at the documents referenced
in the Contract)
® Action
o JP/Cheyanne - noodle on WIFIA subcommittee coordination. Hold off on coordinating with Marcia to
schedule
o Liz -
. Will coordinate with individual commentors to closeout comments as needed
° [done during meeting] Will-forward-nvite for 3/22 governance-meetingioAlan
° will draft 'what the Sites Authority committing to build' language to reference to 30% design
. Core team - will draft up some alternatives for Participant consideration (in case the
initial language in the Contract is not specific enough for them)
e Will include a note to draft in the Ops Plan Section of the Contract {incl. existing ops plan, when

Participants should expect the updated plan, and a list of item that'll be reflected in the forthcoming ops plan update
Thanks.

Cheyanne Harris, P.E.*
Browr and Caldwell
CHarris@brwneald.com

T 916.853.5349 | C 916.628.2352
*professional Registration in California
Pronouns: she/her/hers

Brown .

Caldwell
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From: Kevin Spesert [kspesert@sitesproject.org]

Sent: 5/15/2023 7:48:24 AM

To: Jerry Brown [jbrown@sitesproject.org]; Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]
cC: Marcia Kivett [MKivett@sitesproject.org]

Subject: Re: Sites Paragraphs for County CEDS Report

Will do

From: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>

Sent: Monday, May 15, 2023 7:47 AM

To: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe @sitesproject.org>

Cc: Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Marcia Kivett <MKivett@sitesproject.org>
Subject: Re: Sites Paragraphs for County CEDS Report

This looks good. The only thing | changed was to show the construction period of 6-8 years instead of 10 since this is the
latest information on schedule to our Board. | also started a folder here for all CEDS related coordination and placed
this document in the folder.

20230512 Sites Project Description for Colusa County CEDS Process.docx

Kevin — Can you forward this document to Chapin and Greg and his staff?

From: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe @sitesproject.org>

Date: Friday, May 12, 2023 at 2:29 PM

To: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>, Marcia Kivett <MKivett@sitesproject.org>
Subject: Re: Sites Paragraphs for County CEDS Report

Here's the draft write-up for the CEDS effort. Let me know what you all think.

Ali

Alicia Forsythe | Environmental Planning and Permitting Manager | Sites Project Authority | 916.880.0676
| aforsythe(@sttesproject.org | www.SitesProject.org

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. It v solely
for the use of the intended recipient(s). Unaut ception, review, nse or Jise re i proqibited and may violate applicable laws
tncluding the Electronic Communications Privacy Act. If yon are not the intended recipient, please contaet the sender and desiroy all copies of
the conuminication.

From: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>

Sent: Friday, May 5, 2023 11:49 AM

To: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Marcia Kivett <MKivett@sitesproject.org>
Subject: Sites Paragraphs for County CEDS Report
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As discussed this morning can you have someone on within the EPP team provide the following information preferably
in a 2-3 paragraph format that can be transmitted to Colusa County and Chapin Consultants by COB Friday 5/12 for
inclusion in the draft Community Economic Development Strategy document that is being prepared and will highlight
the Sites Project as one of 3 top priorities for the region in terms of stimulating economic development:

Project description (high level)

What is the intent of the investment? (along the lines of a purpose and need statement)— they are gearing the CEDS to
focus on a resiliency message for the region’s economy and our investment description should focus here plus mention
any other reasons for the project.

What is the level of investment?

What is the timeline for the investment?

Where are the locations for the project elements?

What kind of resources (materials, equipment, labor) will the project require and what area do we envision pulling these
in from?

Can we identify ancilliary projects or economic activity that would result the construction of the reservoir? Recreation is
one example.

Hopefully the person this gets assigned to has some experience with CEDS and can craft the information in a manner
that can easily be cut/past into the document.
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From: Brian Rahman [brian@zglobal.biz]

Sent: 5/10/2023 4:09:42 PM

To: Rude, Pete [Pete.Rude@jacobs.com]; Luu, Henry [Henry.Luu@hdrinc.com]

CC: Wu, Dawning [Dawning. Wu@hdrinc.com]; Asil Rafiq [arafiq@zglobal.biz]; Samer Abou Eljoud [samer@zglobal.biz]
Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: [External Email] CAISO Strategy

Attachments: CAISO Interconnection Process Enhancements v1.docx

Pete, Henry,

Attached is a summary/status of the CAISO Interconnection Process Enhancements that will impact Cluster 15 and the
Sites Interconnection Request. Still more to come as they work on Track 2 of the process which is where our main
interest will be. By the end of this month, we should receive their Straw Proposal for the Track 2 changes. At this point
things are still a bit fuzzy on schedule and how Cluster 15 will be processed. From our perspective, | believe we need to
watch out for the following items and be prepared to approach CAISO management if we see conflicts with Sites.

1. Site Control Requirement to enter Phase 2. This is already included in the BPM, based on current info on
schedule phase 1 will end sometime in Q3/Q4 of 2025.

2. Power Purchase Agreement or Short List to enter Phase 2. This is unlikely to be the case for Sites so we need to
help them understand the conflict with construction duration and need for assurance that we have an interconnection
agreement.

3. Provision to only accept requests that are consistent with CPUC IRP. We may be ok here, but based on CAISO
Transmission Planning studies, it will be difficult to secure Resource Adequacy Capacity, which is not critical, but highly
desirable.

4, Provision to limit number of requests based on Transmission planning capacity studies. They have floated ideas
including an auction to secure positions. This could be an issue if we find we are competing with a bunch of power plant
developers.

Look forward to our discussion on these items.
Thanks,
Brian

From: Rude, Pete <Pete.Rude @jacobs.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 10, 2023 12:49 PM

To: Luu, Henry <Henry.Luu@hdrinc.com>; Wu, Dawning <Dawning.Wu@hdrinc.com>
Cc: Brian Rahman <brian@zglobal.biz>

Subject: RE: [External Email] CAISO Strategy

Hi Henry & Dawning — per below from Brian on CA ISO strategy — we are available next week during the following times:

5/17, Wednesday: 1- 3pm
5/18, Thursday: 8-10:00am or 10:30-11:30am
5/19, Friday, all day except 9-10am and 1-2pm.

Let us know and | will set up a call. Thanks.

Peter M. Rude, PE {04, 08, M, 20} /lacebs/ Civil Engineer & Principal Project Manager
1-530-229-3396 (office)/ 1-530-917-4164 (mobile)/ 2525 Airpark Drive, Redding, CA 96001
pete rude®iacobs.com [ www.lacobs.com

From: Brian Rahman <brian@:giohal biz>
Sent: Wednesday, May 10, 2023 10:45 AM
To: Rude, Pete <Pete Rudefiacobs.com>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] CAISO Strategy
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Hi Pete,

I am preparing for our discussion on CAISO and would like to suggest we have a call later next week. The CAISO is
proposing some near-term changes that will go to the Board for approval next week. The second phase is still in
stakeholder process and scheduled to go to board in December. Much of the second phase is still very rough and
stakeholders have lot of conflicting comments. | will draft a short explanation of the expected changes.

Thanks,

Brian

Brian Rahman PE

Yice President, Engineering and Markets

Northern CA Office: 604 Sutter Strest, Suite 250, Folsom, CA 85630
Phone:(916) 985-9461 Cell: (916) 221-0532

Southern CA Office; 750 W. Main Street, Bl Centro, CA 92243
Phone:(760) 355-0288 | email: Brian@zglobal.biz
http://www.zglobal.biz

This e-mail and any attachments thereto, is intended only for use by the addressee{s) named herein and may contain legally
privileged and/or confidential information. If vou are not the intended recipient of this e-mail, you are hereby notified that any
dissemination, distribution or copying of this e-mail, and any attachments thereto, is strictly prohibited. if you have received this e-
rail in error, please notify me by replying to this email.

spam.

This email has been scanned for spam and viruses by Proofpoint Essentials. Click
spam.
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CAISO Interconnection Process Enhancements — ZGlobal Overview
Link to CAISO Initiative for Interconnection Process Enhancements 2023:

https://stakeholdercenter.caiso.com/RecurringStakeholderProcesses/Interconnection-process-
enhancements-2023

Track 1 - Will go to CAISO Board for Approval on May 17. This is simply an internal approval before
submission to FERC.

Track 1 is primarily some small tariff changes to address Cluster 14 timeline and Cluster 15 procedural
changes. Below is based on the “revised draft tariff language” posed on 5/8/23.

For Cluster 14:

e Phase |l study due date extended to January 31, 2024, was previously November 24, 2023.
e Publish TPD results no later than May 31, 2024, was previously March 23, 2024.
e Second IFS due no later than July 1, 2024, was previously May 4, 2024.

The primary objective of C14 changes is to provide CAISO more time to complete C14 before C15.

For Cluster 15:
All existing tariff provisions will apply with the following exceptions:

e All Cluster 15 requests will be validated by September 26, 2024. Projects with deficiencies after
this date will be rejected and not included in the study.

e Allowed to make modifications to the IR between May 1 — September 26, 2024. Can not
increase net to grid but can change technology and add storage. Does not impact ability to
make modifications later in the process via MMA.

e Can withdrawal prior to April 1, 2024, and receive full refund of Study deposit (less anything
incurred by CAISO/PG&E) and site exclusivity deposit.

e Existing tariff provisions remain for withdrawal 30 days after scoping meeting. i.e. forfeit 50% of
study deposit and 50% of the site exclusivity deposit.

e CAISO includes a section basically stating that for Cluster 15, the tariff timelines and dates do not
apply.

e No Independent Study Process (ISP) requests will be accepted until Cluster 15 Phase | is
completed.

Track 2 — Straw Proposal to be posted on May 25 with stakeholder process to follow. Estimated to go to
Board on December 14, 2023

Track 2 of the proposed changes are still being worked on, but are proposed to include:

e Priority to projects proposed in areas with available capacity or where capacity upgrades are
planned.

e Priority to projects in areas aligned with CPUC portfolios.
e Limit the number of projects based on planned capacity in a certain area.
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e Require projects to have PPA or be short-listed.
e Only open request window when warranted.

Track 2 elements above are based on the March 6™ “Issue Paper and Straw Proposal”. CAISO has
received comments from multiple developers as well as Utilities and trade organizations. CAISO will be
evaluating these and should address in the Track 2 Straw proposal due on May 25%.
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Real Estate Team
Weekly Check-In — Agenda

Affordable Water, Sustainably Managed

Our Core Values — Safety, Trust and Integrity, Respect for Local Communities, Environmental Stewardship, Shared Responsibility
and Shared Benefits, Accountability and Transparency, Proactive Innovation, Diversity and Inclusivity
Our Commitment — To live up to these values in everything we do

Meeting Information:

Date: May 15, 2023 Location: Virtual — Microsoft Teams

Start Time: 2:00 p.m. Finish Time: 3:00 p.m.

Purpose: Real Estate Team — Weekly Check-In

Kevin Spesert Jeff Mathews Trishna Patel

Conner McDonald Caitlin Nielsen

Discussion Topic Topic Leader
1. Overview and Opening Comments Kevin
2. Field Work — Previous Week’s Recap Conner / All

a. Sites Canyon - Banyan - Borings and Seismic Refraction

b. Funks - Backfill TRR-B-023

3. Field Work — Current and Upcoming Conner / All
a. Geotech - Funks - North-Central Borings - TBD
b. Geotech - Sites Canyon - Banyan Roadway - May 15-19 - Borings
c. Cultural - Sites Canyon - Banyan - May 16 - Community Awareness
d. Requested

a) Biological / Wildlife / Botanical - May 23-25
b) Aquatics - May 24
e. Contemplated - Red Stick - Geotech
a) Per Direction of Real Estate - End of May / Beginning of June

4. Landowner Engagement — Recap, Current Engagement, Look-Ahead Conner / Jeff / All
a. Banyan - regular updates regarding field work
b. Owens - Available for meeting in early June; Insurance
c. Jensen - Appraisal Site Visit - May 10
d. Holthouse - setting up phone call
e. Red Stick - Geotech has confirmed Locations to be attempted
f.  Wells - Cemetery
g. LaGrande
h. Kellogg

Real Estate Team — Weekly Check-In | Meeting Agenda

lof 4
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i. Cody Arnold

5. Local Coordination — Recap, Current Engagement, Look-Ahead Conner / Jeff / All
a. USBR/TCCA

a) North Shoreline Road - accessible in about a week
b) Stream Gauge?
c) Dunnigan Borings?

b. GCID Coordination — Geotech Work Package 2

6. Right-of-Way Manual Conner / Jeff / Caitlin
a. Draft For Review / Trishna
7. Project Team — Interdisciplinary Coordination Conner / All
a. Cultural Team - Cemetery
b. Environmental Team - Banyan - Request - May 23-25
c. Environmental Team - Aquatic Studies - Request - May 24
d. Geotech - Test Pit - In Town - For Borrow Information

Engineering - Roadways - Glenn County Meeting
f. Engineering - Roadways - Colusa County Meeting - May 31 - 10am
g. Environmental Mitigation - Planning Meeting for Open House -
May 16; Dawn Edwards Tour Request
h. Geotech - Remnant Features
i. Geotech - Banyan Laydown Area
j. Land Survey - Scope For Boundary Survey

a) Glenn County-Roads68/69/D

b) Parcel Boundaries / Existing Right-of-Way Limits / Existing
Easements

c) Research and Document Review, then Field Surveys

d) Deliverable: Boundary Map with Plotted Encumbrances

e) Preliminary Work for Appraisal Mapping, Legals and Plats

k. Lower Colusa Basin Drain - Principles of Use

8. Administrative Conner
a. Appraisals In Process - Progress Billing - Revised Invoices Pending

b. California Rangeland Trust - May 19/20

9. Open Discussion All

10. Action-Item Recap Caitlin

11. Next Steps Kevin / Conner / All

12. Closing Thoughts Kevin

Real Estate Team — Weekly Check-In | Meeting Agenda 20f4
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Real Estate Team — Weekly Check-in | Meeting Agenda 30f4
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Real Estate Team — Weekly Check-in | Meeting Agenda
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From: Quin La Capra [glacapra@katzandassociates.com]

Sent: 5/15/2023 2:10:28 PM

To: Spranza, John [john.spranza@hdrinc.com]; Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]; Laurie Warner Herson
[laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com]; Emily Fan Michaelson [emichaelson@katzandassociates.com]

cC: Sara M. Katz [skatz@katzandassociates.com]

Subject: RE: Sites Fisheries EIR/EIS Meeting Notes & Follow up

Attachments: Fisheries Fact Sheet Outline.docx

Hi all,
| wanted to circle back on this outline for the fisheries fact sheet. We’re hoping you can review and provide edits, as
needed, as well as provide some of the information needed to supplement the outline.

Please let us know if you have any questions!

Best,
Quin

From: Quin La Capra

Sent: Thursday, March 23, 2023 11:48 AM

To: Spranza, John <John.Spranza@hdrinc.com>; Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe @sitesproject.org>; Laurie Warner Herson
<laurie.warner.herson@ phenixenv.com>; Emily Fan Michaelson <emichaelson@katzandassociates.com>

Cc: Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: RE: Sites Fisheries EIR/EIS Meeting Notes & Follow up

Hi all,

| wanted to follow up on this outline and see if anyone had edits and if we could get more information for the portions
noted in the comments. If you could provide feedback or additional information by Tuesday the 28th, that would help
keep us on schedule.

Please let me know if you have any questions!

Thank you,
Quin
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From: Quin La Capra

Sent: Thursday, March 9, 2023 1:35 PM

To: Spranza, John <john.Spranza@hdrinc.com>; Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesprolect.org>; Laurie Warner Herson
<laurie warner herson@phenixenv.com>; Emily Fan Michaelson <emichasebon@katzandassociaies.com>

Cc: Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociales.com>

Subject: RE: Sites Fisheries EIR/EIS Meeting Notes & Follow up

Hi everyone,
Attached is the general outline we put together for the fisheries fact sheet. We identified areas where we need more
information or visuals in the comments.

Please feel free to make any changes you see fit. Additionally, if it would be easier to discuss the comments over a short
call,  would be happy to set that up.

Thanks so much,
Quin

From: Spranza, John <ighn.Spranza@hdrinc.com>

Sent: Saturday, February 18, 2023 9:33 AM

To: Quin La Capra <glacapra@hatzandassociates.com>; Alicia Forsythe <azforsythe @sitesproject.org>; Laurie Warner
Herson <lgurie.warner. herson@phenbenv.com>; Emily Fan Michaelson <emichaelson@katzandassociates. com>

Cc: Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociales.com>

Subject: RE: Sites Fisheries EIR/EIS Meeting Notes & Follow up

Thanks for sending this over. Here are photos and Pacific salmon factoids.

® Salmon are “anadromous.” That means they live in both freshwater and salt water over the source of their lives
® Salmon can migrate more than 1,800 miles upstream through freshwater to spawn

® Salmon return to their birth stream to spawn after spending several years at sea

® Once adult salmon return to freshwater, they do not eat. This means that adults can go six months without food
prior to spawning.

® There are 7 species of pacific salmon

® Pink salmon are the smallest and most abundant species and chinook salmon are the largest and can weigh over
100 lbs.

° A female salmon can carry up to 10,000 eggs

® Pacific salmon are also semelparous, meaning that the most adults die after reproduction and become nutrients
and food in the freshwater systems their young will hatch in

® Pacific salmon are named Oncorhynchus. The name is derived from the greek onkos (“hook”) and rynchos
“nose”)

Sobhn Bp
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R

From: Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com>
Sent: Friday, February 17, 2023 10:45 AM
To: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesprolect. org>; Laurie Warner Herson <lauris. warner herson@phenixeny.com>;
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Spranza, John <iohn.Spranza@hdrinc.com>; Emily Fan Michaelson <emichaelson@katzandassociates.com>
Cc: Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>
Subject: Sites Fisheries EIR/EIS Meeting Notes & Follow up

CAUTION: [EXTERNAL] This emall originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi everyone,
Attached are the notes from Tuesday’s EIR/EIS topic meeting on fisheries. Please note the action items at the end of the
document and please let me know if any edits are needed.

Best,
Quin
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Sites Reservoir Project
EIR/EIS Fact Sheet ~ Fisheries

Background/introduction

° ?Changes to the prajecé including a design that is more protective of fisheries/has less impacts to .~ Commented [QC1}: Can you suggest specific changes we
fisheries canmention that were most beneficial to fisheries?

e Following the most current science to be protective of fisheries
e Commitment to be protective of fisheries

Mitigation Measures
o New benchmark on river flow protections; scientifically-based measure for Sacramento River

flows | "1 Commented [QC2}: Can you provide an explanation or
e Diversion criteria changes further clarity on this point?
© ipu‘s‘e protection number is |°wer1 ,/—’/‘1 Commented [QC31: Can you verify the numbers and
o Reduced overall diversion capability with removal of Delvan Pipeline changes?
= Previously 5,000 cubic feet per second most of year; now 10,700 cubic feet per
second during all but one month (September)
] h’he Authority is currently developing an operating agreement with DWR and
Reclamation for the CVP and SWP to operate in coordination with Sites
Reservoir.| " Commented [QC4}: This is the only mention of
= Water may be released from Sites Reservoir for export through the Delta during Reclamation and DWR in Master Response. Can you verity
the transfer window (July to November) the narrative for this exchange period?
s [Graphic]:

[Sidebar]: Hydrograph and explanation paragraph

o [Graphicl: Simplified hydrograph that shows availability of water even indry years 1 Commented [QC5]: Can you provide this graphic?

e Diversion criteria focuses on current conditions in the Sac River that fish are experlencmg not
the water year

Value-Added Benefits
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e Stores water specifically to support fish and their habitat during drought periods
e Helps preserve cold-water pool in Shasta Lake to support salmon development, spawning, and
rearing
o [Graphic/Diagram]: %Different temperatures of water and how we swap water with

Shastst® Commented [QCH: Can you provide this graphic?

o [Graphic/Photo]: Cold water for spawning and egg survival
; i
& Improved conditions for delta smelt - fgstimated increases to population with Prop 1 funds .| Commented [QC7]: Can you provide further clarity on

this?

[Footer]: Visit sitesproject.org/environmental-review to review the Final EIR/EIS.
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From: Quin La Capra [glacapra@katzandassociates.com]

Sent: 5/15/2023 2:13:45 PM

To: Clabaugh, Anna [Anna.Clabaugh@hdrinc.com]; Spranza, John [john.spranza@hdrinc.com]; Alicia Forsythe
[aforsythe@sitesproject.org]; Laurie Warner Herscn [laurie.warner.hersocn@phenixenv.com]; Emily Fan Michaelson
[emichaelson@katzandassociates.com]; Sara M. Katz [skatz@katzandassociates.com]

Subject: RE: Water Quality EIR/EIS Meeting Notes

Attachments: Water Quality Fact Sheet Outline.docx

Hi all,
Attached is our preliminary outline of the water quality fact sheet. We’ve noted where we could benefit from additional
explanations or details.

Please let us know if you have any feedback or questions!

Thank you,
Quin

From: Clabaugh, Anna <Anna.Clabaugh@hdrinc.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 21, 2023 12:02 PM

To: Spranza, John <John.Spranza@hdrinc.com>; Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>; Quin La Capra
<glacapra@katzandassociates.com>; Laurie Warner Herson <laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com>; Emily Fan
Michaelson <emichaelson@katzandassociates.com>; Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: RE: Water Quality EIR/EIS Meeting Notes

Hi Al

I've updated the visualizations using format 2 and the revision requests from Ali (see attached). Happy to make edits as
needed.

hdrinc.oomfoliow-us

From: Spranza, John <jghi Soranza@hdrinc.oom>

Sent: Thursday, March 2, 2023 3:46 PM

To: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>; Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates com>; Laurie Warner
Herson <laurie warner. herson@phenixenv.com>; Emily Fan Michaelson <aemichaslson@katzandassociaies.come>; Sara
M. Katz <shatz@katzandassociates.com>; Clabaugh, Anna <Anna.Clabasush@hdrinc.com>

Subject: RE: Water Quality EIR/EIS Meeting Notes

Sounds good, we will use format 2 and revise for general consumption.

Thanks.
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From: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproiect.org>

Sent: Thursday, March 2, 2023 3:33 PM

To: Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com>; Spranza, John <jghnspranza@hdrinc.coms>; Laurie Warner
Herson <laurie warner. herson@phenixeny.cormn>; Emily Fan Michaelson <emichaslzon@katzandassociates. com>; Sara
M. Katz <skatz @katzandassociates.com>; Clabaugh, Anna <fnna. Clabaush@hdrinc.com>

Subject: RE: Water Quality EIR/EIS Meeting Notes

CAUTION: [EXTERNAL] This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Thanks John for moving on this. There’s too much in these graphics. | like the overall format of the second
one the best as we want the reader to be able to quickly compare across the columns and go ‘oh, Sites is less
than the standard’.

| am thinking of 2 graphics —-

1. Sacramento River — show median concentrations in Sacramento River, MEDIAN concentration with
Sites discharge, Max concentration with Sites discharge then the freshwater standard for aquatic life
protection. On this one show for each of the four constituents. Lets color them all different variations of
blue. No yellow or orange (these are danger colors). And lets put a like 20% or so transparency photo of the
River behind the graphic. So its clear where talking about the river. We need to show median to be apples to
apples, we can show max or ditch it for just median. | don’t really care, but we need median.

2. Sites Reservoir — similar graphic but show median sites reservoir concentration and then freshwater
standard for aquatic life protection with a Sites Reservoir transparent background.

The Colusa Basin Drain stuff and the 95% is too confusing to the general layperson. If we want to show max
for the Sac River, | am good with that as some will argue that the median doesn’t show the whole story.

We can work on the graphic and then apply the background. But | think the background would help orient the
reader and add something visually.

Thanks again for keeping these moving.

Ali

Alicia Forsythe | Environmental Planning and Permitting Manager | Sites Project Authority | 916.880.0676 |
aforsythe@sitesproject.org | www.SitesProject.org

CONFIDENTIALITY MOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. It is saialy fur
the use of the intendad recipient{s}. Unauthorized interception, raview, use or disclosures is prohibited and may vialate applicabis laws
including the Electronic Communicatinns Privacy Act. If you are not the intended recipient, pieass contact the sendar and destroy all copies of
the communication.
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From: Quin La Capra <glacapraikatzandassociales.com

Sent: Thursday, March 2, 2023 3:12 PM

To: Spranza, John <ighn.spranza@hdring.com>; Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>; Laurie Warner Herson
<laurie warner herson@phenixenv.com>; Emily Fan Michaelson <emichasebon@katzandassociaies.com>

Cc: Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>; Clabaugh, Anna <Anna.Clabaugh@hdring com>

Subject: RE: Water Quality EIR/EIS Meeting Notes

Thank you, John! We will let you know if we have any questions or if we need anything else!

Best,
Quin

From: Spranza, John <{ohn.Spranza@hdrinc.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 2, 2023 10:10 AM

To: Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com>; Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>; Laurie Warner
Herson <lauris warner. herson@phenivenv.com>; Emily Fan Michaelson <smichaslsonfkatzandassociates.com>

Cc: Sara M. Katz <sketz@katrsndassociates.com>; Clabaugh, Anna <Anna. Clebaugh@hdrinccom>

Subject: RE: Water Quality EIR/EIS Meeting Notes

Hi All,
We had an action item to come up with visuals for the water variables, attached for your considerations are three
options that we worked up.

From: Quin La Capra <glacaprafkatzandassociates.com>

Sent: Monday, February 27, 2023 11:53 AM

To: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesprolect.org>; Laurie Warner Herson <lzurie warner herson@phenixenv.com>;
Spranza, John <iohn.Soranza@hdrinc.com>; Emily Fan Michaelson <emichaelson@katzandassociates.com>

Cc: Sara M. Katz <skatz@katrandassociates.com>

Subject: Water Quality EIR/EIS Meeting Notes

CAUTION: [EXTERNAL] This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi everyone,
I hope you all had a great weekend! Attached are the notes from last week’s EIR/EIS topic meeting on water quality.
Please note the action item at the end of the document and let me know if any edits are needed.

Best,
Quin
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Sites Reservoir Project
EIR/EIS Fact Sheet — Water Quality

Background/Introduction

e Modeling was expanded to include additional data from Sacramento River winter flows
e Modeling is now more transparent and more easily understandable for the public
e Continued commitment to water quality

Navigating the Unknown

® ETaken a conservative approachi in this analysis because of the uncertainty
o Adjusted to be more responsive to increases in river and percent tributary flow
o Allow estimated roncentrations to exceed the maximum measured values
o Assume no settling of suspended sediment in the conveyance system on the way to
Sites Reservoir
e Modeled to the greatest extent we can for a facility that does not exist

o Identified mitigation and monitoring measures: . Commented [QC4J: The analysis in Chapter 6 includes
mitigation measures for these significant impacts —
§|mprnved Modeling of Discharge Effects : Mitigation: Measures Wg{—Ll. ‘f\iQ—Z.l, and WQ-2.2.

| Commented [QC5R4A}: Can you provide the text for
h ?

e Reservoir and River Release Temperatures
o Temperatures in Sac River during the time of year we are discharging are usually high
and the water from Sites will be a cooler temperature
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Commented [QC6]
on where we can find more details on these siibtopics? Not
all: of them were addressed in the Water Quality Master

Response:

o Volume of Sites water is much smaller compared to River volume
o }[Gra phicl: Comparison of temperatures with Sites vs. without Sites
e Colusa Basin Drain Water

Commented [QC7: "The detailed analysisin Chapter &

T . determined that'a number of water quality impacts would
o Pipeline to convey water back to the Sacramento River between the Tehama-Colusa . s : , guaity Imp %
L ibefess than significant; including water temperature

Canal and the Colusa Basin Drain v i
. | Commented [QC8RT7]: Can you provide the text for
% | chapter 6¥

o Uses existing water conveyance facilities

| Commented [QCS]: Can you provide this graphic?

e Mercury and Methylmercury

o Concentrations will be similar to other reservoirs
o Expected to be well below CA standards {CA Toxics Rule objective for mercury)

e Algal Bloom Occurrences
o Higher temperatures as the result of climate change will contribute to algal blooms in
the Delta

Mitigation and Monitoring Measures

o [Callout box]: statistics on modeling and ana!ysis@

Commented [QC10L: Can you provide this data?

[Callout box]: Releases would meet water quality standards for agricultural uses

e [Graphic: Water quality standards table from John] | Commented [QCT1]: Can you provide the updated table

 or graphic? i
Continued Commitmentto Water Quality

e Not discharging directly into the Sac River

o [Graphic/Diagram]: Stats on number of miles of canals, pipelines, and drains before it
reaches the river .~} Commented [QC12]: Can you provide this graphic or
| data?
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= 60 miles of conveyance before it reaches the River

[Footer]: Visit sitesproject.org/environmental-review to review the Final EIR/EIS.
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From: Quin La Capra [glacapra@katzandassociates.com]

Sent: 5/15/2023 2:20:24 PM

To: Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]; Kevin Spesert [kspesert@sitesproject.org]; Laurie Warner Herson
[laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com]; Emily Fan Michaelson [emichaelson@katzandassociates.com]

cC: Sara M. Katz [skatz@katzandassociates.com]

Subject: RE: Local Community Impacts Meeting Notes

Attachments: Local Community Impacts Fact Sheet Outline.docx

Hi all,
Attached is our preliminary outline of the community impacts fact sheet. We identified areas where we need more
information in the comments.

Please let us know if you have any feedback or questions!

Thank you,
Quin

From: Quin La Capra

Sent: Thursday, March 23, 2023 9:26 AM

To: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>; Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Laurie Warner Herson
<laurie.warner.herson@ phenixenv.com>; Emily Fan Michaelson <emichaelson@katzandassociates.com>

Cc: Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: Local Community Impacts Meeting Notes

Hi everyone,
Attached are the notes from last week’s EIR topic meeting on local impacts. Please let me know if any edits are needed.

Best,
Quin
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Sites Reservoir Project
EIR Fact Sheet — Local Community Impacts

Background/Introduction

The Sites Project Authority is going to be part of this community for the next hundred years with

this investment in Sites Reservoir.

o Authority is a local agency with staff and Board members from Glen and Colusa counties

as well as nearby regions; it is part of the fabric of this community
= Fritz Durst, Reclamation District 108, Chair
= Jeff Sutton, Tehama-Colusa Canal Authority, Vice Chair
= Gray Allen, Placer County Water Agency/City of Roseville
= Gary Evans, Colusa County Supervisor
= Joe Marsh, Colusa County Water District
= Thomas Arnold, Glenn County Supervisor
= |ogan Dennis, Glenn-Colusa Irrigation District
= Kerry Schmitz, City of Sacramento/Sacramento County Water Agency
= Doug Parker, Westside Water District
= Don Bader, U.S. Bureau of Reclamation — Cost Share Partner {(non-voting)
= Rob Cooke, California Department of Water Resources — Ex-Officio Member
{non-voting)
o There is a vested interest for the Authority to make the community better
o Thelong-term commitment is reflected in our values and strategic plan

Community Benefits

Sites Reservoir supports the Sacramento Valley way of life. It's a one-of-a-kind region where
family farms, small towns, and the environment work in harmony.
Sites Reservoir will provide a more sustainable water supply for our farms, factories, and the
people who depend on those jobs.
o [Quotes from locals]
. iLocaI farmer
= Local supplier or distributer
= County representative

Sites Reservoir also strengthens our local agricultural economy, which helps to preserve and
diversify the region’s economic engine. Regional economic benefits include:

o Added tax revenue

o Added small businesses revenue

o Job creation from efforts to hire locally

o Internships and training opportunities for youth

o Added revenue from the purchase and acquisition of local materials
Construction of Sites Reservoir could also lead to community improvements such as new
roadways and bridges and long-term infrastructure development, such as broadband or
transportation improvements.

Community Impacts

| could provide quotes?

i Commented [QC1}: Can you recommend people who
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The Sites Project Authority is striving to be a good neighbor during both construction and

operation of Sites Reservoir.

We've ensured that there will not be construction or commuting-related vehicles on Oak Street

between Old Highway 99 and Sutton Road. This will be enforced through incentives and

penalties included in our construction contracts.

Potential Construction Impacts:
o Approximately 1,700 workers on site per day at peak construction
o Construction housing sites

Potential Operational Impacts:
o Increased traffic on Oak Street
= Mitigated by voluntary improvements like pedestrian crossings and stop signs
that would be made during the construction phase
o Increased demand for emergency response services like police or security resources
from added facilities and people in the area
= Mitigated by...|

We will continue to work with local community organizations to come up with mitigatable
solutions to these impacts.

Visit sitesproject.org/environmental-review to review the full EIR/EIS.

Commented [QC2]: Is there anything to add here?

~{ Commented [QC3}: Have there been talks with
| emergency services on how this can be mitigated?
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From: Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]

Sent: 5/15/2023 3:32:14 PM

To: Joe Trapasso [jtrapasso@sitesproject.org]

cC: Kevin Spesert [kspesert@sitesproject.org]; Lori Jones [Llones@BrwnCald.com]
Subject: Re: Legal CICC Agreement Comments in Going Forward

HiJoe - Thanks for all of this feedback. | will reach out to the Colusa Tribe and just make sure they are
comfortable using the agreement also. Once | hear from them, we can get all the pieces you note below in
order.

| have not heard from Paskenta. | have a call with them on Thursday, so will check in then.

Ali

Alicia Forsythe | Environmental Planning and Permitting Manager | Sites Project Authority | 916.880.0676
| aforsythe@sitesproject.org | www.SitesProject.org

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain confidential and/or lagally privileged information. it is soiely for
tha use of the intendad recipient{s). Unauthorized interception, raview, use or disclosure is prohibited and may violate applicabis laws
including the Electronic Coramunications Privacy Act. If you are not the intended recipiend, piease cordact the sender and desiroy all copies of
the communication.

From: Joe Trapasso <jtrapasso@sitesproject.org>

Sent: Monday, May 15, 2023 8:45 AM

To: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Lori Jones <Llones@BrwnCald.com>
Subject: Legal CICC Agreement Comments in Going Forward

Ali,

Alan reviewed the CICC agreement and had the following comments.

e The CICC agreement contains none of the Authority’s standard terms. Acceptability is a business decision. We
made a business decision to use their agreement without the Authority’s standard terms for the existing agreement.

e He is comfortable using the existing form of agreement and make slight modifications in an addendum, letter
agreement, or similar instrument, especially to get the work started soon.

® Alanis “... comfortable with that approach given our prior review and approval of the existing form and given
what | assume was an acceptable performance under the agreement the first time.”

I'll work with Lori to decide on a document to continue using the existing agreement. We will need a “Section J. The
Description of Work” from you. Also, they will likely want to include updated billing rates and potential labor categories.

For Work Plan budgeting purposes, I'd like the agreement to include an A3, FY 23, and 24 budgets. So, need those
budget estimates from you. We will need to review the overall A3 budget for Tribe monitoring (CICC, Yocha Dehe,
Paskenta) and determine where the funds will come from. Finally, I'd like to have the agreement include an end date
that can be amended as needed.

Are you planning to work with CICC on the agreement extension?

What is the status of the Paskenta Tribe agreement?
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Thanks,
Joe

Joe Trapasso

Program Operations Manager
Sites Reservoir Project

Phone: 530.387.1102

Email: jtrapasso@sitesproject.org

Web: www.SitesProject.org
P.O.Box 517

122 Old Highway 99 West
Maxwell, CA 95955
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From: Alicia Forsythe [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=A6CDFO6A7ES04B65BAA21702A82AD329-AFORSYTHE]

Sent: 5/15/2023 4:14:18 PM
To: Ben King [bking@pacgoldag.com]
Subject: RE: Thank You and Follow Up

Ben — Thank you for sending this onto me. And apologies for the delay in getting back to you. It’s been a really crazy
few weeks.

Thank you also for spending time with me. | appreciate understanding your lands better and understanding water in the
area. lts helps me see how all of these things fit together — along with getting a better sense of what Sites can do to play
a role in solutions to some of the regional challenges. And | love hearing about your family history. So much of that is
interwoven with the land — and a deep connection to land is something that is becoming more and more unusual these
days. | appreciate and value your time.

I haven’t had a chance to review the materials that you sent over, but will do that soon.

| also wanted to send you contact information for the mitigation firm | mentioned — Its Natural Resources Group,
Inc. Their website is here: Natural Resources Groun, Ing, - The Company You've Been Looking For {naturalb-resources-

me know if you’d like me to send an email to Skip Moss, the individual that | know, connecting you two. Skip and | both
went to UC Santa Barbara and worked for a consulting firm there in the Santa Barbara area together before both
heading out our separate ways. | find him to be really practical and honest.

Also, we heard from the State Water Board that they have determined our application “substantially complete” and
intend to notice it later this month or early June. | know you have expressed an interest in the past to protest. One the
Board notices the application, protests have to be submitted in the required period — a minimum of 60 days. We will run
the notice in newspapers as required by the Board and send notices to certain water rights holders as required by the
Board. We are waiting on noticing instructions from the Board, so | don’t know how extensive this effort will be or if you
are on the list — | suspect you would be. But just in case — you can also send an email to Jelena Hartman with the State
Water Board at jglena hartman®@waterboards.ca.gov to make sure you are on the mailing list. | will also work to
remember to send the notice onto you once it comes out.

Let me do some work with our team in thinking about the future and some of the items we discussed and I’ll circle back
in a few weeks.

Thank you again for your time. | really appreciate it.

Ali

Alicia Forsythe | Environmental Planning and Permitting Manager | Sites Project Authority | 916.880.0676
| aforsythe@sitesproject.org | www.SitesProject.org

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This cammunication with its contents may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. it is soiely for
the usa of the intended recipiant{s). Unauthorized interception, review, use or disclosure is prohibited and may vioiate applicable laws
including the Electronic Communications Privacy Act. If you are not the intended recipient, piease contact the sender and destroy all copies of
the communication.

From: Ben King <bking@ pacgoldag.com>
Sent: Monday, May 8, 2023 8:19 AM
To: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>

Draft_0024919



Cc: Ben King <bking@ pacgoldag.com>
Subject: Thank You and Follow Up

Good Morning Ali,

First of all, | wanted to thank you for making the trip to College City and spending a couple of hours with us last
Wednesday. |really appreciated the opportunity to discuss my family’s history and the unique riparian and wetland
history of the land my great grandparents settled on when they came to California in 1857.

I am also forwarding you the Colusa National Wildlife Management Plan that | forwarded to the State Water Resources
Control Board for public comment on May 2", | gave public comment at the May 2™ hearing at the 9:30 am Agenda
time slot. As I mentioned | recently came across this document as part of my engagement in the Colusa County LAFCO
process regarding a Public Hearing on the Sphere of Influence for GCID.

Best Regards,

Ben

From: Ben King

Sent: Friday, April 28,2023 10:56 AM

To: Courtney. Tvler@waterboards.cagoyv

Cc: Ben King (bking@pacgoldag.com) <bking@pacsoldag. come

Subject: Public Comment for May 2, 2023 SWRCB Public Forum/Workshop

Good Morning Ms. Tyler,

I wanted to let you know that | would like the opportunity to make a public comment at the May 2™ SWRCB Public
Forum/Workshop on May 2" if possible.

| am a Member of the Joint Technical Advisory Committee for the Colusa Groundwater Authority which a focus on water
quality issues and Public Trust concerns for the historical Colusa Trough. Recently | reviewed the Colusa National
Refuge Water Management Plan completed in 2011 and the Plan states that the USFW does not believe that the
groundwater under the Refuge is usable because the Bureau of Reclamation drilled test wells and found mercury
contamination at the Colusa National Refuge and Mercury and Chromium groundwater contamination at the
Sacramento National Refuge. | was not aware of this issue before | read the report and perhaps the SWRCB is not
aware of this issue either. Obviously the National Refuges are located in the historic wetlands of the Colusa Trough
which important environmental sensitivities and the Colusa National Refuge is located within a couple miles of the north
western portion of the City of Colusa.

Here is the excerpt from Page 9 of the Colusa National Wildlife Management Plan as attached:
“5. Groundwater
Describe groundwater availability, quality and potential for use

USBR drilled four test wells on nearby Sacramento NWR in the early 1990s. Chemical analysis of these groundwater
wells at Sacramento NWR and at Colusa NWR detected mercury levels above the EPA chronic criteria {both
Sacramento NWR and Colusa NWR) and levels of the hexavalent form of chromium above the EPA chronic and acute
criteria {Sacramento NWR). Due to these test results it is believed that the use of this water could have a detrimental
effect on the aquatic and wildlife resources that utilize the area. In addition, limited quantity (hundreds of gallons
instead of thousands) was found for the test wells at Sacramento NWR. The groundwater basin under the refuge is
considered to be of very limited usefulness.”
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Best Regards,

Ben King
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File Provided Natively
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From: Laurie Warner Herson [laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com]

Sent: 5/16/2023 9:24:34 AM
To: Janis Offermann [jaoffermann@montrose-env.com]
CC: Risse, Danielle [Danielle.Risse@hdrinc.com]; Wolf, Barbara [Barbara.Wolf@icf.com]; Crawford, Karen

[Karen.Crawford@icf.com]; Lassell, Susan [Susan.Lassell@icf.com]; Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org];
Harris, Melissa [Melissa.Harris@icf.com]
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] FW: Sites - EIR/EIS 2023 Final Review of Cultural Chapters

Yes Janis, please update where you have new info. We will also be making more revisions after our meeting tomorrow
regarding the AB 52 process.

On May 16, 2023, at 9:21 AM, Janis Offermann <jaoffermann@montrose-env.com> wrote:

Should we be updating these documents, as well? | notice that Paskenta’s request to consult with the USBR under
Section 106 is not included.
thanks

From: Risse, Danielle <Daniells Risse@hdrinc.ocom>

Sent: Tuesday, May 16, 2023 8:45 AM

To: Janis Offermann <jagffermann@montrose-eny.com>; Wolf, Barbara <Barbara Wolf@ict . com>; Crawford, Karen
<Karen.Crawford@icl.com>; Lassell, Susan <susan.lassell@®icf com>; Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@isitesproiect.org>; Laurie
Warner Herson <laurie. warner. herson@phenienv.com>

Cc: Harris, Melissa <Melissa Harris @ic com>

Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] FW: Sites - EIR/EIS 2023 Final Review of Cultural Chapters

Yes, that's correct.

Get Cutlook for 108

From: Janis Offermann <jaoffermannfmontrose-eny.oom>

Sent: Tuesday, May 16, 2023 6:09:06 AM

To: Risse, Danielle <Danislis. Risse@hdrinc.com>; Wolf, Barbara <Barbara. Wolf@icf.com>; Crawford, Karen
<Karen.Crawford@ict.com>; Lassell, Susan <susan.lassell@icf.com>; Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesprolect.org>; Laurie
Warner Herson <izurie. warner. herson@phenixenv.com>

Cc: Harris, Melissa <ielissa Harris @icf com>

Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] FW: Sites - EIR/EIS 2023 Final Review of Cultural Chapters

CAUTHON [EXTERNAL] This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Thanks for the status update, Danielle. Just to confirm, are we doing our reviews simultaneously?
Thanks
janis

From: Risse, Danielle <DCanislie Risse @hdrinc.com>

Sent: Monday, May 15, 2023 10:34 PM

To: Wolf, Barbara <Rarbara. Wolf@icf.com>; Crawford, Karen <¥aren. Crawford@icf.com>; Lassell, Susan
<susartiassell@icf.com>; 'Alicia Forsythe' <aforsythe®@sitesproiect.org>; Laurie Warner Herson
<laurie.warner. herson@phenbeny.com>; Janis Offermann <iaoffermann@montrose-env.com>
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Cc: Harris, Melissa <Melissa Harris @ict com>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] FW: Sites - EIR/EIS 2023 Final Review of Cultural Chapters

Hi all,
See below for the status of the final review/revisions of the four cultural resources EIR/EIS documents we are working
on:

1. EIR/EIS Chapter 22. Cultural Resources — team is still working on this chapter and will be meeting on Thursday
(5/18) to discuss final revisions. We are hoping to complete edits by Friday, 5/19. This will put us a little behind our
deadline of 5/19, as Ali, Laurie, and Janis will not be able to start their final review until then.

2. EIR/EIS Appendix 22A, Cultural Resources — Ready for Ali, Janis, Laurie, and Susan to review.

3. EIR/EIS Chapter 23. Tribal Cultural Resources - Ready for Ali, Janis, Laurig, and Susan to review; does have a
couple follow-up items to address pending final review and pending how some items are addressed in Chapter 22.

4, Master Response 7, Tribal Coordination, Consultation, and Engagement — Ready for Ali, Janis, Laurie, and Susan

to review; only one word change suggested (changing “affects” to “effects”).

As a reminder, our working documents are located here: Environmental Planning Team - EIR_EIS 2023 Final Review - All
Documents {sharepoint.com).

Thanks, Danielle

Danielle Risse, M4 (shehar
Office 816-870-8786 Maobile 707-372-5007

hdrinc.ocomffoliow-us

From: Risse, Danielle

Sent: Tuesday, May 2, 2023 4:39 PM

To: Wolf, Barbara <Barbara Weoell @ict.com>; Crawford, Karen <Karen. Crawford@icl.com>

Cc: Mealissa Harris@icf com; Janis Offermann <jagffermann@monirose-env.com>; Laurie Warner Herson
<laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com>

Subject: Sites - EIR/EIS 2023 Final Review of Cultural Chapters

Hi all,
I've taken Ali off of this email chain to lessen her Inbox backup.

I believe everyone on this email now has access to our cultural confidential folder where the working EIS/EIR documents
are located that we will be reviewing and revising over the next 3 weeks or so. These subject documents are listed below
and located here on sharepoint: Environmental Planning Team - EIR_EIS 2023 Final Review - All Documents
{sharepoint.com)

First up is Karen’s review of the documents. Karen you have until COB Friday, May 5'" to complete your review, after
which Barbara will work on revisions. Karen, please respond to this group when you have completed your review. The
documents to be reviewed are listed in the table below. All edits/comments should be made in track changes on the
sharepoint versions. If you need to take any of these documents off of sharepoint to work on for any reason, please let
this team know so we do not end up with version control issues.

Document/Chapter | Task Personnel/Schedule
EIR/EIS Chapter 22. | Review and revise 1. Karen Crawford, ICF Consultant Team — completes
Cultural Resources review COB Friday, May 5%
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Document/Chapter | Task Personnel/Schedule

EIR/EIS Appendix Review, but only revise 2. Barbara Wolf, ICF — completes revisions following

22A, Cultural introductory paragraph that Karen’s review by COB Friday, May 12

Resources clarifies this appendix is a 3. Karen Crawford — completes back check by COB
previous document that has Wednesday, May 17
relevant data, but may not 4, Susan Lassell (ICF), Melissa Harris (ICF), Janis
present that data following Offermann, Ali Forsythe, and Laurie Warner Herson —
modern standards complete review by COB Friday, May 19t

EIR/EIS Chapter 23. | Review and revise 5. Janis Offermann and Susan Lassell (backup) —-

Tribal Cultural complete minor revisions and/or responds to comments, if

Resources needed, COB Tuesday, May 23

Master Response 7, | Review and revise

Tribal

Coordination,

Consultation, and

Engagement

As a reminder, the review/revisions should focus on the following:
1. Remove racist/colonial/insensitive language and framework (don’t use prehistoric or precontact)
2. Be more sensitive to place, time, and resources and how these are viewed by tribes

One question for Laurie and Melissa. | see we only have a pdf for Appendix 22A. | realize this is the document that we
will be reviewing and only updating the introductory paragraph, but can we go ahead and add a Word version of the
introductory paragraph that we can revise to our working folder? | see a Word version of this paragraph is located in the
Public DEIS/DEIR folders on sharepoint here: Environmental Planning Team - RDEIR-SDEIS - App22A - Cultural Resources
- All Documents (sharepoint.com).

Thanks, Danielle

Danielie Risse, M2
Office 818-679-8798 Mobile 707.372-5007

hdrinc.condioliow-us

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The cortents of this email message and any attachments are intended sclely for the addressee(s)
and may contain confidential, proprietary and/or privileged information and may be legally protected frcm disclosure. if you are
not the intended recipient of this message or their agent, or if this message has been addressed to you in error, please
immediately ale sender by reply email and then delete this message and any attachments and the reply from your system. if
yr'wu are not the intended reup ient, you are hereby natified that any disclosure, use, dissemination, copying, or storage of this
nessage or its attachments is strictly prohibited.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The cortents of this email message and any attachments are intended solely for the addresses(s)
and may contain confidential, proprietary and/or privileged information and may be legally protected from disclosure. if you are
not the intended fECIF‘IF‘I it of this message or their agent, or if this message has been afimesfef‘i to you in error, please
immediately aler sender by reply email and then de leu this message and any attachments and the reply from your system. If
you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby natified that any « 'i isC loﬁ Ire, use, dissemination, copying, or storage of this
rnessage or its attachments is strictly prohibited.

f
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From: Kevin Spesert [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=DEF2E3FB8FBE4310BB65B7A20F658COF-KSPESERTO00]

Sent: 5/16/2023 10:42:11 AM

To: Vicki Doll [vicki@chabinconcepts.com]

cC: Greg Plucker [gplucker@countyofcolusa.com]; Jerry Brown [jbrown@sitesproject.org]
Subject: Sites Project write-up for the CEDS

Attachments: 20230512_Sites Project Description for Colusa County CEDS Process.docx

Hi Vicki...

Attached is a write-up for the Sites Project for the CEDS that we said we would send over when we talked a couple of
weeks ago.

Look forward to meeting you at our Local Community Working Group meeting this Thursday in Maxwell...l have included
the slides that you sent over into the master slide deck...thanks again.

Give me a call if you have any questions.
Thanks!

Kevin

Kevin Spesert

External Affairs Manager

Sites Project Authority

Phone: 530.632.4071

Fmail: kspesert@sitesproiect.ong
Web:  www, SiesProlecton
P.0. Box 517

122 Old Hwy 90W

Maxwell, CA 95955

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contants may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. It is solely for the use
of the intended reciplent(s). Unauthorized interception, review, use or disclosure is prohibited and may viclate applicable laws induding the Electronic
Communications Privacy Act. I you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and destroy all coples of the communication,
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525 West Sycamore Street, Suite Bl
Willows, CA 95988

Scott H. De Moss, County Administrative Officer

November 16,2021 RECEIVED

Mr. Jerry Brown JAN 052022

Executive Director SITES PROJEGT AUTHORITY
Sites Project Authority

122 Old Highway 99 West

Maxwell, CA 95955

jbrown@sitesproject.org

Subject: Letter of Intent - Participation in Sites Reservoir Project
Mr. Brown,

The purpose of this letter is to formally notify the Sites Reservoir Project of Glenn County’s desire to
participate in the planning and environmental review of the Sites Reservoir Project (Project) GLENN
COUNTY's participation would correspond to 1,000 acre-feet (AF) of release capacity in the Project. This
capacity would allow Glenn County to establish a water supply upon which Glenn County might help
reduce the impacts of future droughts on local supply interruptions for drinking water and other necessary
water uses.

Itis our understanding that payment for Glenn County's share of the costs associated with Project planning
and environmental work would be based on a pro-rata share of the majority of release capacity shares.
We also understand that Glenn County's participation would be contingent upon payment for a pro-rata
share of costs of previous work completed, as well as the current estimated planning and environmental
review costs.

Should Glenn County and the Authority enter into a participation agreement, the costs for Glenn County's
participation in the planning and environment work would be a total of between $400 and $625 per acre
foot for the 2022, 2023, and 2024 cash call covered under the Amendment 3 Work Plan.

This letter of intent does not contain all the material terms of Glenn County’s participation and is not
intended to, nor does it create, a binding agreement. Neither Glenn County nor the Authority will have
any obligation regarding Glenn County’s participation until an application and agreement has been
executed. Glenn County's execution of such an agreement would be subject to the findings of its due
diligence investigations. Glenn County understands that by entering into the participation agreement, it
will secure release capacity shares to which Glenn County would have first rights of refusal in any future
phase of the Project including construction and Project operations.

GLENN COUNTY o aat Borr. Drotnes 5
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Koth Coroms Dot 5

Willows Memorial Hall, 2*¢ Floor Ken Hahn, District 5
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Please provide the agreement and any related amendments that would be necessary for Glenn County to
participate in the planning and environmental review work for the Project. Dependent on legal

counsel review and the findings of Glenn County’s due diligence evaluations, the agreement would be
presented to Glenn County’s Board of Supervisors for consideration.

Glenn County looks forward to evaluating the Project and working with the Sites Project Authority. If you
have any questions, please contact me or one of my staff at (530) 934-6400.

Sincerely,

&

Scott H. De Moss
County Administrative Officer

Office (530) 934-6400 * Fax (530) 934-6419 * e-mail: gcboard@countyofglenn.net * website: www.countyofglenn.net
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December 14, 2021

Mr. Jerry Brown
Executive Director

Sites Project Authority
122 Old Highway 99 West
Maxwell, CA 95955
ibrown@sitesproiect.org

RE: Letter of Intent — Madera County Groundwater Sustainability Agency - Participation in Sites
Reservoir Project

Dear Mr. Brown:

The purpose of this letter is to establish the interest of Madera County Groundwater Sustainability
Agency (MCGSA) in participating in the Sites Reservoir Project (Project). The MCGSA'’s participation
hopes to be in 10,000 acre-feet (AF) of release capacity in the Project as well as participating in the
planning and environmental review. This amount would assist the MCGSA achieve sustainability by
2040 as described in the subbasins’ groundwater sustainability plans.

In order to participate, MCGSA would need to have a successful rate study and Proposition 218
proceeding, which is scheduled currently for spring 2022. In addition, participation would need to be
approved by the board of supervisors acting as the board of directors for MCGSA.

It is our understanding that payment for MCGSA’s share of the costs associated with Project
planning and environmental work would be based on a pro-rata share of a majority of the release
shares. We also understand that MCGSA’s participation would be contingent upon payment for a
pro-rata share of costs of previous work completed, as well as the current estimated planning and
environmental review costs under the Site’s Reservoir Authority’s Amendment 3 Work Plan, which
includes estimated environmental and planning work through January 1, 2024.

This letter of intent does not contain all the material terms of MCGSA's participation and is not
intended to, nor does it create a binding agreement. Neither MCGSA nor the Sites Reservoir Project
Authority will have any obligation regarding MCGSA'’s participation until a participation agreement
has been executed. MCGSA’s execution of such an agreement would be subject to the findings of its
due diligence investigations. Please provide the agreement and any related amendments that would
be necessary for MCGSA to participate in the Sites Project. Dependent on legal counsel review and
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the findings of MCGSA’s due diligence evaluations, the agreement would be presented to Madera
County Board of Supervisors for consideration.

MCGSA looks forward to working with the Sites Project Authority. If you have any questions, please
feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,

SW ﬁw&gm&wx&
Stephanie Anagnoson

Director, Water and Natural Resources
Madera County GSA

Draft_0024930



From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jerry Brown [jbrown@sitesproject.org]

5/16/2023 1:08:53 PM

Kevin Spesert [kspesert@sitesproject.org]

Williamson Act Lands

Never mind. The maps and tables are already in the EIR (attached). We have the information in GIS, no need to ask

Mike A for it.
Yable 1517, Land wnder Wilti Act Contract P thy Distarbed by Project Facifities under Alternatives 1, 2, and 2
{atres)
Project Faritities Al ives 1§ and 3 | Alternative 2
Gienn County
Seddle Dams and Saddle Dikeg 99 SE
Roads 2 215
Sites Reservoir and Related Facllities A3 55
inundation Area 1,657 1AB2
Gienn Courty Tt 2.807 1816
Colusa County
Main Dams snd Saddie Dams ) EY]
Rosrs 831 1,061
Sites Reservoir and Relaterd Facllities 288 p!
Ragreation Areas 785 T2
inundation Area 3789 9,259
Colusa County Total 11861 11,831
Yalo County
Cenveyante to Sacramente River (TC Canal intske, Dunnigen Pipeline, 3
£8D Gutles, Sacrament harge for Altarnative 2)
Yalo County Total 3
Total 13,868 13,3480

Sensrze: Glean Courty 2021, Colusa Courry 2020b, Yol County 2030

Water

- = <0 sore of nose

FHAUR
LAND SRR,
URMLANDR BE

E 1540
ASON ST AR
RTRACTS
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From: Spranza, John [John.Spranza@hdrinc.com]

Sent: 5/16/2023 1:19:04 PM
To: Michael, Howard [howard.michael@aecom.com]
CcC: Luu, Henry [henry.luu@hdrinc.com]; Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]; Crossen, Shannon

[Shannon.Crossen@icf.com]; Berryman, Ellen (Ellen.Berryman@icf.com) [ellen.berryman@icf.com]; Pocpatanapong,
Amy [Amy.Poopatanapong@icf.com]

Subject: RE: Info requests for wildlife crossings

Attachments: Draft Sites Reservoir Wildlife Crossing Design Guidance_2023 5 16.docx

Howard,
I am not sure about drainage, that’s going to be addressed in the Project’s NPDES permit, which is quite a way’s off. I'll
reach out to some colleagues that work with Caltrans and see if they have any thoughts.

I have also attached the general wildlife crossing design guidelines that we discussed last week. These guidelines are
general approximations for locational spacing and size, and | think are sufficient for your use through 30% (I hope).
Please let me know if you have any questions on the table.

Thanks,
John

8 Ry o
Sohn Spranes

£ 916.670.8858 & B18.640.2487

From: Michael, Howard <howard.michael@aecom.com>
Sent: Tuesday, May 16, 2023 12:12 PM

To: Spranza, John <John.Spranza@hdrinc.com>

Cc: Luu, Henry <henry.luu@hdrinc.com>

Subject: RE: Info requests for wildlife crossings

CAUTION: [EXTERNAL] This emall originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

You are welcome John. Btw, | am still waiting on a response regarding draining stormwater directly off of the bridge into
the reservoir. | am sure you passed this request along. We are progressing with a flat profile for the road and bridge
over the reservoir as this will same a fair amount of money and | cant see any harm in this approach since this is a man-
made waterbody that is off stream and not a scenic river of any type. Plus the reservoir is for recreational use too so
this all points to me as being ok to drain stormwater directly into. Please let me know as soon as you hear back on this
request.

Thanks again John,

Howard Michael, P.E.
AECOM

D +1-916-266-4938
M +1-916-769-6334

From: Spranza, John <John.Spranza@hdrinc.com>
Sent: Tuesday, May 16, 2023 11:04 AM
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To: Michael, Howard <howard.michael@aecom.com>
Cc: Luy, Henry <henry.luu@hdrinc.com>
Subject: RE: Info requests for wildlife crossings

Thank you Howard, I'll get this over to the ICF team.

From: Michael, Howard <hgward michael@ascom.com>
Sent: Tuesday, May 16, 2023 10:43 AM

To: Spranza, John <john. Spranza@hdring com>

Cc: Luu, Henry <Henry Luu@hdrinc.com>

Subject: FW: Info requests for wildlife crossings

CAUTERN: [EXTERNAL] This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

John, I hope the following addresses the first bullet point further below.

From Ben Aldridge: The table below summarizes our assumed traffic flows. Note that these are approximate as we only
used this to estimate the TI, which is relatively insensitive to increases in traffic as the Tl number gets higher. At this
stage of design, I'd suggest considering that the values shown may vary by 30 percent. Also note that these values are
per lane.

Year 1-5 Year 6-10 10-40 Years

Description of activities

Dam construction.
Primarily, vehicles
on the roads will be
haul trucks. Use of
small trucks will be
minimal with
occasional large
double trailer trucks
traveling to each

Construction ends
and startup begins.
More small trucks
than haul trucks,
although some
hauling may occur
as construction
timelines change
and worksites shut

Very minimal haul
trucks/large trucks
traveling the roads.
Primarily small
trucks using roads.

site. down.
Southern Access AADTT Values
2-axle 150 150 150
Assumed 50 small Assumed 50 small Assumed 50 small
trucks per job site trucks per job site. | trucks per job site
for workers/etc.
3-axle 15 30 30
Asame as reasoning | Assumed 10 vehicles | Assumed 10 small
above per job site. trucks per job site
4-axle 155 15 9
Total loads per day |Assumed 10 trucks | Assumed 3 trucks
for southern access | per job site per job site.
5-axle 3 1 0
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1 large truck per job
site

One large truck per
day

No large trucks

Northern Access AADTT Values

2-axle 80 80 80
Assumed 8 small Assumed 8 small Assumed 8 small
truck per job site for | trucks per job site trucks per job site
workers/etc.
3-axle 10 20 20
Asame as reasoning | Asame as reasoning |Assumed 2 trucks
above above per job site because
saddle dams/dikes
likely not accessed
often by this vehicle
type
4-axle 72 10 5
Total loads per day | Assumed 1 truck per | Assumed 1 truck per
for northern access |job site every other job site.
5-axle 2 1 0
1 large truck One large truck per |No large trucks
services dikes and day
one for saddle dams
Regards,
Howard

From: Spranza, John <iohn.Spranza@hdrinc.com>
Sent: Friday, May 12, 2023 10:42 AM

To: Luu, Henry <henry.juu@hdrinc.com>; Michael, Howard <howard. michael@aecom.com>

Subject: FW: Info requests for wildlife crossings

Hi Henry and Howard, are you able to give me estimates for the first two bullets below?

£ 016.870.5858 M D18.640.2487

From: Berryman, Ellen <Ellen. Berryman®@icf.com>
Sent: Thursday, May 11, 2023 11:29 AM

To: Spranza, John <iohn Swranza@hdrinc.com>
Subject: Info requests for wildlife crossings

CAUTIGN: [EXTERNAL] This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments

unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi John,

A couple of outstanding info requests I'm checking in with you about.
e Construction and operations traffic volume for all roads in study area (not in EIR)
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® We also need to set up that call with the San Luis Reservoir folks to discuss elk and other wildlife issues
Can you help?

Thanks,
Ellen
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From: Jerry Brown [jbrown@sitesproject.org]

Sent: 5/16/2023 4:55:23 PM

To: Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]; Kevin Spesert [kspesert@sitesproject.org]; Joe Trapasso
[jtrapasso@sitesproject.org]

cC: Marcia Kivett [MKivett@sitesproject.org]

Subject: Tribal Monitor Contracts

Attachments: 02-05 Yocha Dehe Contract[2].pdf

| reread the yoche deHe staff report and we’re going to have to go to the board to renew the Colusa tribe monitoring
contract, assuming that’s the direction we’re headed. Please add to the 3 month look ahead accordingly. 1also suggest
that if we're going to have a similar monitoring agreement with the Paskenta tribe we should get authorization at the
same time and explain the way in which the work will get distributed among the 3 tribes.
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From: Lassell, Susan [Susan.Lassell@icf.com]

Sent: 5/17/2023 11:05:37 AM

To: Risse, Danielle [danielle.risse@hdrinc.com]; Lioyd, John [John.Lloyd@hdrinc.com]; Horizon Water
[janis@horizonh20.com]; Havelaar, Christiaan [Christiaan.Havelaar@icf.com]; Quirk, Phillip [Phillip.Quirk@icf.com]

cC: Laurie Warner Herson [laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com]; Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]

Subject: RE: Sites Reservoir - CR coordination

Hey folks —

I’'m sorry to report that | have a hard conflict with today’s coordination call and won’t be able to join this call.

Updates on my front include focusing on the EIR/EIS 2023 final review (per Tribal concerns) a bit later today, and
generally supporting Phil as he manages the day-to-day efforts to drive forward the built resources survey and cemetery
relocation planning.

Please feel free to reach out to me directly if | can help with anything!

Susan

SUSAN LASSELL | +1.916.231.7612 direct | +1.415.238.2086 mobile

My working hours may be different from yours. Please don't fasl obligated to reply cudside of your normal work schedule.

From: Lassell, Susan

Sent: Wednesday, April 27, 2022 1:54 PM

To: Lassell, Susan; Danielle Risse; Lloyd, John; Janis Offermann; Havelaar, Christiaan; Quirk, Phillip
Cc: Laurie Warner Herson; Alicia Forsythe

Subject: Sites Reservoir - CR coordination

When: Wednesday, May 17, 2023 11:30 AM-12:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: Microsoft Teams Meeting

Microsoft Teams meeting

Join on your computer or mobile app
Click here 1o ioin the mestin

Join with a video conferencing device
FAIB43270@ Lolanye

Video Conference ID: 114 846 206 4
Alternate VIC instrugtions

Or call in {audioc only)
+1.213-493-7443 68818034#  United States, Los Angeles

Phone Conference I1D: 688 180 34#
Find g locel number | Reset PIN
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Biweekly EIR/EIS Meeting -
Agenda

Affordable Water, Sustainably Managed

Our Core Values — Safety, Trust and Integrity, Respect for Local Communities, Environmental Stewardship, Shared Responsibility and
Shared Benefits, Accountability and Transparency, Proactive Innovation, Diversity and Inclusivity
Our Commitment — To live up to these values in everything we do

Meeting

Date: May 18, 2023 Location: Teams
Start Time: 11:00 a.m. Finish Time: 12:00 p.m.
Purpose: RDEIR/SDEIS Status and Coordination

eting Participants:
Monique Briard, ICF Ali Forsythe, Sites Authority Laurie Warner Herson,
Ariel Cohen, HDR Melissa Harris, ICF Integration

Discussion Topic Topic Time
Leader Allotted
1. Outstanding ltems for Discussion Melissa 25 min
a. Future conditions and growth inducing effects additions that could be
made to the Baseline Conditions discussion in Chapter 3, or the
Cumulative Effects Chapter
b. Ali’s final approval of approach for WQ bolstering given schedule and
information available: review of the WQ Table and legal framework
c. When will the CEQA legal review occur and what will be the format of
that review?
d. Do we need to adapt our approach for Reclamation’s backcheck such as
providing a briefing or further discussion as to the reason for the
additional changes?
e. Do we need Jerry to review the EIR/EIS prior it Reclamation’s review?
f.  Will Integration have two sets of comments to integrate?
g. Coordination Act Report timing and potential need to include in the
EIR/EIS, and this approach may need direction from Reclamation
2. Schedule All 30 min
3. Reclamation Coordination — agenda items for next meeting All 5 min
MEETING AGENDA | 20230518_EIR/EIS Biweekly_Meeting-Agenda 1of1
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From: Wendy Tyler [wtyler@countyofcolusa.com]

Sent: 5/17/2023 5:12:39 PM
To: Jerry Brown [jbrown@sitesproject.org]; Kevin Spesert [kspesert@sitesproject.org]
Subject: RE: Draft slides for review - Sites Local Community Working Group

Thanks Jerry. | appreciate the darification. To me it was reading revenue from recreation on or around the reservoir. |
would have to ask Mike what the East Park visitor days number is. Il see if | can reach him before tomorrow’s meeting,

See you tomorrow.
Wendy

Wendy G. Tyler
County of Colusa
County Administrative Officer

{530} 458-0737

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication, including any attachments, may contain confidential or privileged
information. it is solely for the use of the intended recipient{s}. Unauthorized interception, review, use or disclosure is
prohibited and may violate the law. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and destroy or
delete all copies of the communication from your computer,

From: Jerry Brown [mailto:jbrown@sitesproject.org]

Sent: Wednesday, May 17, 2023 2:08 PM

To: Wendy Tyler <wtyler@countyofcolusa.com>; Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>
Subject: Re: Draft slides for review - Sites Local Community Working Group

REMIKBER: This email originated from outside of the organization, only you can prevent ransomware attacks. Do not click
finks or open attachments unless yvou recognize the sender and know the content is safe. When 1 doubt, contact the Helpdesk at
helpdesk@countyofeolusa com.

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or on
clicking links from unknown senders.

I've drilled down further into the $2.4M estimate. | was wrong. This is not gross recreation revenues. The $2.4M
represents all income from recreation in the local and regional economies. I'll revise the slide accordingly.

A key metric that the revenue number generates from is “visitor days”. That number comes from the Prop 1
application. Its 187,000. Do you know what the “visitor days” number is for East Park? At Los Vaqueros it was about
50,000 but only after we got designated top striper fishing spot. Before that it was about 25,000, and most of that was
school education program visits.

| appreciate you flagging this and think it would be helpful to raise any of your concerns or comments tomorrow.

From: Wendy Tyler <wtyler@countyofcolusa.com>

Date: Wednesday, May 17, 2023 at 12:01 PM

To: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>, Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>
Subject: RE: Draft slides for review - Sites Local Community Working Group
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Thanks, lerry.
Yes, it is true that the schools should be made whole by the State. |just wanted to make sure we weren’t a smaller
percentage of that figure.

My experience with Fast Park would cause me to think that the $2.4M is overstated by 2 significant amount. Fast Park
generally open from mid-April through October brings in about 5170k in gross revenue including special events each
yvear. |realize Sites is larger, and will likely have recreation “vear-round”, but | also believe that the exercise of the water
will have impact on usage. Folks don't like to recreate on low water, they don’t ke to camp when it's a significant hike
o the water, ete, That said, | can steer my thoughts elsewhere for that discussion if you would like me to.

Looking forward to tomorrow.
Wendy

Wendy G. Tyler
County of Colusa
County Administrative Officer

{530} 458-0737

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication, including any attachments, may contain confidential or privileged
information. 1t is solely for the use of the intended recipient{s). Unauthorized interception, review, use or disclosure is
prohibited and may violate the law, If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and destroy or
delete all copies of the communication from vour computer.

From: Jerry Brown [mailto:jbrown@sitesproject.org]

Sent: Tuesday, May 16, 2023 1:30 PM

To: Wendy Tyler <wtyler@countyofcolusa.com>; Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>
Subject: Re: Draft slides for review - Sites Local Community Working Group

HEMINGE R This email originated from outside of the orgamization, only you can prevent ransomware attacks. Do not
click hinks or open attachments upless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. When in doubt, contact the

e e N N s Vo

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or on
clicking links from unknown senders.

Two very good questions that I'll do my best to answer as follows:

1. The figures shown are total annual property tax revenue loss based off of County financial reporting which | infer
to mean the amounts are loss to the County revenues only. | don’t believe this represents what the state loses. | took
away from Robert Bs 101 lesson that the state wouldn’t make the county cover its loss. Is that incorrect?

2. I can’t find any detail on the $2.4M in recreation revenue. This is 100% revenue from the recreation itself. My
experience at Los Vaqueros was that we generated about $1M per year in revenues (ie fishing permits, trail use, boat
rentals). I’'m guessing this is something that came from the Prop 1 application. | think know what you’re thinking — over
estimated.

Hope this helps.

Jerry
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From: Wendy Tyler <wtyler@countyofcolusa.com>

Date: Tuesday, May 16, 2023 at 11:45 AM

To: Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Jerry Brown <jbrown{@sitesproject.org>

Subject: RE: Draft slides for review - Sites Local Community Working Group

Hi Kevin,

Thanks for getting these over to me. The slides looks great. You know 'm not shy about adding to a conversation. 1do
have a couple of questions, so that | am more fully aware, before saying anything.

Slide 14: Are the losses in property tax revenue just the County’s respective shares, or is that total property tax?

Slide 15: Where did the 52.4 million gross revenue figure come from?

Look forward to hearing from vou,

Thanks,

Wendy

Wendy G. Tyler
County of Colusa
County Administrative Officer

(530} 458-0737

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication, including any attachments, may contain confidential or privileged
information. it is solely for the use of the intended recipient{s}. Unauthorized interceplion, review, use or disclosurs is
prohibited and may violate the law. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and destroy or
delete all copies of the communication from your computer.

From: Kevin Spesert [mailto:kspesert@sitesproject.org]

Sent: Tuesday, May 16, 2023 10:10 AM

To: Wendy Tyler <wtyler@countyofcolusa.com>

Cc: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>

Subject: Draft slides for review - Sites Local Community Working Group

REAMINDER: Thiz email originated from ountside of the organization, osly vou can prevent ransomware attacks. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content 15 safe. When in doubt, contact the
Helpdesk at helpdesk@countyofeolusa.com.

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or on
clicking links from unknown senders.
Hi Wendy,

Attached are the working draft slides for the Local Community Working Group meeting this Thursday related to the
CEDS and County Finance discussions...

Please review a forward any edits/suggestions and | will add them into the presentation...and hoping that you will be
part of the presentation and provide your thoughts during the discussion...

Please give me a call if you have any questions.

Thanks!
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Kevin

Kevin Spesert

External Affairs Manager

Sites Project Authority

Phone: 530.632.4071

Email: kspesert@sitesprolect.ong
Web:  wavw, SitesProiect.on
P.C. Box 517

122 Old Hwy 99W

Maxwell, CA 95955

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may cortain confidential andfor legally privileged information. It is solely for the use
of the intended reciplent(s}. Unauthorized interception, review, use or disclosure s prohibited and may violate applicable laws incdluding the Electronic
Communications Privacy Act, I you are not the intended reciplent; please contact the sender and destroy all coples of the communication,
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Sites

Sites Reservoir Project

Schedule
F [ Activily Name Start Finish 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032 2033 2034 2035 2036
Q[Q[Q[Q alalala Q[Q[Q[Q ajalalalalalala Q[Q[Q[Q alajalalajajalalalajaalajalalalala[a]alalalala Q[Q[Q[Q alajala
Bl Sites Reservoir Project: June 2023 + CP2
2 | Final EIR CEQA Adopton 11-Sep-23 | || ﬁFi:na:l EIR'CEQA Adoptioh |
3 Final EIS NEPA ROD 20-Feb-24 | | | |®iFihal EISNEPAROD! ! o
4 NTP for Final Design Data Acquisition 05-Jan-24 ’ NTP fwrFlnal DeS!gn Data Aqqulsmon
5 Water Right Permit Issued 31-Dec-24 - | OWater nght Permlt |SSUEd |
6 Investor Commitment 29-Jan-25{ | @ OInvestor Commltment ' RN
7 Policy Decision - Early Land Acquisition (Groups 1 & 2) 16-Jun-23* E‘PQHCY DeC|$|0I" Earlv Land ACqUISIUOH (GFOUPSCL&Z)
8 Land Acquisition - Southern Access Roads 16-Jun-23 | 01-Apr-24 ‘ W Land ACqU!SIUOV‘ Southern chessRoadsi | Lo
9 Land Acquisition - Northern Access Roads 16-Jun-23 | 03-Apr-26 W Land ACQU!SIUOI’\ NGrthern AGCESS Roads
10 Policy Decision - All Land Acquisition (Group 3) 30-Jan-25* o 0P01|cyDeq15|pn AIILandAcqulsmon (GFOUP 3) |
" Critical Land Acquisition Roads - Group 3 30-Jan-25 03-Apr-26 W CrltlcalLand ACC{UISIUOH Roads GVOUp?a
12 Critical Path Land Acquisition - Reservoir 30-Jan-25 03-Apr-26 : W CrltlcalPath Land ACCIWSIT‘OI’\ Reservolr
13 30% Design - North & South Acces Roads 20-Mar-24 E‘30%DeSIgn North&SouthAccesRoads | oo
4 30% Design - GG Dam 01-Nov-24 | | ’BO%DeSIgn GG Dam , ' 1 o
15 Final Design 20-Sep-24 | 06-Oct-28 @ Fma! De5|gn§
16 60% Design - GG Dam 15-Jan-27 I 4NSO%DeSIgn GGDamE . A
v DSOD Review & Approval of 100% Design 01-Nov-27 | 29-Dec-28 o E:Z-”J DSOD Rewew&Approvalof 100% DeSIgn
18 DSOD Approval of 100% Design 01-Jan-29 I ﬁ0DSODApprovaiofloo%DeSIgn |
19 Permitting (Biological/Cultural/Mitigation) 02-Apr-24  04-Jan-29 S ‘ ;Permlmng (Blologlcal/cu!tural/l\/lmgahon)
20 I CMAR Mobilization 17-Apr-25 06-Oct-25 ] CMAR Mobilization - B AR TN O A A A
21 Early Access, Staging Development, Material Hauling & Stockpile 17-Apr-25 = 10-Jun-31 N R S :EarIyAccess,StaglngDeyelopment I\/IaterlalHauImgé
2 Construction Summary 16-Feb-26  03-Nov-33 e ; T CO"\StfuCUOH Summarvi
2 Roads Construction 16-Feb-26 = 12-Apr-30 m Roads Construcnon : | '
24 Sites Dam Construction 16-Oct-28 = 10-Jan-31 EEEEE ‘ _ Sités Dam Construcnon ‘ L
25 Saddle Dams Construction 25-Oct-29 | 25-Feb-32 | I :‘ Saddle DamsConstructlon | R
26 Golden Gate Dam Construction 07-Feb-30 03-Nov-33 | :‘ Golden Gate Dam COHS'EFHCUO
27 Substantial Completion )3-Nov-33* AT T T A T O O O A ’SUbstanUa!Complenoné

==

[ Remaining Level of Effort
i Actual Level of Effort
B Actual Work $

Remaining Work

Critical Remaining Work
® Milestone

Project ID: Sites June-2023 / Project Name: Sites Reservoir Project: June 2023 + CP2
Layout Name: Sites Reservoir for O and E_1 / TASK filter: Critical OE.
Data Date: 01-May-23 / Print Date: 22-May-23
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Sites Reservoir Project

Sites

Schedule

# [ Actvity Name 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029 2030 2037 2032 2033 2034 2035 2036 2037
ala|alasjalalalalalalasjalalalaalalalas[ala|a|alasjajalalalajalasia|aalalalat|alaaaa]alasjalalalalalalasjajalalalad[alala]a

L Sites Reservoir Project: June 2023 + CP2 S

2 | Final EIR CEQA Adoption e ¢ Final EIR GEQA Adopfioh

5| Final EIS NEPA ROD || ®FinaliEIs NEPARDD ;

4 NTP for Final Design Data Acquisition ’ NTP for Fma‘ De5|gn Data Acqmsmon

5 Water Right Permit Issued ’ Water nght Permlt |SSU€‘d

O | Investor Commitment ’ Investpr Commltment ‘ o

7 Policy Decision - Early Land Acquisition (Groups 1 & 2) ‘ PO"CV Deqmpn Early Land Acqumthan (GFOUPS 1 & 2)

8 Land Acquisition - Southern Access Roads | ' Land ACCIUlS:!IUQH Sq:uthern ACCG$S Roads R

° ~ Land Acquisition - Northern Access Roads 1 — s Land ACCIUISI‘L'IOH Northern Access Roads

10 Policy Decision - All Land Acquisition {Group 3) ’ P0|ICV D¢C|$|0n A” Land ACCILIISlfIOn (GFQUP 3) ‘

" | Critical Land Acquisition Roads - Group 3 W Crmcal Land Acqwsmon Roads GI’OUp 3

12 Critical Path Land Acquisition - Reservoir W Crmcal Path Land Aqqulsmon Reservow

13 30% Design - North & South Acces Roads 0 30% DeSIgh NOrth & South Acces Roads oo

14 30% Design - GG Dam 0 30% DeSan GG Dam Lo

15 Final Design W Fmal Des|gn

16 60% Design - GG Dam o 60% DeSIgn GGPam | | 1 oL ibibiib

7 DSOD Review & Approval of 100% Design “ DSOD Revlew & Approval Of 100% Demgn

18 DSOD Approval of 100% Design 415 O O O O O O O ’ DSOD Approval Of 100% DeSIgn ‘

18 Permitting (Biological/Cultural/Mitigation) o T — Permlttmg (B|olog|cal/CulturaI/M|t|ga1:|0n)
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From: Alicia Forsythe [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=A6CDFO6A7ES04B65BAA21702A82AD329-AFORSYTHE]

Sent: 5/18/2023 2:01:28 PM
To: Janis Offermann [jaoffermann@montrose-env.com]
Subject: RE: Paskenta ethnography

Awesome! Thank you! | felt a bit bad for bringing it up out of the blue. But | was just thinking — lets start making good
on some of these things we’ve been talking about and now is the perfect time as | have to go to the board and get
money anyway. So let’s just get money for all of this. And I think it would be great to start this with Laverne as he’s
been such a long-term participant in the Project and he’s starting a cultural department. So this could really help him
kick start his work in Paskenta.

I am kind of thinking $200K for just Paskenta for this. | could see eventually doing this with Colusa and Yocha Dehe and
costs may be similar or more. Soin total, | think we are likely $600+ for all three. | suspect they can actually do this for
less than we can as they will likely have lower billing rates that we can get.

| am excited for something like this as | really want to advocate for the Tribes and look out for their interests. | just need
more knowledge and understanding to be able to do this. And | think something like this will help us gain the

understanding and information that will help us formulate real, actionable items for the future.

If you have a chance in the next few weeks to draft a few sentences/bullets, that would be great. | actually don’t need
much to get it into the Board agenda, but | need to share a bit of what this would be.

Ali

Alicia Forsythe | Environmental Planning and Permitting Manager | Sites Project Authority | 816.880.0676
| aforsythe@sitesproject.org | www.SitesProject.org

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain confidential and/or iegally priviieged information. It is soisly for
tha use of the intended recipient{s). Unauthorized interception, review, use ar disclosure is prohibited and may viclate applicabis laws
including the Electronic Coramunications Privacy Act. If yvou are not the intended recipierd, piease cordact the sendar and destroy all copies of
the communication.

From: Janis Offermann <jaoffermann@montrose-env.com>
Sent: Thursday, May 18, 2023 1:04 PM

To: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>

Subject: Paskenta ethnography

Hi, Ali

| just wanted to say that your offer to work with Paskenta on ethnographic documentation really hit it out of the
ballpark. What a great suggestion, especially at this moment.

FYl, way back when CH2MHill was leading the environmental work and | was a URS {I’m thinking it was around 2012 or
2013), they held a big meeting about additional environmental work that was needed to re-kickstart the EIR. At that
time | brought up the need for an ethnographic study and we even came up with a ballpark cost. Even then, | think it
was in the $200K range, so | would guess that it would be double by now. This, however, would have included
involvement with all of the tribes, not just those occupying the north part of the project area. | just wanted to point this
out for context, when considering potential costs for the Paskenta piece.

Mostly, | just wanted to applaud you for bringing this up. Let me know if you would like me to write a short description
for you to present to the board. Also, and this is way down the road, when we completed the ethnographic work for the
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Oroville relicensing, we distilled the confidential report down to a version accessible to the public for local libraries and
for the project website. It is a nice way to disseminate this knowledge to the public.

Thanks
janis

Janis Offermann, M.A., RPA

Senjor Cuftural Resources Manager

M: 530.220.4918

iaoffermann@montross-eny,com

Please note new email address after April 1, 2023. | can still receive emails as anis@@horizonhZo com; however, all
of my outgoing emails to you will be from faoffermann@montrose-eny.com.

Cf"vNFIDENTlALITV NOTICE: The contents of this email message and any attachments are intended solel’y for the addresses(s)

/

not *hﬁ ntard d recipient cf th is message or ‘he r aqent or if ths rmessage kaf bucn uddre«ed to you in error, please
immediately alert the sender by reply email and then delete this message and any attachments and the reply from your system. If
you are not thﬂ intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, use, dissermination, copying, or storage of this
rnessage or its attachrments is strictly prohibited.
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From: Janis Offermann [jaoffermann@montrose-env.com]

Sent: 5/18/2023 2:07:58 PM
To: Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] RE: Paskenta ethnography

Great. | will be happy to get something to you soon.

Also, allocating money for something like this, which would occur in the future, is a wonderful way to demonstrate the
Authority’s long term commitment to the tribe.

Thanks

Janis

From: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject. org>
Sent: Thursday, May 18, 2023 2:01 PM

To: Janis Offermann <jagffermann@monirose-snv.com>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Paskenta ethnography

Awesome! Thank you! | felt a bit bad for bringing it up out of the blue. But | was just thinking — lets start making good
on some of these things we’ve been talking about and now is the perfect time as | have to go to the board and get
money anyway. So let’s just get money for all of this. And I think it would be great to start this with Laverne as he’s
been such a long-term participant in the Project and he’s starting a cultural department. So this could really help him
kick start his work in Paskenta.

I am kind of thinking $200K for just Paskenta for this. | could see eventually doing this with Colusa and Yocha Dehe and
costs may be similar or more. Soin total, | think we are likely $600+ for all three. | suspect they can actually do this for
less than we can as they will likely have lower billing rates that we can get.

I am excited for something like this as | really want to advocate for the Tribes and look out for their interests. | just need
more knowledge and understanding to be able to do this. And | think something like this will help us gain the
understanding and information that will help us formulate real, actionable items for the future.

if you have a chance in the next few weeks to draft a few sentences/bullets, that would be great. | actually don’t need
much to get it into the Board agenda, but | need to share a bit of what this would be.

Ali

Alicia Forsythe | Environmental Planning and Permitting Manager | Sites Project Authority | 916.880.0676
| aforsythe@sitesproiectorg | www.SitesProject.org

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain confidential and/or fegally priviieged information. it is solely for
thae use of the intendad recipient{s). Unauthorized interception, raview, use or disclo is prohibited and svay viciate applicabis laws
including the Elactronic Communications Privacy Act. If you are nat the intendad recipient, pleass contact the sender and destroy all conies of
the communication.

From: Janis Offermann <jzoffermann@montrose-emy.com>
Sent: Thursday, May 18, 2023 1:04 PM

To: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@isitesproject.org>

Subject: Paskenta ethnography

Hi, Ali
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| just wanted to say that your offer to work with Paskenta on ethnographic documentation really hit it out of the
ballpark. What a great suggestion, especially at this moment.

FYl, way back when CH2MHill was leading the environmental work and | was a URS {I’'m thinking it was around 2012 or
2013), they held a big meeting about additional environmental work that was needed to re-kickstart the EIR. At that
time | brought up the need for an ethnographic study and we even came up with a ballpark cost. Even then, | think it
was in the $200K range, so | would guess that it would be double by now. This, however, would have included
involvement with all of the tribes, not just those occupying the north part of the project area. | just wanted to point this
out for context, when considering potential costs for the Paskenta piece.

Mostly, | just wanted to applaud you for bringing this up. Let me know if you would like me to write a short description
for you to present to the board. Also, and this is way down the road, when we completed the ethnographic work for the
Oroville relicensing, we distilled the confidential report down to a version accessible to the public for local libraries and
for the project website. It is a nice way to disseminate this knowledge to the public.

Thanks
janis

Janis Offermann, M.A., RPA

Senior Cultural Resources Manager

M: 530.220.4918

jsoffermann@®montrose-eny,com

Please note new email address after April 1, 2023. | can still receive emails as anis@horizonhZo.com; however, all

of my outgoing emails to you will be from faoffermann@montrose-env.com.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The contents of this email message and any attachmenits are intended goleiy for the addressee(s)
and may contain confidertial, proprietary and/or privileged information and may be legally protected from disclosure. f\/ u are
not the intended recipient of this message or their ayent, or if this message has been addressed to you in error, please
immediately alert the sender by reply email and then delete this message and any attachments and the reply frorm your system. If
you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, use, dissemination, copying, or storage of this
message or its attachments is strictly prohibited.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The contents of this email message and any attachments are intended solely for the addressee (
and may contain confiderntial, proprietary and/or privileged information and may be legally protected from disclosure. If you are
not the :ntended recipient of this message or their agent, or if this message has been addressed to you in error, please
immediately alert the sender by reply email and then de is message and any attachments and the reply from your system.
you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, use, dissemination, copying, or storage of this
message or its attachments is strictly prohibited.
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Elevation Vs. Area and Storage Data 10/17/2022
2022 LIDAR Data

241 2466 0 0.00 0.0 0 . oo |

242 6561 1 4,514 0.1 0 .0

243 15318 1 10,940 0.3 0 e

244 38394 1 26,856 0.6 1

245 56709 1 47,552 1.1 1 2

246 92619 1 74,664 1.7 2

247 116910 1 104,765 2.4 2

248 143496 1 130,203 3.0 3 .
249 189135 1 166,316 3.8 4 13 4.3
250 246357 1 217,746 5.0 5 5.7
251 316989 1 281,673 6.5 6 . ] 13
252 353835 1 335,412 7.7 8 . 32 | 81
253 396288 1 375,062 8.6 9 9.1
254 419184 1 407,736 9.4 9 . sa. | 96
255 437751 1 428,468 9.8 10 . 0 | 100
256 453726 1 445,739 10.2 10 10.4
257 486747 1 470,237 10.8 11 11.2
258 518499 1 502,623 115 12 . 3 | 19
259 540576 1 529,538 12.2 12 105 12.4
260 563616 1 552,096 12.7 13 12.9
261 588681 1 576,149 13.2 13 13.5
262 616626 1 602,654 13.8 14 144 14.2
263 663948 1 640,287 14.7 15 15.2
264 709182 1 686,565 15.8 16 16.3
265 759141 1 734,162 16.9 17 17.4
266 829773 1 794,457 18.2 18 19.0
267 891135 1 860,454 19.8 20 | 20 | 205
268 964089 1 927,612 21.3 21 22.1
269 | 1096056 | 1 1,030,073 23.6 24 25.2
270 | 1406691 | 1 1,251,374 28.7 29 | 303 | 323
271 | 1915317 | 1 1,661,004 38.1 38 L 3 | a0
272 | 2593917 | 1 2,254,617 51.8 52 | 33 | 595
273 | 3149928 | 1 2,871,923 65.9 66 72.3
274 | 3603186 | 1 | 3,376,557 77.5 78 537 82.7
275 | 3993012 | 1 [ 3,798,099 87.2 87 91.7
276 | 4426281 | 1 | 4,209,647 96.6 97 101.6
277 | 4932972 | 1 | 4,679,627 107.4 107

278 | s471622 | 1 | 5,202,297 119.4 119

279 | 6108786 | 1 5,790,204 132.9 133 | 1ps0 |

280 | 6910452 | 1 6,509,619 149.4 149 . 12300

281 | 7901478 | 1 7,405,965 170.0 170 | 1400 @ |

282 | 9024606 | 1 8,463,042 194.3 194 | 1594 |

283 | 10180611 | 1 9,602,609 220.4 220 . i85 |

284 | 11530917 | 1 | 10,855,764 249.2 249 | 2088 |

https://aecom.sharepoint.com/sites/SitesTO03/Shared Documents/General/400_Technical/430_Technical_Working_Documents/HR34.06 Hydraulics Outlet
Works/Storage Elevation Curve/Storage Elevation Curve.xlsx
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Elevation Vs. Area and Storage Data
2022 LiDAR Data

13136850 | 1 | 12,333,884 283.1 283
286 | 14739534 | 1 | 13,938,192 320.0 320
287 | 16240572 | 1 | 15,490,053 355.6 356 | 3022 |
288 | 17649891 | 1 | 16,945,232 389.0 389
289 | 19111446 | 1 | 18,380,669 422.0 422 | 3833 |
290 | 20484882 | 1 | 19,798,164 454.5 455 4,288
291 | 21896136 | 1 | 21,190,509 486.5 486 | 502.7
292 | 23668317 | 1 | 22,782,227 523.0 523 543.3
293 | 25733475 | 1 | 24,700,896 567.1 567 5,364 590.8
294 | 27895437 | 1 | 26,814,456 615.6 616 640.4
295 | 30423762 | 1 | 29,159,600 669.4 669 698.4
296 | 32773329 | 1 | 31,598,546 725.4 725 752.4
297 | 34867395 | 1 | 33,820,362 776.4 776 800.4
298 | 36797796 | 1 | 35,832,5% 822.6 823 844.8
299 | 38636235 | 1 | 37,717,016 865.9 866 887.0
300 | 40714920 | 1 | 39,675,578 910.8 911 934.7
301 | 42761268 | 1 | 41,738,094 958.2 958 9817
302 | 44853480 | 1 | 43,807,374 | 1,005.7 1,006 1,029.7
303 | 46907055 | 1 | 45,880,268 | 1,053.3 1,053 1,076.8
304 | 48981690 | 1 | 47,944,373 | 1,100.7 1,101 1,124.5
305 | 51202269 | 1 | 50,091,980 | 1,150.0 1,150 1,175.4
306 | 53461710 | 1 | 52,331,990 | 1,201.4 1,201 1,227.3
307 | 55798839 | 1 | 54,630,275 | 1,254.1 1,254 1,281.0
308 | 58358205 | 1 | 57,078,522 | 1,3103 1,310 1,339.7
309 | 61018758 | 1 | 59,688,482 | 1,370.3 1,370 1,400.8
310 | 63789255 | 1 | 62,404,007 | 1,432.6 1,433 1,464.4
311 | 66446991 | 1 | 65,118,123 | 1,494.9 149 | 2458 | 15254
312 | 68998932 | 1 | 67,722,962 | 1,554.7 1,555 1,584.0
313 | 71766207 | 1 | 70,382,570 | 1,615.8 1,616 1,647.5
314 | 74689884 | 1 | 73,228,046 | 1,681.1 1681 | 29433 | 17146
315 | 77920146 | 1 | 76,305,015 | 1,751.7 1,752 1,788.8
316 | 81021429 | 1 | 79,470,788 | 1,824.4 1,824 1,860.0
317 | 84120219 | 1 | 82,570,824 | 1,895.6 1,86 | 3495 | 19311
318 | 87559830 | 1 | 85,840,025 | 1,970.6 1,971 36,876 2,010.1
319 | 91572723 | 1 | 89,566,277 | 2,056.2 2,056 2,102.2
320 | 95094945 | 1 | 93,333,834 | 21427 2,143
321 | 98274510 | 1 | 96,684,728 | 12,2196 2,220
322 | 101275632 | 1 | 99,775,071 | 12,2905 2,201
323 | 104310378 | 1 | 102,793,005 | 2,359.8 2,360
324 | 107279109 | 1 | 105,794,744 | 2,4287 2,429
325 | 110321127 | 1 | 108,800,118 | 2,497.7 2,498
326 | 113231853 | 1 | 111,776,490 | 2,566.0 2,566
327 | 116138772 | 1 | 114,685313 | 26328 2,633
328 | 118983474 | 1 [ 117,561,123 | 2,698.8 2,699

10/17/2022

https://aecom.sharepoint.com/sites/SitesTO03/Shared Documents/General/400_Technical/430_Technical_Working_Documents/HR34.06 Hydraulics Outlet

Works/Storage Elevation Curve/Storage Elevation Curve.xlsx
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Elevation Vs. Area and Storage Data
2022 LiDAR Data

121924449 | 1 | 120,453,962 | 2,765.2 2,765
330 | 124989156 | 1 | 123,456,803 | 2,834. 2,834

331 | 128106171 | 1 | 126,547,664 | 2,905.1 2,905

332 [ 131213394 | 1 | 129,659,783 | 2,976.6 2,977

333 | 134371404 | 1 | 132,792,399 | 3,048.5 3,048

334 [ 137321334 | 1 | 135,846,369 | 3,118.6 3,119

335 | 140276070 | 1 | 138,798,702 | 3,186.4 3,186

336 | 143171712 | 1 | 141,723,891 | 3,253.5 3,254

337 | 146119140 | 1 | 144,645,426 | 3,320.6 3,321 88,177 3,354.4
338 | 149087628 | 1 | 147,603,384 | 3,388.5 3,389 3,422.6
339 | 152072244 | 1 | 150,579,936 | 3,456.8 3457 | 95023 | 34911
340 | 155018925 | 1 | 153,545,585 | 3,524.9 3,525 3,558.7
341 | 158037453 | 1 | 156,528,189 | 3,593.4 3,593 3,628.0
342 | 161048466 | 1 | 159,542,960 | 3,662.6 3,663 3,697.2
343 | 163989081 | 1 | 162,518,774 | 3,730.9 3,731 3,764.7
344 | 167018373 | 1 | 165,503,727 | 3,799.4 3,799 3,834.2
345 | 169999641 | 1 | 168,509,007 | 3,868.4 3,868 3,902.7
346 | 172893330 | 1 | 171,446,486 | 3,935.9 3,936 3,969.1
347 | 175783374 | 1 | 174,338,352 | 4,002.3 4,002 4,035.4
348 | 178661871 | 1 | 177,222,623 | 4,068.5 4,068 4,101.5
349 | 181534401 | 1 | 180,098,136 | 4,1345 4,134 4,167.5
350 | 184442103 | 1 | 182,988,252 | 4,200.8 4,201 4,234.2
351 | 187313454 | 1 | 185,877,779 | 4,267.2 4,267 4,300.1
352 | 190170963 | 1 | 188,742,209 | 4,332.9 4,333 4,365.7
353 | 193036050 | 1 | 191,603,507 | 4,398.6 4,399 4,431.5
354 | 195940602 | 1 | 194,488,326 | 4,464.8 4,465 4,498.2
355 | 198923715 | 1 | 197,432,159 | 4,532.4 4,532 4,566.7
356 | 202031415 | 1 | 200,477,565 | 4,602.3 4,602 4,638.0
357 | 205187490 | 1 | 203,609,453 | 4,674.2 4,674 4,710.5
358 | 208448352 | 1 | 206,817,921 | 4,747.9 4,748 4,785.3
359 | 211795569 | 1 | 210,121,961 | 4,823.7 4,824 4,862.2
360 | 215000190 | 1 | 213,397,880 | 4,898.9 4,899 4,935.7
361 | 218227635 | 1 | 216,613,913 | 4,972.8 4,973 5,009.8
362 | 221567130 | 1 | 219,897,383 | 5,048.1 5,048 193,308 5,086.5
363 | 224761473 | 1 | 223,164,302 | 5,123.1 5,123 ‘ 5,159.8
364 | 227826693 | 1 | 226,294,083 | 5,195.0 5,195 5,230.2
365 | 230863374 | 1 | 229,345,034 | 5,265.0 5,265 208,891 5,299.9
366 | 233929971 | 1 | 232,396,673 | 5,335.1 5,335

367 | 236982924 | 1 | 235,456,448 | 5,405.3 5,405

368 | 240004584 | 1 | 238,493,754 | 5475.1 5,475

369 | 243027513 | 1 | 241,516,049 | 5,544.4 5,544

370 | 246005082 | 1 | 244,516,298 | 5,613.3 5613 | 236265 |

371 | 248871483 | 1 | 247,438,283 | 5,680.4 5,680

372 | 251735022 | 1 | 250,303,253 | 5,746.2 5,746

10/17/2022
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Elevation Vs. Area and Storage Data
2022 LiDAR Data

254572875 | 1 | 253,153,949 | 58116 5812 | 253503 |
374 | 257428782 | 1 | 256,000,829 | 5,877.0 5,877
375 | 260364519 | 1 | 258,896,651 | 5943.4 5043 | 265323 |
376 | 263230956 | 1 | 261,797,738 | 6,010.0 6,010
377 | 266131026 | 1 | 264,680,991 | 6,076.2 6,076
378 | 269021772 | 1 | 267,576,399 | 6,142.7 6,143 283,552
379 | 271912284 | 1 | 270,467,028 | 6,209.1 6,209 6,242.2
380 | 274849722 | 1 | 273,381,003 | 6,276.0 6,276 6,309.7
381 | 277824690 | 1 | 276,337,206 | 6,343.8 6,344 302,381 6,378.0
382 | 280932390 | 1 | 279,378,540 | 6,413.6 6,414 6,449.3
383 | 284096691 | 1 | 282,514,541 | 6,485.6 6,486 6,522.0
384 | 287195319 | 1 | 285,646,005 | 6,557.5 6,558 6,593.1
385 | 290421675 | 1 | 288,808,497 | 6,630.1 6,630 6,667.2
386 | 293630823 | 1 | 292,026,249 | 6,704.0 6,704 6,740.8
387 | 296823105 | 1 | 295,226,964 | 6,777.5 6,777 6,814.1
388 | 299891781 | 1 | 298,357,443 | 6,849.3 6,849 6,884.6
389 | 302926104 | 1 | 301,408,943 | 6,919.4 6,919 6,954.2
390 | 306066402 | 1 | 304,496,253 | 6,990.3 6,990 7,026.3
3901 | 309174309 | 1 | 307,620,356 | 7,062.0 7,062 7,097.7
392 | 312223680 | 1 | 310,698,995 | 7,132.7 7,133 7,167.7
393 | 315220653 | 1 | 313,722,167 | 7,202.1 7,202 7,236.5
394 | 318112974 | 1 | 316,666,814 | 7,269.7 7,270 7,302.9
395 | 321136641 | 1 | 319,624,808 | 7,337.6 7,338 7,372.3
396 | 324112275 | 1 | 322,624,458 | 7,406.4 7,406 7,440.6
397 | 327034746 | 1 | 325573,511 | 7,474.1 7,474 7,507.7
398 | 329914575 | 1 | 328,474,661 | 7,540.7 7,541 7,573.8
399 | 332815491 | 1 | 331,365,033 | 7,607.1 7,607 7,640.4
400 | 335679219 | 1 | 334,247,355 | 7,673.3 7,673 7,706.1
401 | 338479785 | 1 | 337,079,502 | 7,738.3 7,738 7,770.4
402 | 341179587 | 1 | 339,829,686 | 7,8014 7,801 7,832.4
403 | 343888191 | 1 | 342,533,889 | 7,863.5 7,863 7,894.6
404 | 346621257 | 1 | 345,254,724 | 7,926.0 7,926 7,957.3
405 | 349365555 | 1 | 347,993,406 | 7,988.8 7,989 8,020.3
406 | 352072269 | 1 | 350,718,912 | 8,051.4 8,051 483,784 8,082.5
407 | 354749985 | 1 | 353,411,127 | 8113.2 8,113 8,143.9
408 | 357340149 | 1 | 356,045,067 | 8173.7 8,174 8,203.4
409 | 359906166 | 1 | 358,623,158 | 8232.9 8,233 508,303 8,262.3
410 | 362485116 | 1 | 361,195,641 | 8,291.9 8,292
411 | 365108067 | 1 | 363,796,592 | 83516 8,352
412 | 367748064 | 1 | 366,428,066 | 8,412.0 8412 | 533,359
413 [ 370327383 | 1 | 369,037,724 | 84719 8,472
414 | 372994497 | 1 | 371,660,940 | 8,532.2 8532 | 550,363 |
415 | 375647580 | 1 | 374,321,039 | 8593.2 8,593
416 | 378255789 | 1 | 376,951,685 | 8,653.6 8,654

10/17/2022
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Elevation Vs. Area and Storage Data
2022 LiDAR Data

380883249 | 1 | 379,569,519 | 8,713.7 8,714
418 | 383551452 | 1 | 382,217,351 | 8,774.5 8,775
419 | 386220330 | 1 | 384,885,891 | 8,835.8 883 | 593934 |
420 | 388853712 | 1 | 387,537,021 | 8,896.6 8,897
421 | 391516389 | 1 | 390,185,051 | 8,957.4 8,957
422 394209693 | 1 | 392,863,041 | 9,018.9 9,019 620,807 9,049.8
423 | 396848070 | 1 | 395,528,882 | 9,080.1 9,080 ~ 9,110.4
424 | 399468069 | 1 | 398,158,070 | 9,140.5 9,140 9,170.5
425 | 402112116 | 1 | 400,790,093 | 9,200.9 9,201 648,228 9,231.2
426 | 404751528 | 1 | 403,431,822 | 09,2615 9,262 9,291.8
427 | 407386521 | 1 | 406,069,025 | 9,322.1 9,322 9,352.3
428 | 410001183 | 1 | 408,693,852 | 9,382.3 9,382 9,412.3
429 | 412596459 | 1 | 411,298,821 | 9,442.1 9,442 9,471.9
430 | 415133415 | 1 | 413,864,937 | 9,501.0 9,501 9,530.2
431 | 417646944 | 1 | 416,390,180 | 9,559.0 9,559 9,587.9
432 | 420130440 | 1 | 418,888,692 | 9,616.4 9,616 9,644.9
433 | 422608752 | 1 | 421,369,596 | 9,673.3 9,673 9,701.8
434 | 425044305 | 1 | 423,826,529 | 9,729.7 9,730 9,757.7
435 | 427480434 | 1 | 426,262,370 | 9,785.6 9,786 9,813.6
436 | 429918912 | 1 | 428,699,673 | 9,841.6 9,842 9,869.6
437 | 432376173 | 1 | 431,147,543 | 9,897.8 9,898 9,926.0
438 | 434914299 | 1 | 433,645,236 | 9,955.1 9,955 9,984.3
439 | 437436171 | 1 | 436,175,235 | 10,013.2 10,013 10,042.2
440 | 439917516 | 1 | 438,676,844 | 10,070.6 10,071 10,099.1
441 | 442382211 | 1 | 441,149,864 | 10,127.4 10,127 10,155.7
442 | 444827673 | 1 | 443,604,942 | 10,183.8 10,184 10,211.8
443 | 447244218 | 1 | 446,035,946 | 10,239.6 10,240 10,267.3
444 | 449655975 | 1 | 448,450,097 | 10,295.0 10,295 10,322.7
445 | 452068803 | 1 | 450,862,389 | 10,3504 10,350 10,378.1
446 | 454495842 | 1 | 453,282,323 | 10,405.9 10,406 10,433.8
447 | 456957288 | 1 | 455,726,565 | 10,462.0 10,462 10,490.3
448 | 459493767 | 1 | 458,225,528 | 10,519.4 10,519 10,548.5
449 | 462103560 | 1 | 460,798,664 | 10,578.5 10,578 10,608.4
450 | 464695920 | 1 | 463,399,740 | 10,638.2 10,638 897,080 10,668.0
451 | 467244090 | 1 | 465,970,005 | 10,697.2 10,697 ‘ 10,726.4
452 | 469754235 | 1 | 468,499,163 | 10,7553 10,755 10,784.1
453 | 472256046 | 1 | 471,005,141 | 10,812.8 10,813 929,345 10,841.5
454 | 474714819 | 1 | 473,485,433 | 10,869.7 10,870
455 | 477139077 | 1 | 475,926,948 | 10,925.8 10,926
456 | 479584413 | 1 | 478,361,745 | 10,9817 10,982
457 | 482129388 | 1 | 480,856,901 | 11,039.0 11,039
458 | 484638579 | 1 | 483,383,984 | 11,097.0 11,097
459 | 487119681 | 1 | 485,879,130 | 11,154.3 11,154
460 | 489585717 | 1 | 488,352,699 | 11,211.0 11,211

10/17/2022
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Elevation Vs. Area and Storage Data
2022 LiDAR Data

10/17/2022

492151104 | 1 | 490,868,411 | 11,268.8 11,269
462 | 494661996 | 1 | 493,406,550 | 11,327.1 11,327
463 | 497150028 | 1 | 495,906,012 | 11,384.4 11,384
464 | 499592466 | 1 | 498,371,247 | 11,441.0 11,441
465 | 501974289 | 1 | 500,783,378 | 11,496.4 11,496
466 | 504331812 | 1 | 503,153,051 | 11,550.8 11,551 1,075,092 11,577.9
467 | 506676330 | 1 | 505,504,071 | 11,604.8 11,605 1,0 11,631.7
468 | 509000202 | 1 | 507,838,266 | 11,658.4 11,658 ‘ 11,685.0
469 [ 511345521 | 1 | 510,172,862 | 11,712.0 11,712 1,110,067 11,738.9
470 | 513669222 | 1 | 512,507,372 | 11,765.6 11,766 11,792.2
471 | 515969856 | 1 | 514,819,539 | 11,818.6 11,819 11,845.0
472 | 518257557 | 1 | 517,113,707 | 11,871.3 11,871 11,897.6
473 | 520534404 | 1 | 519,395,981 | 11,923.7 11,924 11,949.8
474 | 522818721 | 1 | 521,676,563 | 11,976.0 11,976 12,002.3
475 | 525099600 | 1 | 523,959,161 | 12,028.4 12,028 12,054.6
476 | 527351679 | 1 | 526,225,640 | 12,080.5 12,080 12,106.3
477 | 529597161 | 1 | 528,474,420 | 12,132.1 12,132 12,157.9
478 | 531822951 | 1 | 530,710,056 | 12,183.4 12,183 12,209.0
479 | 534024729 | 1 | 532,923,840 | 12,2342 12,234 12,259.5
480 | 536240853 | 1 | 535,132,791 | 12,285.0 12,285 12,310.4
481 | 538458003 | 1 | 537,349,428 | 12,335.8 12,336 12,361.3
482 | 540647802 | 1 | 539,552,903 | 12,386.4 12,386 12,411.6
483 | 542827557 | 1 | 541,737,680 | 12,436.6 12,437 12,461.6
484 | 545027256 | 1 | 543,927,407 | 12,486.9 12,487 12,512.1
485 | 547232742 | 1 | 546,129,999 | 12,537.4 12,537 12,562.7
486 | 549419760 | 1 | 548,326,251 | 12,587.8 12,588 12,612.9
487 | 551599416 | 1 | 550,509,588 | 12,638.0 12,638 12,663.0
488 | 553776372 | 1 | 552,687,894 | 12,688.0 12,688 12,713.0
489 | 555939018 | 1 | 554,857,695 | 12,737.8 12,738 12,762.6
490 | 558073224 | 1 | 557,006,121 | 12,787.1 12,787 12,811.6
491 | 560198070 | 1 | 559,135,647 | 12,836.0 12,836 12,860.4
492 | 562295700 | 1 | 561,246,885 | 12,884.5 12,884 12,908.5
493 | 564394104 | 1 | 563,344,902 | 12,932.6 12,933 12,956.7
494 | 566502930 | 1 | 565,448,517 | 12,980.9 12,981 1,419,622 13,005.1
495 | 568624401 | 1 | 567,563,666 | 13,029.5 13,029 ~ 13,053.8
496 | 570734253 | 1 | 569,679,327 | 13,078.0 13,078 . 13,102.3
497 [ 572832945 | 1 | 571,783,599 | 13,1263 13,126 1,458,856 13,150.4
498 |574910604| 1 | 573,871,775 | 13,174.3 13,174 13,198.1
499 | 576989775 | 1 | 575,950,190 | 13,222.0 13,222
500 | 579047535 | 1 | 578,018,655 | 13,269.5 13,269
501 | 581098941 | 1 | 580,073,238 | 13,316.6 13,317
502 | 583161444 | 1 | 582,130,193 | 13,363.9 13,364
503 | 585239814 | 1 | 584,200,629 | 13,411.4 13,411
504 | 587336175 | 1 | 586,287,995 | 13,459.3 13,459

https://aecom.sharepoint.com/sites/SitesTO03/Shared Documents/General/400_Technical/430_Technical_Working_Documents/HR34.06 Hydraulics Outlet
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From: Herrin, Jeff [jeff.herrin@aecom.com]

Sent: 5/19/2023 5:39:50 AM

To: Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]; Spranza, John [john.spranza@hdrinc.com]; Laurie Warner Herson
[laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com]; Kevin Spesert [kspesert@sitesproject.org]

Subject: RE: Dale Widner-LaMalfa mtg- Fw: (Sites) Latest info on Veterans Lake - Steelhead Lake (VLSL) after meeting with

Congressman LaMalfa

I'm aware of Veterans Lake. There was another suggestion called Cottonwood Lake that sounds a lot like Steelhead Lake,
but they may not be identical. Veterans Lake and Cottonwood Lake are covered in the Federal feasibility report by
Reclamation (see Appendix A). The Federal report screened Veterans and Cottonwood Lake out in a manner similar to
the analysis for Red Bank, Newville, and Colusa Reservoirs. Neither project met the Federal objective for providing
benefits to anadromous fish. There was no requirement in WSIP to evaluate alternative projects in the State feasibility
report prepared by the Authority for the Water Commission.

These projects are located well to the north of Sites Reservoir. They are well away from the Sacramento River and there
is no existing canal system (like the TC Canal and GCID Main Canal) to carry water to that vicinity. They rely on releases
from Shasta rather than flows from downstream tributaries to the Sacramento River for filling. There was a concern that
they would impact water levels in other reservoirs, including Shasta. My understanding is that all of these projects
involve constructing new dams on creeks that are important for anadromous fish. | suspect the inundation areas would
also result in greater biological impacts.

| think it can be argued that these alternatives are really different ways of looking at expanding storage in Shasta rather
than creating true offsite storage in the Sacramento River Basin with a project like Sites, Colusa, or Newville Reservoir.
Sites and Veterans Lake are apples and oranges — different watersheds, different source of water, different beneficiaries,
different public benefits. | don’t think these reservoirs are what CALFED had in mind when it looked at North of the Delta
Storage — the intent was to provide storage that could result in benefits to the Sacramento/San Joaquin Rivers Delta. |
think these proposals are outside of the scope of CALFED and should be evaluated separately. The environmental
impacts are likely to be a big hurdle.

Jeff

From: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe @sitesproject.org>

Sent: Thursday, May 18, 2023 7:20 PM

To: Spranza, John <john.spranza@hdrinc.com>; Laurie Warner Herson <laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com>; Herrin,
leff <jeff.herrin@aecom.com>; Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>

Subject: FW: Dale Widner-LaMalfa mtg- Fw: (Sites) Latest info on Veterans Lake - Steelhead Lake (VLSL) after meeting
with Congressman LaMalfa

Hi all = This is a long email trial and a number of attachments. But this individual believes that the 2020 Feasibility
Report didn’t adequately cover Veterans Lake and Steelhead Lake.

Laurie - can you review the 2017 draft EIR/EIS and the RDEIR/SDEIS to see if we mention these two reservoirs as
options?

Jeff - are you aware of these reservoirs?
I think we should have a call with Allison on this next week and figure out next steps.
I'll reach out to her to schedule something.

In the mean time, please send the group anything you're able to find on this.
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Ali

Alicia Forsythe | Environmental Planning and Permitting Manager | Sites Project Authority | 916.880.0676
| aforsythe@sitesproject.org | www.SitesProject.org

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This cammunication with its contents may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. it is solely for
the wuse of the intended recipiant{s). Unauthorized interception, review, use or disclosure is prohibited and may viclate applicable laws
including the Elecironic Communications Privacy Act. If you are not the Intended recipient, pigase contact the sender and destroy all copies of
the communication.

From: Bader, Donald P <DBader@ushr.gov>

Sent: Thursday, May 18, 2023 3:02 PM

To: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>

Subject: Fw: Dale Widner-LaMalfa mtg- Fw: [EXTERNAL] (Sites) Latest info on Veterans Lake - Steelhead Lake (VLSL) after
meeting with Congressman LaMalfa

Ally, what is going on here?

From: Hadley, Elizabeth W <ehadley@usbr.gov>

Sent: Thursday, May 11, 2023 1:46 PM

To: Bader, Donald P <DBader@usbr.gov>; Jacobs, Kevin M <Klacobs@usbr.gov>; Hudleston, James J
<NHudleston@usbr.gov>

Subject: Fwd: Dale Widner-LaMalfa mtg- Fw: [EXTERNAL] (Sites) Latest info on Veterans Lake - Steelhead Lake (VLSL)
after meeting with Congressman LaMalfa

Is this the person we are bringing on board? Is he going to be pursuing this project while working for us?

Elizabeth W. Hadley

Deputy Area Manager

Bureau of Reclamation

Interior Region 10 - California-Great Basin
Northern California Area Office

Office (530) 247-8502

From: Navarro, Lisa M <LNavarro@usbr.gov>

Sent: Thursday, May 11, 2023 1:43 PM

To: Knecht, Mary Lee <MKnecht@usbr.gov>

Cc: Campbell Miranda, Tara Jane <tcampbellmiranda@usbr.gov>; Hadley, Elizabeth W <ehadley@usbr.gov>
Subject: Dale Widner-LaMalfa mtg- Fw: [EXTERNAL] (Sites) Latest info on Veterans Lake - Steelhead Lake (VLSL) after
meeting with Congressman LaMalfa

Hi all,

FYI - please see email below from Dale Widner {a Caltrans engineer who retired in December) regarding his
May 5 meeting with Congressman LaMalfa. In that meeting, LaMalfa raised the recent issues/complaints re
Trinity Lake (orange highlights below) and supported Mr. Widner's concept for "Veterans Lake Steelhead Lake
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{(VLSL) for more water storage in California (offstream water storage with excess releases from Shasta Lake).
(Yellow highlight is related to Sites.)

Dale Widner has had this idea for a "Veterans Lake Steelhead Lake" project possibly since 2010 and is trying to
revive. In 2016, CVPIA Rod Wittler worked with Dale, researched/worked with Denver; nothing came from it;
economic weren't there, nothing to pursue. (Rod is happy to brief anyone on this effort.)

Dale started contacting Allison Jacobson (PM for Sites) and me early April requesting to "update the record on
VLSL in the 2020 Final Feasibility Study for the North of the Delta Offstream Storage {(NODOS Report)." Allison
doesn't think there is any obligation to update the record when all of the public comment deadlines have long
since passed. However, we did have a brief call with Ali Forsythe a few minutes ago, who is also looking into
this. To date, Allison and | have received 17 emails from Dale.

Also attached is an agenda Dale provided for a recent meeting with Allison Jacobson (PM for Sites); in it, he
says Don Bader is bringing him on as a part time Project Manager in retirement (NEW Solutions Program).

Thanks,
Lisa

From: Dale Widner <dale.widner@vahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 11, 2023 9:34 AM

To: Jacobson, Allison M <ajaccbson@usbr.gov>; Navarro, Lisa M <LNavarrc@usbr.gov>; Brenda Haynes
<brenda.haynes@mail.house.gov>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Latest info on Veterans Lake - Steelhead Lake (VLSL) after meeting with Congressman LaMalfa

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening
attachments, or responding.

Hi Allison/Lisa
Here is a heads up to give you the latest info on VLSL.

| was able to meet and discuss Veterans Lake - Steelhead Lake (VLSL) in Redding with Congressman Doug LaMalfa on
Friday, May 5th, 2023. Brenda Haynes, his District Representative in Redding was also there.

Congressman LaMalfa is very interested in increasing water storage in California. The hour-long meeting went "super
well" and the Congressman is very interested in the VLSL concept. They will be working on what they can do to help
update the record on VLSL in the 2020 Final Feasibility Study for the North of the Delta Offstream Storage (NODOS
Report). He feels that an Addendum or similar to the NODOS Report is needed to correct the record on VLSL going
forward.

i Y ; ; g Y . ything
done about that? | informed him that Trinty Lake gets most of its inflow from snowmelt while Shasta Lake gets most of its

inflow from rainfall - so there may be better results as it warms up.
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. The new cold water pool that is created at Veterans Lake and the second new cold water

p game changers for reservoir operations and can allow for modifications to the existing Trinity
River Diversions to the Sacramento River.

Please open and review the two attached files - VLSL V50 Detailed Description - 10 pages and Tunnel Vision.
Thank you and please contact me with your questions.

Dale Widner
(530) 917-7949
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For Immediate Release: Contact: Ann Newton
May 19, 2023 (310) 774-7639

Governor Newsom Includes Sites Reservoir in Building More, Creating Jobs Initiative

SACRAMENTO — Governor Newsom announced that Sites Reservoir is included in a list of beneficiaries in
his sweeping reforms in a press conference today. As the Governor articulated in his remarks, these
reforms will save time and save money.

“We applaud the Governor and his leadership to deliver critical infrastructure,” said Fritz Durst, Chair,
Reclamation District 108. “We look forward to engaging with the governor and his team as this works
through the legislative process. Any efforts to speed up project construction and reduce costs by millions
of dollars are more than welcome by the Sites Project Authority. We look forward to supporting the
Governor’s efforts to build more critical infrastructure and create jobs for all Californians.”

Sites Reservoir is at the cusp of significant milestones, including consideration of a water right permit by
the State Water Resources Control Board and the certification of its Final Environmental Impact
Report/Statement, anticipated for later this year. The Governor’s proposed legislation provides even
more momentum and would allow us to more quickly realize the benefits of Sites Reservoir for people,
the environment and farms.

Sites is an off-stream reservoir proposed north of the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta, where it would
provide unique water supply and environmental benefits during dry periods, especially during extended
drought. Additional information can be found at www.sitesproject.org or on Facebook and Twitter at
@SitesProject,

#it#
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From: Laurie Warner Herson [laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com]

Sent: 5/19/2023 1:16:21 PM

To: Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]

CcC: Arsenijevic, Jelica [Jelica.Arsenijevic@hdrinc.com]
Subject: RE: Fire related BMP

Good catch- | missed that in my search. Thank you !

From: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe @sitesproject.org>

Sent: Friday, May 19, 2023 10:50 AM

To: Laurie Warner Herson <laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com>
Subject: RE: Fire related BMP

I am good with this. |think we also have fire breaks in Chapter 2 for land management. Page 2-29

Although buffer areas would generally remain undeveloped, the Authority would install limited features and
perform periodic maintenance primarily related to reducing fire hazards. These actions would include erecting and
maintaining fencing, grading fire breaks/trails, maintaining vegetation {(e.g., grazing, tilling, or disking), and
performing limited prescribed/controlled burns. The Authority may manage buffer areas as wildlife habitat where
appropriate.

Ali

Alicia Forsythe | Environmental Planning and Permitting Manager | Sites Project Authority | 916.880.0676
| aforsythe@sitesproiect.org | www.SitesProject.org

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain confidential and/or lagally privileged information. it is soiely for
tha use of the intendad recipient{s). Unauthorized intarcaption, revisw, use or disciusure is prohibited and may viclate applicabis laws
including the Electronic Coramunications Privacy Act. If yvou are not the intended recipierd, piease cordact the sender and destroy all copies of
the communication.

From: Laurie Warner Herson <laurie.warmer. herson@phenieny.com>
Sent: Sunday, May 14, 2023 3:27 PM

To: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.orp>

Subject: FW: Fire related BMP

Hi Al

Jelica asked whether firebreaks were addressed in the EIR/EIS. | searched the document and confirmed that they are
not. | suggest we add the following text to BMP-18 and make this part of our fire safety plan.

Please confirm and | will send this text edit to ICF.
Thank you,

Laurie

From: Laurie Warner Herson
Sent: Wednesday, April 26, 2023 8:36 AM
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To: Arsenijevic, Jelica <lglica. Arsentievic@ hdrinc.com>
Subject: Fire related BMP

Hi Jelica,

I do not see specific reference to the construction of fire breaks but under BMP-18, implementation of a Fire Safety Plan:

BMP-18 o Prepare a fire safety plan for review by Counties and CalFire for review.
This plan will include precautions to carry out during high-fire danger, a list of
fire-suppression equipment and tools to have on hand, a description of
available communications; procedures and policies for controlling any fires that
are on the work site, and other related fire prevention and control procedures
{e.g., construction of firebreaks), specifications for the supply of water to have
on hand, and descriptions of other actions that will reduce the risk of ignition
and facilitate immediate control of an accidental fire.

o Coordinate with applicable fire departments prior to construction
activities to determine the appropriate type and amounts of fire equipment to
be carried on vehicles.

o Maintain fire-suppression equipment (e.g., fire extinguishers, fire
blankets) at work locations and on equipment.

o Construction personnel will be required to park vehicles away from dry
vegetation.

o If a fire should start, all appropriate fire protection agencies responsible
will be contacted immediately.

o Maintain a list of all major potential fire hazards, proper handling and

Development and
Implementation of Fire
Safety Plans for
Prevention and
Suppression/Control
During Construction and
Maintenance

storage procedures for hazardous materials, potential ignition sources and their
control, and the type of fire protection equipment necessary to control each
potential major hazard.

e Smoking will be allowed only in areas designated for smoking.

o Gasoline-powered construction equipment with catalytic converters
will be equipped with shielding or other acceptable fire prevention features.
Internal combustion engines will be equipped with spark arrestors.

e Welding sites will include fire prevention provisions.

o The contractor will maintain contact with local firefighting agencies
throughout the fire season for updates on fire conditions, and such fire
conditions will be communicated daily to the on-site employees of the
contractor and subcontractors daily.

o Red Flag Warning events from the National Weather Service will be
monitored daily and construction activities that have higher potential to result
in wildfires (e.g., blasting or working in areas where vegetation has not been
cleared) will cease.

o Provide adequate and appropriate communication throughout the
construction site(s) such as cell towers and radio repeater sites, operational
radios, and/or operational telephones.

o Communication equipment will be provided to all construction crews
and monitors and equipment will be confirmed operational each day prior to
initiating construction activities at each work site.

o Water tanks and/or water trucks will be made available at active
construction site(s) for fire protection during construction.

See text in red, above, we could add fire breaks to this BMP. Let me know what you think.

Laurie
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Laurie Warner Herson
Principal/Owner

Phenix

Environmental Planning

916.201.3935

laurie warner.herson@phenixenv.com

State of California Small Business (#1796182)

Supplier Clearinghouse Women Business Enterprise (#16000323)

http://phenixenv.com/
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From: Briard, Monique [Monique.Briard@icf.com]

Sent: 5/22/2023 10:51:42 AM

To: Spranza, John [john.spranza@hdrinc.com]

CcC: Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]; Laurie Warner Herson [laurie.warner.herson@phenixenv.com]; Harris,
Melissa [Melissa.Harris@icf.com]; Huber, Anne [Anne.Huber@icf.com]; Erecius, Lesa [Lesa.Erecius@icf.com]

Subject: RE: SPJPA Sites: CE QUAL W2 Action ltems

John,

Based on our EIR/S schedule call last Thursday, we are trying to wrap up all of these updates by 5/31 which seems like
we should proceed without the W2 results if they are still not available. Any delay at this point will push finalizing the
document to September. Please confirm today if we are proceeding without the W2 results.

We are going to be sending you section 2D.3, the description of the RMP that has the Authority’s new commitments, by
Wednesday of this week (depending on if we are going to update the document with W2 results or not) we would like a
quick review of it to ensure that you are okay with our updates and provide comments quickly if changes are needed so
that we can finalize our response to comments tables.

Also, please add more material to better describe project benefits to the file that Anne sent you on May 2nd.

Thanks,

Monique
916.231.9551 (direct) or 916.842.0894 (cell)

From: Spranza, John <John.Spranza@hdrinc.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 18, 2023 8:51 AM

To: Huber, Anne <Anne.Huber@icf.com>; Erecius, Lesa <Lesa.Erecius@icf.com>; Briard, Monique
<Monique.Briard@icf.com>

Cc: aforsythe (aforsythe@sitesproject.org) <aforsythe @sitesproject.org>; Laurie Warner Herson
<laurie.warner.herson@ phenixenv.com>

Subject: FW: SPJPA Sites: CE QUAL W2 Action Items

Monique, Lesa, and Anne

| realize this information was due at the beginning of the week and that by not having it available, the schedule for
finishing the FEIR/EIS is further strained. | will be talking with Ali and Angela about water quality close-out this
afternoon.

Best,

John

From: Micko, Steve <&teve.bMicko@iacobs.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 17, 2023 4:58 PM

To: Spranza, John <jghn.spranza@hdring com>; Angela Bezzone <berzone@mbkengineers.cons>
Cc: Winslow, Kyle <kyie. Winslow@izcobs.com>

Subject: SPJPA Sites: CE QUAL W2 Action ltems
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CAUTION: [EXTERNAL] This emall originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi John and Angela — We're planning to wrap-up the CE QUAL W2 actions items by the end of the week.

Thanks!
Steve

Steve Micko, PE (he/him) | Jaccbs | Project Manager
0:916.286.0358 | M:408.834.6614 | Steve Micko@lacohs.com
2485 Natomas Park Drive Suite 600 | Sacramento, CA 95833
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From: Jerry Brown [jbrown@sitesproject.org]

Sent: 5/23/2023 7:26:41 AM

To: Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]; Naomi Tanaka [tanaka@mbkengineers.com]; JP Robinette
[[robinette@sitesproject.org]; Kevin Spesert [kspesert@sitesproject.org]

CcC: Spranza, John [john.spranza@hdrinc.com]; Angela Bezzone [bezzone@ mbkengineers.com]

Subject: Re: Sites Diversion Forecast - May 16th, 2023

Oh, one more thing. My next presentation where this will come up is next Thursday for ACWA Region 2. Can we have an
updated estimate before then? thanks

From: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>

Date: Monday, May 22, 2023 at 4:28 PM

To: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>, Naomi Tanaka <tanaka@mbkengineers.com>, JP Robinette
<jrobinette@sitesproject.org>, Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>

Cc: "Spranza, John" <john.spranza@hdrinc.com>, Angela Bezzone <bezzone@mbkengineers.com>

Subject: Re: Sites Diversion Forecast - May 16th, 2023

I'm fine with holding off but at this juncture, let’'s make our own best estimate of “adjusted amounts of divertable water
during pulse conditions” by analyzing when the pulse flows occurred and then backing off/out those amounts from our
calculation without engaging with Reclamation since this is the SPAs operations tool. It is understood that the tool is
intended for estimating purposes and is not a substitute for the laws, rules, regulations and approvals that the SPA will
operate the project to. Thanks

From: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>

Date: Monday, May 22, 2023 at 12:45 PM

To: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>, Naomi Tanaka <tanaka@mbkengineers.com>, JP Robinette
<jrobinette @sitesproject.org>, Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>

Cc: "Spranza, John" <john.spranza@hdrinc.com>, Angela Bezzone <bezzone@mbkengineers.com>
Subject: RE: Sites Diversion Forecast - May 16th, 2023

Jerry — Before we do that, | think we should develop some parameters around Reclamation’s pulse flows. And then
share those with Reclamation to make sure they agree. And then back out those numbers. While this will take a little
bit of time, I'd like to make sure that we can defend in our numbers that we ARE NOT diverting water released for the
purpose of the environment/fishery and NOT rediverting CVP water into Sites. | just want to be careful that we don’t get
pushback that we can’t defend from Reclamation or NGOs on the numbers.

Angela, maybe you, Naomi and | schedule 30 minutes to talk about our current assumptions on this water and then
figure out how to document those and true them up with Reclamation?

Ali

Alicia Forsythe | Environmental Planning and Permitting Manager | Sites Project Authority | 916.880.0676
| aforsythe@sitesproject.org | www.SitesProject.org

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain confidentisl and/or iagally priviiagad information. 1t is solely for
the use of the intended recipient{s). Unautharized interception, review, use or disclosure is prohibited and may viciate applicable laws
including the Elactronic Communications Privacy Act. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sendar and destroy all copies of
the communication.
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From: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>

Sent: Monday, May 22, 2023 11:54 AM

To: Naomi Tanaka <tanaka@mbkengineers.com>; Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>; JP Robinette
<jrobinette@sitesproject.org>; Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Spranza, John <john.spranza@hdrinc.com>; Angela Bezzone <bezzone@mbkengineers.com>

Subject: Re: Sites Diversion Forecast - May 16th, 2023

Is it okay to update our projection of “what Sites could have diverted this year” from ~500,000af to ~700,000af?

From: Naomi Tanaka <tanska@mbkengineers,com>

Date: Tuesday, May 16, 2023 at 1:30 PM

To: Jerry Brown <jbrown{@sitesproiect.org>, Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproiect.org>, JP Robinette
<jrobinette@sitesproject.org>, Kevin Spesert <kspeserit@sitesprolect.org>

Cc: "Spranza, John" <ighn.soranza@hdrinc.com>, Angela Bezzone <hezzone@mbkenginesrs.com>
Subject: Sites Diversion Forecast - May 16th, 2023

Good afternoon All,

Based on current conditions, we estimate that about 705 TAF could potentially be diverted to date. However,
Reclamation had two spring pulse flow events scheduled from 4/24 - 4/28 and 5/8 - 5/14. Assuming a one-day travel
time from Keswick to Bend Bridge, we estimate that Sites diversions may have been reduced by about 85 TAF based on
no Sites diversions to protect the pulse flows. The forecast indicates the potential to divert another 125 TAF over the
next 30 days. In addition, the Sacramento River flows are steadily decreasing over the 30-day forecast, reducing
projected diversions. Also of note, the Sites diversion season would end on June 14, so the current forecast period
includes the remainder of the potential diversions for the year.

We will monitor the forecast and send another update after the end of the diversion season.
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As always, if you have any questions, please let me or Angela know, thank you!

Naomi Tanaka, E.L.T.
Assistant Engineer
RABK Enginesrs

455 University Avenue, Suite 100

Sacramento, CA 95825
Office: 916-456-4400, ext. 183
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From: Barry O'Regan [boregan@ksninc.com]

Sent: 5/23/2023 8:37:58 AM

To: Amparo Flores [AFlores@brwncald.com]; JP Robinette [jrobinette@sitesproject.org]; Newens, Richard
[Richard.Newens@hdrinc.com]; Kevin Spesert [kspesert@sitesproject.org]

cC: Lewis Bair [Ibair@rd108.org]; William Vanderwaal [wvanderwaal@rd108.org]

Subject: KLOG Gage Stage - Issues with Model Calibration

Attachments: 2267-0130-Final-Survey_Control_Report.pdf; 2267-0130-Final-Staff-Gauge_Report.pdf

See attached our recent survey work referenced in the prior email. John Stofleth with cbec is leading model
development for the Colusa Drain. He would be my first call if you have any questions about how subsidence may be
impacting model calibration. His contact information is below.

John Stofleth, MS, PE

Serior Hydrologist

i:E:Bi-?i:, e, 8¢ anginesring
G16.068.5248 | divect
G4 62.0122 | call

cbecoeng.com

j.stofleth@cbecoeng.com

E’“‘::gwé %Lm%%m Barry O'Regan , P.E. CFM

Principal Engineer

% E %j M m m E{‘: 1550 Harbor Blvd. Suite 212 West Sacramento CA 95691
M 3 Ewg E::} E:: m E‘”‘Vi p 916 403-5900 f 916 403-5801 m 209 323-9864

boregan@ksninc.com www.ksninc.com
Civih ENGINBERS & LAND SUNVEYDRS @ M
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Kjeldsen, Sinnock & Neudeck, Inc. (KSN})
Reclamation District No. 108
Stream Gauge Staff Survey

Primary Survey Control Report
Riggs Ranch, Knights Landing, Ridge Cut & Wallace Weir

April 2023

Prepared By:

Kris F. Nehmer, PLS

Land Surveying Manager

711 N. Pershing Avenue
Stockton, California 95203
(209) 946-0268

Email: knehmer@ksninc.com
Website: www.ksninc.com
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Reclamation District No. 108
Staff Gauge Monitoring
Primary Survey Control Network Report
April 2023

Introduction and Observations

In April of 2023 Kjeldsen, Sinnock & Neudeck, Inc. (KSN) performed a GPS control survey along the
Colusa Drain and Ridge Cut Slough. The purpose of the survey was to check historic elevation data on
benchmarks used for referencing stream gauge staff readings. This report summarizes the processes used
to establish a primary survey control network, which was then used to acquire stream gauge staff readings
with conventional surveying methods. The specific locations include the following sites:

e Colusa Drain at Riggs Ranch Pump Station
e Colusa Drain at Knights Landing

e Ridge Cut Slough at Knights Landing

e Ridge Cut Slough at Wallace Weir

KSN observed the primary survey control network on April 5th, 6th, and 13™", 2023. Trimble R8-3
and Trimble R12 Global Navigation Satellite System (GNSS) receivers were used to acquire static
observations. All observations, except one, utilized 2-meter fixed height tripods. Observations were post-
processed with National Geodetic Survey (NGS) Continuously Operating Reference Stations (CORS). Several
observations were also uploaded to the NGS Online Positioning Users Service (OPUS) to check against the
final CORS adjusted values.

Data Check-in and Baseline Processing

Trimble Business Center (TBC) v 5.81 was utilized for checking the raw data and processing the
baselines. The seed position selected for processing the baselines was CORS site SUTB. The following steps
summarize the data check-in and processing.

e CORS data was downloaded for the following stations to include timelines that overlapped
field observations by KSN.
o P271: 6 hours 04/05/2023; 4 hours 04/06/2023; and 6 hours 04/13/2023
o SACR: 6 hours 04/05/2023; 4 hours 04/06/2023; and 6 hours 04/13/2023
o SUTB: 6 hours 04/05/2023; 4 hours 04/06/2023; and 6 hours 04/13/2023
e All CORS data baselines were processed and GNSS loop closures were analyzed; no flags or
outliers were detected. All GNSS loop closures successfully passed with tolerance settings of
0.1’ horizontal and 0.1’ vertical.
e KSN static field observations were imported. After troubleshooting and processing baselines
with the CORS observations, all loop closures successfully passed with tolerance settings of
0.1" horizontal and 0.1’ vertical.

Loop Closures

Atotal of one-hundred thirteen (113) loops with three (3) legs each were generated. All the GNSS
loops successfully passed the loop closure test with tolerance settings of 0.10sft in the horizontal position

Page 1 Reclamation District No. 108
Staff Gauge Monitoring Report
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and 0.10sft in the vertical position. The average loop length was 375,603.624sft; the largest closure error
was 0.055sft in the horizontal position and 0.096sft in the vertical position. Please see the enclosed loop
closure report for additional details. Successful GNSS loop closures indicate there are no issues with the
post-processed baselines.

Primary Network Adjustment

The estimated error settings in TBC were set to 0.002sft for antenna height errors and 0.002sft for
centering errors. A fully constrained adjustment was performed holding the record NGS Data Sheet
positions for the CORS sites (SUTB, SACR, and P271). The horizontal positions were held fixed for all CORS
sites, and the height (ellipsoid) was held fixed at SACR. The adjustment passed the CHI Squared Test with a
0.98 network reference factor with no outliers being detected. This adjustment was accepted. Please see
the enclosed adjustment report for additional details. An attempt was made to fix all the CORS sites in 3d,
but those adjustment results were not in agreement with OPUS solutions, and the best adjustment was
that described above.

Separate from the primary network adjustment, NGS Online Positioning User Service {OPUS)
solutions were generated for five primary control points occupied by KSN. Below is a comparison of the
OPUS generated solutions and KSN’s final adjusted primary network values using CORS data.

CORS Adjusted Network Positions OPUS Solutions — CORS Adjusted
Point Northing Easting Elevation Description dN dE dzZ Ellipsoid
102 2050270.73 6625872.81 40.46 NGS CODY -0.03 -0.03 -0.10 -0.09
103 2123687.12 6573545.99 44,28 NGS WAYNE -0.03 0.00 -0.06 -0.06
502 2026492.95 6658568.54 41.45 DWRRES YOLO -0.03 -0.04 -0.07 -0.08
505 2028248.40 6666310.18 23.56 NGS-SM NO 15 -0.05 0.03 -0.15 -0.16
507 2025473.28 6657416.86 26.60 RBRC KSN CONTROL -0.04 -0.02 -0.10 -0.10

*All units are U.S. Survey Feet. Orthometric elevations are derived from adjusted ellipsoid heights and GEOID18.

The comparison between the CORS adjustment and OPUS derived solutions confirm that no
outliers exist. The differences identified above are expected because of OPUS processing procedures, the
processing methods of baselines derived by KSN, and the selected fixed CORS Stations. This exercise was
performed as a quality control procedure.

A separate comparison was made between the CORS adjustment and published NGS data sheet
values. As expected, the CORS stations have no deviation from record in the horizontal position since these
stations were fixed in the adjustment. CORS stations SUTB and P271 do not have published orthometric
elevations, but the ellipsoid values fit within expected tolerances for the range of coverage. There are
notable differences at all other locations in both the horizontal and vertical positions.

CORS Adjusted Network Positions NGS Data Sheet — CORS Adjusted
Point Northing Easting Elevation Description dN dE dZ Ellipsoid
101 2050672.95 66395568.54 45.26 F859 RESET -0.03 0.00 1.1 1.18
102 2050270.73 6625872.81 40.46 NGS CODY 0.11 0.00 1.1 1.19
103 2123687.12 6573545.99 44.28 NGS WAYNE -0.76 -1.10 2.0 2.14
201 2201017.19 6612505.46 2119.14 SUTB - ARP 0.00 0.00 - 0.12
202 2001341.67 6643182.77 42.12 P271 - ARP 0.00 0.00 - 0.10
203 2001011.35 6746077.48 124.47 SACR - ARP 0.00 0.00 0.1 0.00
505 2028248.40 6666310.18 23.56 NGS-SM NO 15 0.21 -0.16 0.3 0.18

*All units are U.S. Survey Feet. Orthometric elevations are derived from adjusted ellipsoid heights and GEOID18.

Page 2 Reclamation District No. 108
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The comparison shown on the previous table highlights the questionable confidence level of record
historic elevations on NGS control points in the subject area.

Final Primary Project Survey Control

Below is a list of the final adjusted primary survey control. All coordinates are grid. The final
coordinates are based on the North American Datum of 1983 (NAD 83 {(2011)) converted to the California
Coordinate Systerm of 1983, Zone 2 (CCS83-72), 2010.00 epoch date adjustment, as referenced by
NGS/OPUS/CORS control monuments. Elevations are based on the North American Vertical Datum of 1988
(NAVD 88) utilizing adjusted ellipsoid values and GEOID18.

Final Adjusted Primary Survey Control (OPUS/CORS NAVD88 GEOID18)
Point Northing Easting Elevation Description
101 2050672.95 6639568.54 45.26 F859 RESET
102 2050270.73 6625872.81 40.46 NGS CODY
103 2123687.12 6573545.99 44.28 NGS WAYNE
201 2201017.19 6612505.46 2119.14 SUTB (ARP)
202 2001341.67 6643182.77 42.12 P271 (ARP)
203 2001011.35 6746077.48 124.47 SACR {ARP)
501 2034560.66 6648713.31 43.19 MAG NAIL ON HEADWALL
502 2026452.95 6658568.54 41.45 DWRRES YOLO
505 2028248.40 6666310.18 23.56 NGS-SMNO 15
507 2025473.28 6657416.86 26.60 RBRC KSN CONTROL
509 2024589.68 6657107.98 41.31 PK TBM
601 2130671.58 6567107.29 43.71 MAG NAIL ON BRIDGE
602 2130670.69 6567381.66 43.20 MAG NAIL ON TULE ROAD

Results and Conclusions

Utilizing CORS sites with measured and adjusted ellipsoid values is the best method for monitoring
potential movement. The ellipsoid model {GRS80) does not change and is consistent for projecting
GPS/GNSS observations to the NAD 83 California State Plane Zone Projections. However, ellipsoid heights
are used with a Geoid Model to determine orthometric elevations (NAVD88). Geoid Models are refined
overtime and published by the NGS. There have been several Geoid Models (GEOQID96, GEOID9S, GEOIDO3,
GEOQIDO6, GEOQID12, GEOID12A, GEOID12B, and GEQID18). This project utilized GEOID18, but historic
published elevation data may have been determined or surveyed with the use of older Geoid Models.
Keeping this in mind, an ellipsoid height at one location could produce different orthometric elevations if
different Geoid Models are used.

This network contains accurate observations that are based upon CORS data. GNSS baselines,
GNSS loop closures, and the least square adjustment provide reliable results for the time of this survey. The
adjusted coordinates and elevations provide solutions within expected tolerances. This primary survey
control was used for conventional surveys at the sites noted above.

Page 3 Reclamation District No. 108
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Survey Statement

This survey was prepared under my personal direction and supervision. The notes and date
cortained herein are true copies of the original,

KIELDGEN, SINNOCK & NEUDECK, INC.

Kris F. Nehmer, FLS #8123

wlenclosuras
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2023 — 4:04pm

POINT NORTHING EASTING ELEVATION DESCRIPTION SHEET

101 2050672.95 6639568.54 45.26 F859 RESET V-102

102 2050270.73 6625872.81 40.46 NGS CODY V-102

103 2123687.12 6573545.99 44.28 NGS WAYNE V-104

201 2201017.19 6612505.46 2119.14 SUTB V-101 Cﬂ :

202 2001341.67 6643182.77 42.12 P271 V-101 E :

203 2001011.35 6746077.48 124.47 SACR V-100 g
MAG NAIL ON c

501 2034560.66 6648713.31 43.19 HEADWALL V-103 H 5

502 2026492.95 6658568.54 41.45 DWR RES YOLO V-103 % .

505 2028248.40 6666310.18 23.56 NGS - SM NO 15 V-103

507 2025473.28 6657416.86 26.60 RBRC KSN CONTROL V-103

509 2024589.68 6657107.98 41.31 PKTBM V-103

601 2130671.58 6567107.29 43.71 MAG NAIL ON BRIDGE V-104

602 2130670.69 6567381.66 43.20 MAG NAIL TULE ROAD V-104

BASIS OF SURVEY CONTROL

THIS SURVEY CONTROL WAS ESTABLISHED IN APRIL OF 2023. ALL COORDINATES, BEARINGS, AND DISTANCES
ARE GRID AND BASED ON THE NORTH AMERICAN DATUM OF 1983 (NAD83 (2011)) CONVERTED TO THE
CALIFORNIA COORDINATE SYSTEM OF 1983, ZONE 2 (CCS83, ZONE 2) 2010.00 EPOCH ADJUSTMENT, AS
REFERENCED BY AVAILABLE NATIONAL GEODETIC SURVEY (NGS) CONTINUOUSLY OPERATING REFERENCE
STATIONS (CORS). ELEVATIONS SHOWN ARE BASED ON ADJUSTED ELLIPSOID HIGHTS CONVERTED TO THE
NORTH AMERICAN VERTICAL DATUM OF 1988 (NAVD88),USING GEOID 2018. UNITS SHOWN ARE BASED ON THE
U.S. SURVEY FOOT.

RGGS RANCH PUMP STATION
COEC OHLINE GAUGE (RIG)

GENERAL SURVEY NOTES:

1. FIELD SURVEYS OCCURRED ON APRIL 5, 6, AND 13, 2023.

2. ALL SITES ARE TIED TOGETHER USING NATIONAL GEODETIC SURVEY (NGS) CONTINUOUSLY OPERATING
REFERENCE STATIONS (CORS). CORS STATIONS INCLUDED SUTB, P271, AND SACR.

3. STATIC GPS OBSERVATIONS WERE ACQUIRED A<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>