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Dear Water Forum signatories and stakeholders,

|l 6m pleased to present this updated version
worked diligently to include amendments, updases] minor corrections so the Agreement will
remain relevant and useful.

Your staff at the Water Forum Successor Effort have done our best to include the following types
of updates in this copy of the Agreement:

Amendment$ These are changes to the Agreent and have been approved by the Water Forum
decision process. An amendment is an official change to the wording and intent of that part of the
Agreement. Amendments are presented in this version usidigeeaihd strikeout text with the
approval dat of the amendment provided, like this:

Old-text. New text.

Water Forum Successor Effort approved: June 2003

Status Updatek These are information items provide the reader with context. The status updates
do not change the Agreement, but prowitiity. The status updates are presented using blue
line text inside a blue box, like this:

Updatel Update text.
- This change is natonsiderechn amendment to the Water Forum Agreement and
was madedr clarity by staff: January 2016.

Minor editsi These are grammatical corrections or name changes that do not affect the
Agreement. These are provided in blure and strikeout text, like this

Department of Fish an@ameWildlife

As new amendments to the Agreement are approved, we will insertriteethis version.

Likewise, we will strive to keep the status updates current with the most recent developments. |If
you find that any part of this document i s d
address the issue.

Although we have end@ored to preserve the original text in this version, you may find the
original document useful. You can find the original Agreemekitater Forum Agreement

January 2000

Best regards,

ARl

Tom Gohring
Executive Director
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CHAPTER 1 SEGCHON-ONE:

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING FOR THE WATER FORUM AGREEMENT

The stakeholder representatives have concluded thaethhidorm of théVater Forum Agreement

is a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) among all signatories to the Agreement. By
memorializing the substance of the Agreement, this MOU creates the overall political and moral
commitment to th&Vater Forum Agreement

All signatories agree that by signing the MOU, they agree to carry out all the actions specified for
them in theWater Forum Agreement

A. Preamble

A diverse group of business and agricultural leaders, environmentalists, citizen groups, water
managers and | ocal government has carefully revi
that unless we act now, our region is looking at a future with water shortages, environmental
degradation, contamination, threats to groundwater reliability andsltoiconomic prosperity.
Well-intentioned but separate efforts by individual stakeholders have left everyone in gridlock.

Joining together as the Water Forum, these community leaders from Sacramento along with water
managers from Placer and El Dorado countiave spent thousands of hours researching the

causes for this gridlock, agreeing on principles to guide development of a regional solution, and
negotiating th&Vater Forum Agreement

This diverse group agrees that the only way to break the gridléckngplement a
comprehensive package of linked actions that will achieve two coequal objectives:

Provide a reliable and safe water supply f
planned development through to the year 2030;
and

Preserve the fishery, wildlfe, recreational, and aesthetic values of the lower
American River.

B. Recitals

1. Whereas a reliable water supply is needed by current and future resideassnesses
and agriculture; and

2. Whereasthe lower American River is recognized as apontant natural resource
which should be protected and preserved for future generations by all Water Forum stakeholders;
and
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3. Whereasthe Sacramento region has groundwater contamination in some areas and
groundwater decline in other parts of the reglmsth of which could have an impact on future
water supply; and

4. Whereas water purveyors and others have for years sought to develop additional safe,
reliable water supplies with little success; and

5. Whereas the environmental community and athé the region have for years sought
to restore the fishery, wildlife, recreationahd aesthetic values of the lower American River; and

6. Whereas all signatories now recognize the potential benefits of mutually supporting
each ot her oldng mgethdr, ais waelhad thexcollective risk of pursuing independent
objectives; and

7. Whereas the framework of an interebised negotiation process which cannot provide
exactly equivalent benefits for all but in most cases does make it possibtakieholders to get
what they really need inWater Forum  Agreementand

8. Whereasthe City of Sacramento and the County of Sacramento have prepared and
certified an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) analyzingithpacts of theVater Forum
Agreenent

Now, Therefore Be It Resolved That:

1.  All signatories to this Memorandum of UnderstandivioU) agree that

participation in thaVater Forum Agreemeit in the best interest of water consumers and
the region as a whole. Participation in WaterForum Agreemens the most
economically feasible method of ensuring that water demands of the future will be met.
Furthermore, provisions for groundwater management, conjunctive use, conservation
programs, improved pattern of fishery flow releases, todeerican River habitat
management, and a reliable dry year supply are in the public interest and represent
reasonable and beneficial use of the water resource.

2. All signatories will endorse and, where indicated, participate in implementing the
attachd Water Forum Agreemenincluding the seven linked elements:

Increased surface water diversions

Actions to meet customersé6é needs whil e
Support for an improved pattern of fishery flow releases from FolsesefRoir

Lower American River Habitat Management Element (HME)

Water Conservation

Groundwater Management

Water Forum Successor Effort

Too Joo Joo oo oo o o
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3. All signatories agree that, based on existing analyses, successful implementation of

theWater Forum Agreenmew i | | meet the Water Forumdés t w
Provide a reliable and safe water suppl
planned development through to the year 2030;

and

Preserve the fishery, wildlife, recreational, and aesthetic values oféHower
American River.

4.  All signatories will endorse the diversions and facilities agreed to for each purveyor

as specified in the Purveyor Specific Agreemé¢RtSAs)and subject to the caveats in

Chapter 4, SectionSectionFour-Ii As s ur a nawesa tasn,do CoWatet he att a
Forum AgreementThe diversions are also summarized able0.2the ehartentitled

A1 995 and Proposed—Year—ihOhader 3 bectibnBecton Wat er
Fhree;-lof the attachedVaer Forum Agreement

5.  Purveyors will implement actions in the drier and driest years to meet their
customersd6 water needs in order to reduce
in thePSAs(Chapter 55eetionFive of the attachetivater Foum Agreemeitand are

summarized imable0.2t+he—€ha+rt—entit+}+edHA1995 -and Pro
Bi—ve+ i Claptey 8, SectionSection-TFhree; of the attachedVater Forum

Agreement

6. All signatories will endase implementation of an improved pattern of fishery flow
releases from Folsom Reservoir while recognizing over time that this improved pattern
will be refined to reflect updated understandings of the fishery. This is fully described in
Chapter 3, Sectioll SeetionFhree,1bf the attachedlVater Forum Agreement

7.  All signatories will endorse, and where appropriate, financially participate in the
lower American River HME. This is fully described@hapter 3, Section 'Geetion
FhreeVof the attabedWater Forum Agreement

8.  All signatories will endorse and, where appropriate, implement the Water
Conservation Element. This is fully describedCimapter 3, Section Bection-TFhree,-V
of the attachedvater Forum Agreement

9. All signatories willendorse, and where appropriate, participate in the Groundwater
Management Element. This is fully describeimapter 3, Section \Gection-Fhree; VI
of the attachedvater Forum Agreement

10. All signatories will continue their support for th¢ater Foum Agreemerthrough
participation in the Water Forum Successor Effort to maintain communication among
stakeholders, facilitate implementation of tAgreementand allow it to adapt to
changing conditions. This is fully describeddhapter 3, Section IV SectierTFhree VI
of the attachedvater Forum Agreement
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11. All signatories to th&Vater Forum Agreemeigree that an environmentally
upgraded Sacramento River diversion to serve the north Sacramento county area and
Placer County would provide imparit benefits to the region. All signatories to the
Water Forum Agreemeagree to work in good faith to develop a project consistent with
the provisions and conditions describeimapter 4, Section [$eetionFour-Hbf the
Water Forum Agreement

12. All signatories intend that langse decisions dependent on water supply from the
American River or the three groundwater fasins in Sacramento County be consistent
with the limits on water supply from the American River and the estimated averagg annu
sustainable yields for those three groundwatertmdins as negotiated for tidéater

Forum AgreementBeyond these agreements, limits on water from other sources have not
been negotiated as part of Water Forum AgreementSignatories retain theght to

support or oppose water projects that would use water from sources that have not been
negotiated as part of tW¢ater Forum Agreement

In Sacramento County only, signatories retain the ability to support or oppose water
facilities that would servaew development outside the Urban Services Boundary that
was defined in the Sacramento County General Plan, December 1993. All parties also
retain the right to suppbor oppose the sizing of watdistribution facilities that would
allow service to newel/elopment outside of the Urban Services Boundary.

It is recognized that thé/ater Forum Agreemeifidcuses on providing a reliable and safe
water supply and protecting the lower American River. As such it is not an agreement on
land use planning. Thefore all signatories retain the ability to support or oppose land

use decisions on any basis except water supply availability insofar as these decisions are
consistent with th&vater Forum Agreement

These agreements are fully describe@lvapter 4, 8ction 1V Section-Four;Nof the
attachedVater Forum Agreement

13. All signatories agree to support, and where appropriate, financially participate in the
Folsom Reservoir Recreation Program. This is fully describ&thapter 4, Section V
Section-Fou-V of the attachedlVater Forum Agreement

14. All signatories agree that any solution that provides for our future needs will have
costs. New diversion, treatment and distribution facilities, wells, conservation programs,
required environmental mitigans, and continuation of the Water Forum will be needed
to ensure successful implementation of\ater Forum Agreement

15. All signatories agree that tWater Forum Agreemerg the least costly method for
providing a safe and reliable water supphygl greserving the lower American River.

16. All signatories agree to work in good faith with those organizations whose issues
were not fully resolved by the effective date of this in¥Mdter Forum Agreemein
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negotiate mutually acceptable agreememt®$olve remaining issues. As soon as there is
agreement on these remaining issuesWWhaeer Forum Agreememtill be amended to
include them. This is fully described @hapter 4, Section \@ection-Four—Vbf the
attachedVater Forum Agreement

17. All signatories will participate in education efforts and advocaté\thter Forum
Agreemento regulatory agencies, other state and federal agencies, and where appropriate,
to the stakeholdersdé boards.

18. All signatories to th&Vater Forum Agreemengree to assign any of their rights
and/or obligations pursuant to tAgreemento any future successor or assignee.

C. Assurances and Caveats

Chapter 4, SectionSection-Four; bf theWater Forum Agreemenescribes assurances needed
to ensure that fute actions will occur. Some of the assurances will require approvals or
implementation by local, state or federal agencies.

One of the most important assurances is an updated lower American River flow standard. All
signatories agree they will recomnaeto the State Water Resources Control Bg&yRCB)an

updated American River flow standard and updated Declaration of Full Appropriation to protect

the fishery, wildlife, recreational and aesthetic values of the lower American River. The
recommendatiowill include requirements for the U.S. Bureau of Reclamafiteclamation)
releases to the | ower American River. I n add
wi || be required to comply with tWaerFdrimver si on
Agreemenalso includes agreaapon dry year reductions by purveyors upstream of Nimbus Dam.

The recommendation for an updated lower American River standard will be consistent with:

Water Forum Agreemeptrovisions on water diversions includidgy-year diversions,
and

Implementation of the improved pattern of fishery flow releases which optimizes the

release of water for the fisheries.

The Water Forum Agreemeatso includes caveats describing actions or conditions that must
exist for the Agrement to be operative. Major caveats include:

1. Each purveyoro6és commitment tWateriFooynl e ment i
Agreements contingent on it successfully obtaining its water supply entitlements and
facilities.

a. If a purveyor receive support from the other signatories to Water Forum
Agreementor all of its facilities and entitlements as shownTable0.1 the-chart
B R e e LT B B
the WaterForum-Agreement (Chapter 3, Section {SeetionTFhree-Iand if it
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receives all necessary approvals for some or all of those facilities and entitlements,
then the purveyor will fully support and participate in the following provisions of
the Water Forun Agreement

(1) Support for the improved pattern of fishery flow releases

(2) Water Forum Successor Effort

(3) Water Conservation Element

(4) Lower American River HME

5) Support for the updated lower American River flow standard

(6) Diversion restrictias or other actions to reduce diversion impacts
in drier years as specified in its PSA;

and,

b. If a purveyor is not successful in obtaining all necessary approvals for all of its
faC|I|t|es and entltlements as shown‘EmbIeO 1t—h—e—&h—a—r—t—n—Ma j or wat

Agreemeﬂfe d)hat Would constltute a changed condition that Would be conS|dered
by the Water Forum Successor Effort.

2. All signatories agreethéitusi ness, citizens, and envirc
obligation to support, and where specified, implement all provisions aVgter Forum

Agreements contingent on implementation of those provisions of the agreement that meet

their interests.

3. Astakhol der s support for water supply ent
adequate assurances, including:

a. Projectspecific compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), and where applicable, the National Environmental Policy Petieral
Endangered Species Act and California Endangered Species Act.

b.Pur veyor sdé c¢ommi {speafio EIRsiamd CEQAdindingsmr oj ect
all seven elements of tMater Forum Agreemensupport for updating the lower

American River flow starald; commitment by those purveyors that divert from

upstream of the Nimbus Dam to entering into signed diversion agreements with
Reclamatiorthe-U-S--Bureau-of Reclamatiocommitment by the City of

Sacramento to inclusion of the terms of the diversiomigians of its PSA into its

water rights.

c. Signed diversion agreements between purveyors that divert upstream of Nimbus
Dam andReclamatiorthe- U-S-Bureau-of Reclamatio®ther signatories to the

Water Forum Agreemeshall be thirdparty beneficiaris to the diversion

agreements solely for the purpose of seeking specific performance of the diversion
agreements relating to reductions in surface water deliveries and/or diversions if
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Reclamation fails to enforce any of those provisions. The statusighaory to

theWater Forum Agreemeas a third party beneficiary to the diversion

agreements is dependent on that signatory complying with all the terms of the
Water Forum Agreement i ncl uding support for the P
This is notto intend to create any other third party beneficiaries to the diversion
agreements, and expressly denies the creation of any third party beneficiary rights
hereunder for any other person or entity.

d. Adequate progress on the updated lower AmericanrRieedard.
e. Adequate progress in construction of the temperature control device.

f. Adequate progress in addressing the Sacramento River ariddBay
conditions associated with implementation of fMater Forum Agreement

4. Environmental stakeholdes 6 support for facilities ani
upon the future environmental conditions in the lower American River being substantially
equivalent to or better than the conditions projected in the Water Forum EIR. If the future
environmental coditions in the lower American River environment are significantly

worse than the conditions projected in the EIR, this would constitute a changed condition

that would be considered by the Water Forum Successor Effort. Significant new

information on the neds of the lower American River fisheries, which was not known at

the time of execution of th&/ater Forum Agreemenivould also constitute a changed

condition that would be considered by the Water Forum Successor Effort.

D. Term of the Memorandum of Undeastanding

This MOU shall remain in force and effect until December 31, 2030.

E. Legal Authority

Nothing in this MOU or attached/ater Forum Agreemeid intended to give any signatory,
agency, entity or organization expansion of any existing authority

F. Non-Contractual Agreement

This MOU and attachedater Forum Agreemeare intended to embody general principles

agreed upon between and among the signatories but they are not intended to, and do not, create
contractual relationships, rights, oldigpons, duties or remedies enforceable in a court of law by,
between, or among the signatories or any third parties.
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As described in the attach®¥dater Forum Agreemenadditional assurances will be provided
through an updated lower American River flstandard, legally enforceable contracts, joint
powers authorities, and commitments in pregatcific environmental documentation.

G. Changed conditions and amendments to this Memorandum of Understanding and the
attached Water Forum Agreement

Given the omplexity of issues, level of detail, number of signatories, duration aWtter

Forum Agreementand changed circumstances that will undoubtedly occur between now and the
year 2030, some changes may call for renegotiation of some terms/gatbeForun

Agreement However, a request for renegotiation does not necessarily meafatbeForum
Agreemenwill be revised. Th&Vater Forum Agreemenincluding specific agreements, can be
changed or modified only with the expressed approval and conseetsigtiatories to thé/ater
Forum Agreement

Any proposal to amend this MOU or the attacki¢ater Forum Agreememiould be considered

in the context of both of the Water Forumos
amending th&Vater Forum Agreemeonsistent with the collaborative decisioraking process

will be developed by the Water Forum Successor Effort within the first year of its opération.

H. In witness thereof the undersigned parties havexecuted this MOU this 24 day of
April , 2000.

Name Stakeholder Organization
Name Stakeholder Organization
Name Stakeholder Organization
Name Stakeholder Organization
Name Stakeholder Organization

1 See Chapter 3, Section MlIWater Forum Successor Effarfor description of the subsequently developed
Decisionmaking Process.
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Following is a list of the Water Forum signatories agasfuary2016:

BUSINESS

AKT Development

Associated General Contractors

North State Building Industry Association

Sacramento Association of Realtors

Sacramento Metropolitan Chamber of
Commerce

Sacramento Sierra Building & Construction
Trades Council

ENVIRONMENT

Environmental Council of Sacramento
Friends of the River

Save the American River Association Inc.
Sierra Club Mother Lode Chapter

PUBLIC

League of Women Voters of California
City of Sacamento

County of Sacramento

Sacramento County Taxpayers League
Sacramento Municipal Utility District

WATER

CaliforniazAmerican Water Company

Carmichael Water District

Citrus Heights Water District

Clay Water District

Del Paso Manor Water District

El Dorado County Water Agency

El Dorado Irrigation District

Florin County Water District

City of Folsom

Galt Irrigation District

Georgetown Divide Public Utility District

Golden State Water Company (Arden
Cordova Water District)

Natomas Central Mutual Water @pany

OmochumneHartnell Water District

Orange Vale Water Company
Placer County Water Agency
Rancho Murieta Community Service District
Regional Water Authority
Rio Linda/Elverta Community Water
District
City of Roseville
Sacramento County Farm Bureau
Sacamento Suburban Water District
San Juan Water District
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PROCEDURAL AGREEMENTS FOR THOSE NOT IN THE INITIAL WATER FORUM
AGREEMENT

A. Background

The initial Water Forum Agreemengcords those agreements among stakeholder organizations
that could be entedeinto as the effective date of this initislater Forum AgreementHowever,

it is recognized that there are some stakeholder organizations that have remaining issues that
could not be resolved by that time.

Therefore this section of thater Forum Agremenidescribes the process by which those
remaining issues will be addressed and howager Forum Agreememtill be amended to
include those agreements as soon as they are complete.

B. Specific Agreements

1.  All signatories to th&Vater Forum Agrementcommit to work in good faith with
organizations whose issues were not fully resolved by the effective date of this initial
Water Forum AgreementTheir goal will be to negotiate mutually acceptable agreements
to resolve remaining issues. As soonleEse issues are agreed to,\tfeter Forum
Agreemenwill be amended to include them.

2.  Mutually agreed upon Water Forum Successor Effort expenses related solely to
converting that purveyords procedur al agr e
reimbused by that purveyor. As soon as the purveyor has negotiated a specific

agreement and it signs théater Forum Agreemenit will contribute to the Water Forum
Successor Effort on the same basis as other purveyors that have specific agreements.

3.  Purveors having Procedural Agreements will participate in the Water Forum
Successor Effort, except on these three issues:

a. Amending théWater Forum Agreement

b. Decisions regarding any litigation associated withwWhader Forum Agreement
or the Water Fonn EIR; and

c. Decisions regarding expenditures of Habitat Management Funds.

4.  Purveyors having Procedural Agreements with the Water Forum agree that if
disputes arise over the Water Forum EIR or implementation adter Forum
Agreementhey will first attempt to resolve the dispute through mediation in the
Successor Effort.
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5.  Either the purveyor with a Procedural Agreement or the Water Forum Successor
Effort may cancel the Procedural Agreement upon sixty day notice to the other party.

Name Stakeholder Organization Date

Name Stakeholder Organization Date

Name Stakeholder Organization Date

Name Stakeholder Organization Date
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CHAPTER 2 SECHONPANO-:

SUPPORT FOR INTEGRATED PACKAGE OF AGREEMENTS

A. Intent

I n order to achieve the Wat-eproviding reliabteéasd saffevo c o e
water supply and preserving the values of the lower American River- all signatories need

to support and, where appropriate, participate in each of the seven complementary

elements of théWater Forum Agreement

A Increased surface water diversions

A Actionsb meet customerséd needs while reducing

A Support for an improved pattern of fishery flow releases from Folsom Reservoir

A Lower American River Habitat Management Element (HME)

A Water Conservation Element

A Groundwater Mangement Element

A Water Forum Successor Effort
For each interest to get its needs met, it has to support all seven elements. For instance, in order
for environmentalists to get purveyorsoé suppo
actionsb meet customersod6 needs in drier years whi

American River Habitat Management Element (HME), and the Water Conservation Element, the
environmentalists need to support the purvejioigeased surface water diversions.

Conversely, in order for purveyors to obtain
water diversions, the purveyors need to support an improved pattern of fishery flow releases,
devel op actions to meet credutingdieenrsisndmpacsseds i n d

participate in the lower American River HME, and the Water Conservation Element.
The business and citizen interests need both the reliable water supply and preservation of the

lower American River. Therefore, just as is theector the purveyors and environmentalists,
business and citizen groups need implementation of all seven elements for their needs to be met.

B. Specific Agreement to Support the Integrated Package of Agreements

As part of theVater Forum Agreemeatl stakeholder organizations will endorse awtiere
appropriate, participate in all seven elements oiMa¢er Forum Agreement
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CHAPTER 3 SEGCHONIHREE
SEVEN MAJOR ELEMENTS OF THE WATER FORUM AGREEMENT

I.  INCREASED SURFACE WATER DIVERSIONS

A. Intent

Oneofte Water Forumdés two coequal objectives is
AProvide a reliabl e anddadscanomicheadtiiaad suppl y
pl anned devel opment through the year 2030.

This element provides for increased surface water diversions that will be neededtb\aaiive
conservation programs and sustainable use of the groundwater resource.

Population is projected to increase by one million in the Sacramento area over the next 30 years.
Unless adequate water supplies are made available, many residenessegsind farmers will

continue to suffer shortages during Califotnia per i odi cwodld liontauh t s . Thi s
economic development and planned growth.

In this region the biggest stumbling block to balanced water solutienise®a that individual
groupsd water purveyors, environmentalists, business groups, local governments, and citizens
group® havebeen independently pursuitigeir own water objectives without much success.

Even though millions of dollars had been spent in the past decade puisigilegourpose

solutions, there was little to show for these fragmented efforts. In response to this gridlock, the
Water Forum has developed a balanced program which includes increased surface water
diversions.

The intent of th&Vater Forum Agreemert to haveall signatories endorse the agreed upon

diversions. Active endorsement from signatories will include endorsement for all entitlements,

and facilities needed to divert, treatn d di st ri bute the water. I n t
reliable water supply will be achievedhapter5, Sectionl, Seetien-Five|Purveyor Specific
AgreementgPSAs) includes the details of entitlements and major diversion and treatment
facilities needed for each pureywa?20B80.t o meet i

Table0.1 Fhe-chartentitled-Mat+o+—Wat e+r——Supptyr—Proefects that
Support—Upon—Signi—ng—F bnahe Whowirgmpagésdistspnojects that e e me n

Water Forum signatories will supo
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B. Summary of Surface Water Diversions

Each purveyor has its own watgupply needs and opportunities. Stakeholder representatives
havespent thousands of hours reviewing the needs and opportunities of each purveyor.

Table0.2 Fhe-charti1-9-9 5 —and—Proposed——Year0ABOD Surface

foll owing pages summari zes the agreed upon di
needs to the year 2030. The ¢ olximmmamouitdf 95 Ba
water that purveyors diverted from the American River in any one year through the year 1995 or

in certain appropriate instances other amounts specified in its specific agreement.

The col umn, Avetardl@verdpeyeaewetaivegeary 0 ref l ect s t he ag
amount of surface water that purveyors will need to divert in most years tohaeptojected

needs in the year 2030. This column specifies how much water will be diveaeerageand

wetter years.

Thelasttwocboumns, @A2030 Diversion (drier years)o a
describe the amount of diversions in drier and driest years. How purveyors would continue to
meet iIits customersd needs iinChaptee3, SHoriller and dr

SectionFhree-J/IAct i ons t o Meet Customer s Needs Whil e
Drier Years.

C. Wholesaling of Water

Some purveyors signatory to tiééater Forum Agreemeptan to wholesale water to other
purveyors within the region. Envr on ment al signatoriesé support
deliveries is contingent on the purveyors that receive the water signing and implementing their
commitments under thé&/ater Forum Agreement

D. Federal or State Legislation for Funding for Water Syply Projects

All signatories to th&Vater Forum Agreemengtain the right to support or oppose federal or

state legislation for funding of water supply facilities. If requested by an organization signatory
to theWater Forum Agreemenihe Water ForunSuccessor Effort will expeditiously meet in

good faith to determine if that legislation will receive support from organizations signatory to the
Water Forum Agreement

E. Specific Surface Water Diversion Agreement

As part of thewWater Forum Agreemerdll signatories will support the diversions agreed to for
each purveyor as specified@hapter 5, Section eetionFive;-IPSAs and summarized in
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Table0.2the-charon the following pagesi—+9-9 5—and—ProposeiiterYear 2030
Diversion®. They would also support all facilities as specified in each PSA needed to divert,

treat and distribute this water. Addi tionall
subject to theaveatsin Chapter 4, SectionSeetbaFour-I(Assurances andaveaty of the
Water Forum Agreement This support is |inked to the pu

appropriate, participation in each of the seven elements ¥¥#ter Forum Agreement
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Table 0.1 Major water supply projects with Water Forum Support as part of the Water Forum Agreemen(a).

(Note: This is a partial list of projects which will be needed to accomplish the recommended diversions. Additiores faajithe
neecd and would be supported to the extent they are consistent witkatiee Forum Agreemeit

Update The following table was changed to reflect the status of the projects. The original table showed all of these projects

pending.

- This change is natonsidered an amendment to the Water Forum Agreement and was made for clarity bgrataff 2009

Water Purveyor/Water
Right Holder

Project(s) Identified in Water Forum Agreement

Project Status and New Projects

CARMICHAEL WD

Completed Actions

1 Treatment plant, diversion modifications, pumps
station and piping.

1 Expansion of microfiltration plant to offset the loss ¢
groundwater supplies.

Phasel surface water microfiltration treatmen
plant completed in 2001 with initial capacity o
17 mgd expandable to 22 mgd.
BajamontWatef r e at ment Pl a
capacity has increased to 22 million gallons ¢
day. Expansion project completed in April
2008. Full production test was completed in
May 2008.

On-going/Pending Actions

l

CALIFORNIA AMERICAN
WATER SERVICE COMPAN
(formerly CITIZENS UTILITIES
COMPANY of CALIFORNIA)

Completed Actions

1 Approval of wholesale agreements w/City of
Sacramento Change of Place of Useh'ACWA.

Approval of change of Place of Use with
SWRCB for using PCWA water in the Lincoln
Oaks/Royal Oaks Service Areas within
Sacramento County.

On-going/Pending Actions

1 Wholesale water agreement for purchase of surfac
water from Sacramento Suburban Water District.

Negotiate and implement wholesale water
agreement for purchase of surface water
through Cooperative Transmission
Pipeline/Northridge Transmission Pipeline.
Possible need for reallocation of surface wate

supplies to sew California American in the we
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Water Purveyor/Water
Right Holder

Project(s) Identified in Water Forum Agreement

Project Status and New Projects

years.

CITY OF FOLSOM

Completed Actions

f
f
f

Relocate & replace raw water conveyance pipeline
Diversion facility at Folsom Reservoir

Approval of PL 101514 contract and change in plac
of use

Expansion of wadr treatment plant.

Completed expansion of water treatment plan
to 50 million gallons per day (igd).

Completed in 2004.

Completed expansion of diversion facility at
Folsom Reservoir.

Completed relocation and enlargement of raw
water conveyance pipelin€€ompleted in 2000
Approval of Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report
(EIS/HR) for Public Law (PL) 101514 (Fazio
water) transfer and delivery of 7,000 AF/year
the Sacramento Count
Valley Project (CVP) contract water.
Completed in 1998.

Completed water transfer of 5,000 afeet

(AF) from Arden Cordoa Water Service (a
service area of the Golden State Water
Company).Completed in 1994,

On-going/Pending Actions

f
f

Expansion of Sphere of Influence south of Highway
50.

Construction of raw water pipeline under new flood
control channel for Folsom Reservoir.

Reallocation of existing surface watupplies to
support conjunctive use in the North Basin.

Negotiate expansion of City of Folsom Spher
of Influence and related water supply projects
meet increased water demands south of
Highway 50 along the El Dorado/Sacramento
county line. SOI annexation conigted in 2012.
Continue to negotiate with and educate
stakeholders in the need for a raw water
pipeline under new flood control channel.
Possible need for reallocation of surface wate
supplies in order to bank groundwater in ared
served byCooperative Tansmission
Pipeline/Northridge Transmission Pipeline in
the wet years.
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO

Completed Actions

1 Expansion/rehabilitation of the Sacramento River a
E.A. Fairbairn Water Treatment Plants as well as
rehabilitation (upgrade fish screens) of the diversio
structures for both facilities.

Obtained approval of diversion point for
American River water at the Sacramento Rive
diversion facility. Completed 2002.

Entered into water wheeling agreemt with the
Sacramento County Water Agency (SCW#\)
serve Zone 40

Entered into a water wholesale and wheeling
agreement with SCWA to serve the Airport ar
Metro Air Park.

Entered intavaterwholesalecontract with
SSWD for the SSWD Arcade sergiarea.
Entered into a water wholesale contract with
California American Water to serve three are
that are withinthe City s A mer i can
of Use Boundary.

Sacramento River Water Treatment Plant
Upgrade Completedin 2005.

New diversion structre and fish screens for
Sacramento River water completddSBR
grant in 2000. Completed in 2003.

On-going/Pending Actions

= |=2

The capacity of tb Fairbairn Water Treatment
Plant was increased to 200 mgd.

Develop a water supply plan that is consisten
with the Water Forum objectives of pursuing
Sacramento River diversion toeet the water
supply needs of the Plae8acramento region
and promotingecosystem preservation along t
lower American River.

CITY OF ROSEVILLE

Completed Actions

Completed major pipeline infrastructurBone
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1 Long term wheeling agreement wiieclamation
(PCWA water)i Signed November 2006

over multiple years from 1995 trhough mid
200006s.

1 Renegotiation oRedamationcontracti In progress. 1 Completed raw water conveyance pipeline.
Third Interim Renewal Contract in place expires 20 1 Completed expansion of diversion facility at

1 Raw water supply projeétCompleted in 2001. Folsom Resenio Reclamation pumping plan

f Water treatment plant expansibfExpansion to 100 expansion and parallel raw waterline complet
MGD completed in 2008. 1 Completed reclaimed water treatment plant

construction.Pleasant Grove Regional
Wastewater Plant completed in early 2009 .
1 Two water transfers have been executed
between Sanuan and the City of Roseville
transferring 4,000 AF/year of Placer County
Water Agencyds (PCWA
(MFP) water. Completed in 2004.
On-going/Pending Actions 1 Agreements with USBRor transfer of CVP
water to the Sacramento River pending

1 Assist in the completion of the SacrameRiver successful completion of the muétgency
Diversion Study EIS/EIR (a.k.a. the Sacramento Ri Sacramento River Water Reliability Study
Water Reliability Study) for the proposed Elkhorn (SRWRS). . )
diversion, water treatment plant and conveyance 1 Develop a water supply plan that is consisten
infrastructure. Sedppendix A for complete with the Water Forum objectives of pursuing
description of project and cost sharing partners; it Sacrament®iver diversion tomeet the water
pursuing a diversion of up to 7,100 adeet per year. supply needs of the PlaeBacramento region
Roseville is partnering with other area agencies on and promoting ecosystem preservation along
River Arc project. lower American River.

1 Reallocation of existing surface water supplies to ' Obtain approvals for construction of the.
support conjunctive use in the North Basin includin proposed joint Sacramgnto River diversion ar
P|acer County. water treatment p|ar|DI‘0jec'[.

1 Negotiate need for reallocation of water

supplies in the region to maximize use of
surface water in the wet years, thus allowing
lieu storage of groundwater for use in the dry
and critical years.
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COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO
(includes a portion of the ELK
GROVE WATER SERVICE
COMPANY), SACRAMENTO
COUNTY WATER AGENCY
(SCWA)

Completed Actions

f

Wholesale water agreement with Bty of
Sacramento to treat up
water supplies.

Support expansion of Sacramento River diversion 4
treatment facilities; expansion of E.A. Fairbairn
treatment facilities to treat SCWA water diverted frg
at or near the confluee or from the Sacramento
River

Approval of PL 101514 contract and change in plac
of use and point of diversion.

Approval of SMUD entitlement transfers

22,000 AF/year PL 10514 contract
completed in April 1999, and in the process 9
reassigning 7,000 AF/year to thé&yCof Folsom
- and SMUD water transfers (30,000 AF/year
have been approvddcompletedn June 2006
Point of diversion and diversion structure, ang
raw water conveyance of Sacramento County
Water Agency (SCWA) and East Bay
Municipal Utilities District EBMUD) diversion
project were approved as part of the Freepori
Regional Water Project (FRWP) currently ung
constructiori completed in April 2010
CEQA review for the SCWA Vineyard Surfacs
Water Treatment Plant completed as part of t
FRWPI completedm March 2006

Entered into water wheeling agreement with
City of Sacrament® completed in April 2000
Partnered with East Bay Municipal Utility
District and the City of Sacramento to form th
Freeport Regional Water Authority to provide
Sacramento Rivewater supplyi completed in
February 2002

Zone 40 Water Supply Master Plan and FEIR
approved completed in February 2006. A
Master Plan amendment for Cordova Hills wg
approvedn March 2013. Master Plan
amendnent drafts for Newbridge, Jackson
Township and West Jackson was completed
February 2016 and will likely be adoptethen
the projects are approved by the Board. A
Master Plan update is scheduled for 2017
Received approval for agreement with The
NatureConservancy and Southeast Sacrame
County Agricultural Water Authority
(SSCAWA) to benefit the Cosumnes River
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completed in February 2005.

On-going/Pending Actions

1 Reallocation of existing surface water supplies to
support conjunctive use in the Central Basin includ
Countyi on-going

1 Negotiae transfer of treated groundwater at
Aerojet/Boeing for use in the Central Basin
completed in May 2010

1 Identify and present a proposal to achievepetting

water supplies to the Cosumnes Rivam-going

Negotiate need for reallocation of water
supplies in the region to maxingizise of

surface water and associated infrastructure in
the wet years, thus allowing-lieu storage of
groundwater for use in the dry and critical yea
T ongoing and currently looking for
opportunities and working with RWA to foster
these efforts
Devebp the project des
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Optimization of the
and identify the potential project alternatives
and associated stakeholdérsompletedand
will consider project proponents use of FRWA
facilities.

Continue to work with Aerojet, Boeing, the
Bureau of Reclamation, Golden State Water
Company, and the Sacramento Municipal
Utilities District on the transfer and conveyan
of treated groundwtar supplies (a.k.a.
Replacement Water Supply Project) that are
discharged to the American Riviecompleted
in May 2010

NATOMAS CENTRAL
MUTUAL WATER COMPANY

Compkted Actions

1

Not available

On-going/Pending Actions

f
f

Construct new diversion on Sacramento Riventh of
the confluence with the American River.

Assist in the completion of the Sacramento River
Diversion Study EIS/EIR (a.k.a. the Sacramento Ri
Water Reliability Study) for the proposed Elkhorn
diversion, water treatment plant and conveyance
infragructure. Sedppendix A for complete
description of project and cost sharing partners.
Natomas Mutual is pursuing only a raw water
diversion for agricultural uses within their service
area.

Currently working with USBR and proponentg
of the Sacramento River Reliability Study on
future diversion and fish screens in Sacramer
River Diversion.

SACRAMENTO SUBURBAN
WATER DISTRICT (formerly
NORTHRIDGE WATER
DISTRICT)

Completed Actions

Construct Cooperative Transmission Pipeline
Completedinlatel9 9 0 6 s .

Obt ain Water Rights fron
Project for service to areas of Sacramento County.

Completed June 1, 2000. Agreement amended in

Projects and agreements for transfer of PCW,|
MFP water (up to 29,000 AF/year) completed
Completed June 1, 2000. Agreement amend
in 2008.

Entered into a wholesale surface water contr:
with the City of Sacramento for ttiermer
ArcadeWater District Town & Countrgervice
area. Completed January 20, 2004.
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2008.

Construct necessary infrastructure and enter into
agreements with the City of Sacramento for use of
surfacewa er in the Cityods |
River water diverted at the Fairbairn Water Treatmé
Plart. Agreement executed January 20, 2004.
Infrastructure completed in 2006.

Cooperative Transmission Pipeline/Northridg
Transmission PipelineCompleted in late
19906s.

On-going/Pending Actions

9 Assist in the completion of the Sacramento River

Diversion Study EIS/EIR (a.k.a. the Sacramento Ri
Water Reliability Study) for the proposed Elkhorn
diversion, water treatmentgnt and conveyance
infrastructure. SeAppendix A for complete
description of project and cost sharing partners.
Sacramento Suburbanédés p
to 29,000 acrdeet per year.

Reallocation of existing surface water supplies to
supportconjunctive use in the North Basin including
Placer County.

Agreements with USBR for transfer of CVP
water tothe Sacramento River pending
successful completion of the mu#tgency
Sacramento River Water Reliability Study
(SRWRS).

Develop a water supply plan that is consisten
with the Water Forum objectives of pursuing
Sacramento River diversion toeet the weer
supply needs of the Plae8acramento region
and promoting ecosystem preservation along
lower American River.

Obtain approvals for construction of the
proposed joint Sacramento River diversion ar
water treatment plant project.

Negotiate need fareallocation of water
supplies in the region to maximize use of
surface water in the wet years, thus allowing
lieu storage of groundwater for use in the dry
and critical years.

Enter into wholesale agreements with adjace
water purveyors (Del Paso Mam California
American, etc) for use of surface water in the
wet years.

GOLDEN STATE WATER
COMPANY (formerly
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
WATER COMPANY)

Completed Actions

1 Obtain additional surface water supplies to

compensate for lost groundwater supplies due to
contamination.

Entered into interim replacement water suppl
agreement with Sacramento Municipal Utility
District (SMUD). This agreement expired in

2012. A new agreement was entered into wit
the City of Folsom to lease 5,000 AFY of our
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1 Enter into interim water supply agreements with co-tenancy water rights.
SMUD. 1 Completed water transfer of 5,000 AF to City
Folsom

1 Entering into negotiations to obtain capacity
from a thrd party to treat discharged GET wat
and convey said water back to our water syst

On-going/Pending Actions i
1 Not available
PLACER COUNTY WATER Completed Actions T PCWAS6s American Rive
AGENCY T Support is subject to located in Auburn Canyon omplete Change
resolution of remaining issues. 1 Permanent pumping plant at Auburn Canyon in place of use for CVP contract water pendin
See footnote (a) f Change in pint of delivery for USBR water
On-going/Pending Actions 1 Sacramento River Water Reliability Study
1 A_ssist _in the completion of the Sacramento Rive_r Sg!ﬁ?\/gﬁ ZZ?&;PS&QESS ;?g;hf ngxel\r/IA(\)rEJ
Diversion Study EIS/EIR (a.k.éhe Sacramento Rive .
D agreeing to share development costs of the
\é\{ater_ RehabltlltytStu?y) fotr tlhe tproméosed Elkhorn project.
iversion, water treatment plant and conveyance . o
infrastructure. SeAppendix A for complete T Embgrkmg on CEQA documer_ltatlon in 2017.
description of project and cost sharing partners. T Obtain appr_ovals for _cons_tructlon of the
Sacramento Subur bamsfa upp proposed RiverArc mject in 2020. . .
to 35,000 acrdeet per year. 1 C_ompleteda water supply_ pla_n that is consiste
1 Reallocation of existing surface water supplies to with the Water_Forur_n Obj.eCt'VeS of pursuing
support conjunctive use in the North Basin includin Sacramento River diversion imeet the water
Placer County. supply neeqls of the PIaeSacrament(_) region
1 Pursue American River diversion if SRWRS is not and promot|_ng ecqsystem preservation along
successul. lower American River.

1 Negotiate need for reallocation of water
supplies in the region to maximize use of
surface water in the wet yeatBus allowing in
lieu storage of groundwater for use in the dry
and critical years.

1 Develop a statutory groundwater bank a a joi

35

Water Forum Agrementi January 2000, Updated October 2015



project with other partners in the region.

SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL
UTILITY DISTRICT (SMUD)

Completed Actions 1 Two CVP water transfers (totaling 30, 000
. AF/year) for SCWA and change in point of
1 Approval of surface water transfers to other agenci delivery have been e

diversion at the FRWPCompleted 2006.

1 Completed phase | of the Cosumnes Power
Plant. Online and opet&nal 2006.

1 Completed environmental documentation and
received approval for assignment of 30,000 A
of CVP Contract water to the Sacramento
County Water Agency (SCWA)Completed
2004.

1 Entered into interim replacement water suppl
agreement with Golden &t Water Company
(formerly Southern California Water Company
for its Arden Cordova Water Service area.
Agreement initiated 2008. Agreement
terminated 2001.

1 Future potential transfer to South Sacramentg
Agriculture pending successful negotiation of
governance structure through the Sceaatht
Sacramento County Agricultural Water
Authority (i.e., a Water Forum Successor Effg
sponsored negotiationOngoing effort.

For eactSRWRS

Original project called for a diversion of up to 58,000 dert per year including a proposed Elkhorn diversion, water
treatment plant, and conveyance infrastructure. Project cooperators produced a draft EIS/EIR in 2007 for a projeg
to as the Sacramento River Water Reliability Study (SRWRS). The SRWRS project was suspended in 2007. In 2
project cooperators renewed their study of this potential project.
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On-going/Pending Actions 1 Future greementsvill be required.
1 Continue to support preretting project for the 1 SMUD Board and Regional Sanitation Board
Cosumnes River. have agreed to execute the agreement. On |
1 Recycled Water Purchase Agreement with Sacram until resolution of water quality issues.
Regional County Sanitation District Expected completed 2016.
SAN JUAN FAMILY (includes Completed Actions 1 Completed raw water conveyance pipelarel
CITRUS HEIGHTS WD, FAIR expansion of diversion facility at Folsom
OAKS WD, ORANGEVALE 1 Diversion facility at Folsom Reservoir Reservoir.
WC) I Approval of PL 10%514 contract f  Approval of PL 101514 CVP contract.
I Water Treatment Plant expansion § Change in Place of Use with the State Water
I Change of Place of Use with PCWA Resources Control Board to serve Sacramen
Suburban Water District.
On-going/Pending Actions 1 Negotiate need for reallocation of water
supplies in the region to maximize use of
{ Participate in regional conjunctive use studies and surface water in the wet years, thus allowing
projects. Explore ibasin groundwater transfers to lieu storag of groundwater for use in the dry
urban service areas to the east. and critical years.
SOUTHEAST SACRAMENTO | Completed Actions 1 Memorandum of Understanding and cost sha
COUNTY AGRICULTURAL : approvals have been executed between the
WATER AUTHORITY (includes f MOU for creation of groundwater governance California State Department of Water
GALT I.D., CLAY WD, structure and a groundwater management plan. Resources, the Southeast Sacramento Coun
OMOCHUMNE-HARTNELL Agricultural Water Authority, the City of Galt,
WD, FARM BUREAU) Rancho Murieta Community Services District
The Nature Conservancy, and the SCWA.
On-going/Pending Actions 1 Water Forum Suassor Effort is cesponsoring
the creation of the South Area Water Council
1 Convene an interestased negotiation for a for a negotiated groundwater governance
groundwater governance structure in the South Baj structure that SMUD can contract with for the
1 Adopt a South Basin Groundwater Management Pl long term conjunctive use of surface water ar
andimplement Basin Management Objectives. groundwater in the South Sacramento
1 Approval of SMUD entitlement or other transfer ang GroundwateBasin.
Folsom South Canal Diversions 1 SMUD transfers are pending a successful

negotiation and an adopted groundwater
management plan.
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a. Note: All suppliers having contracts for Central Valley Proj€atP) water will be renegotiating those contracts when the
CentralValley Program Improvement AGCVPIA) Programmatic Environmental Impact Statem@&i§) is complete.

b. Support for PCWA major water supply projects iIs subject t
support for PCWA pumps at Aubufcompleted) 2) how water conservation Best Management Pra(ibt) #5 (Large
Landscape Water Audits and Incentives for Commercial, Industrial, Institutional and Irrigation Accounts) will be implemented
(completed) and 3) envi r onocorgitionsardlated tb eléasesolirgplacemeant whter m drier and driest years.

Update- These issues have all been successfully resolved.
- This change is not considered an amendment to the Water Forum Agreement and was oheaity by staff: Janugir2016.

38
Water Forum Agrementi January 2000, Updated October 2015



Table 0.2 1995and proposedyear 203Gsurfacewaterdiversion Nete: The diversions described below, combined with the dry year actions, Wwiheet

each

supp!l i eceds ® the yea 208 me r

Wat er Di stri

ct 6s

Purveyor

Agreement .

Amendment Theagreements involving Arcade and Northridge Water Districts were incorporated into the Sacramento Subutban
Speci fic

Water Forum Successor Effort approved: June 2003

Since theNater Forum Agreememtas signed, Golden State Water Company (formerly Arden Cordova Water Services) executed its
PSA. As such, the diversion values for these entities are contained in tisd&dnle
Water Forum Suassor Effort approved: March 2000

American River diversionsd upstream of Nimbus Dam

Water Supplier/
Organization

1995
Baseline

(1)

2030
Diversion

(wet and average

2030
Diversion
(drier years)

2030
Diversion
(driest years) (2)

wetlaveyears)
City of Folsom 20,000 AF (19) 34,000 AF (3) Decreasing from 34,@0to 20,000 20,000 AF (5)
AF (4)
Sacramento Suburban Watg 0 AF 29,000 AF (9) 0 AF (10) 0 AF
District (formerly
NorthridgeService Area
(17)
Sacramento Suburban Watg 3,500 AF 11,200 AF 11,200 AF 3,500 AF
District (ArcadeService
Area)
Placer Canty Water Agency 8,500 AF 35,500 AF (3) Continue to divert 35,500 AF, with | Continue to divert

(6) (7) [Subjectto
resolution of remaining
issues (21)]

replacement to the river equivalent
to its drier diversions above
baseline. The drier the year, the
more water wouldbe replaced up to

27,000AF (4) (20)

35,500 AF, with a
replacement of 27,000
AF to the river. (20)
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City of Roseville (7) 19,800 AF 54,900 AF (3) Decreasing from 54,900 AF to Continue to divert
39,800 AF with a replacement to th 39,800 AF, with a
river equivalent tats drier replacement of 20,000
diversions above baseline. The dr| AF to the river.
the year, the more water would be
replaced up to 20,000 AF (4)

Golden State Water 5,000 AF 5,000 AF 5,000 AF 5,000 AF

Company

American River diversionsd upstream of Nimbus Dam- continued
Water Supplier/ 1995 2030 2030 2030
Organization Baseline Diversion Diversion Diversion
(1) (wet and average (drier years) (driest years ) (2)
wetlaveyears)

San Juan Wand 44,200 AF (8) 57,200 AF (3) Decreasing from 57,200 to 44,20 44,200 AF

Consortium inSacramento AF (4)

County (Citrus Heights WD,

Fair Oaks WD, Orange Vale

Water Co.)

San Juan WD (Placer 10,000 AF 25,000 AF (3) Decreasing from 25,000 to 10,00 10,000 AF

County) AF (4)

South Sacramento County 0 AF 35,000 AF (9) 0 AF (10) 0 AF

Agriculture (includes Clay

WD, OmochumneHartnell

WD, Galt IDand

Sacramento County Farm

Bureau)

SMUD 15,000 AF (11) 30,000 AF (3) Decreasing from 30,000 to 15,00 15,000 AF

AF (4)
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American River diversionsd between Nimbusand the Mouth

Water Supplier/ 1995 2030 2030 2030
Organization Baseline Diversion Diversion Diversion
(1) (wet and average (drier years) (driest years ) (2)
wetlaveyears)
Carmichael WD (18) 12,000 AF 12,000 AF 12,000 AF 12,000 AF
City of Sacramento 50,000 AF 310 CFS (12) (13) 90,000 AF (15) 50,000 AF
Sacramento Riverdiversions
Water Supplier/ 1995 2030 2030 2030
Organization Diversions Diversion Diversion Diversion
(wet and average (drier years) (1% (driest years ) (14)
wetlaveyears) (14)
City of Sacramento 45,000 AF 290 CFS (13) 290 CFS (13) 290 CFS (13)
County of Sacramento 0 AF up to 78,000 AF (16) up to 78,000 AF (16) up to 78,000 AF (16)
Placer County Water Agenc 0 AF 35,000 AF 35,000 AF 35,000 AF
(6) [Subject to resolutio of
remaining issued (21)]
Natomas Central Mutual 53,000 AF 45,600 AF 45,600 AF 45,600 AF

Water Co. within

Sacramento County

Notes 1995 andoroposedyear 203Gurfacewaterdiversions

1. Baseline: Baseline meamh® thistoric maximum amount of water that suppliers diverted from the American River in any one year
appropriate i nicatioasnc e s

through the

year

1995 or i n

certain

pertaining to the Saduan Water District, SMUD and the City of Folsom are noted in footnotes 8, 11, and 19.

2. Driest years (i.e. conference years): Years when the projected March through November unimpaired inflow to FolsamsReservo
less than 400,000 AF. Conferencergeare those years which require diverters and others to meet and confer on how best to meet
demands and protect the American River.
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3. Wet andaverageyearsWet/Ave-Years As it applies tdhese diverteréCity of Folsom,City of Roseville Placer Countt Water

Agency, San Juan Water District and SBIlJyears when the projected March through November unimpaired inflow to Folsom
Reservoir is greater than 950,000 AF.

4. Drier years: As it applies these divertergCity of Folsom,City of Roseville Placer County Water Agency, San Juan Water

District and SMUWD), years when the projected March through November unimpaired inflow to Folsom Reservoir is less than 950,000
AF.

5. In the conference years the City of Folsom would reduce diversions by an at@ifo@aAF below its baseline to 18,000 AF

through additional conservation to achieve recreational benefits to Folsom Reservoir and fishery benefits to the lovaer Rinestic

6. PCWA would receive support for an American River diversion of 35,500 ABQ&F existing and 27,000 AF additional) in

wetter andaverageyears and a new Sacramento/Feather diversion of 35,000 AF. PCWA is willing to exchange 35,000 AF of its
American River water for Sacramento and/or Feather River water provided the termis excviange do not result in any diminution

of PCWAs water supply or an increased cost to PCWA.

7. Forthese supplier@lacer County Water Agency and City of Roseyjlsme or all of its water supply diverted from the

American River or Folsom Reservairthe drier and driest years could be replaced with water released from the Middle Fork Project
Reservoirs (MFP) by reperating those reservoirs. Hperation of the MFP reservoirs causes the reservoirs to be drawn down below
historical operational mimum pool volumes.

8. The baseline for San Juan Water District (SJWD) and its wholesale service area within Sacramento County is the faflitsmoun
entitlements (CVP contract and water rights) which they exercised in 1995.

9. Wet and average yea¥get/Ave-Years As it applies td&SSWDdiverters,years when the projected March through November
unimpaired inflow to Folsom Reservoir is greater than 1,600,000 AF.

10. Drier years: As it applies ®outh Sacramento County Agricultuidwerters, years wheihé projected March through November
unimpaired inflow to Folsom Reservoir is less than 1,600,000 AF.

11. The baseline for SMUD is the 1995 diversion amount which reflects the shut down of Rancho Seco Power Plant.

12. WetandaverageyearsWet/Ave-YearsAs it applies to the City of Sacramento, time periods when the flows bypassing the E. A.
FWTP diversion exceed the fiHodge fl ows. 0

13. For modeling purposes, it is assumed that the @Goty of S
River in year 2030 would be 130,600 AF for use within the City limits.

14. As it applies t¢City of Sacramento, Sacramento County, Placer County Water Agency and Natomas Central Mutual Water
Company diverters, there is no Water Forum limitation teedisions from the Sacramento River.

15. Drier years: As it applies to the City of Sacriamaent o, t
not exceed the AHodge fl ows. 0 Wi t h e AmericanRiver k56 fstinJang, Juyama c i t y ,
August, 120 cfs in January through May and September and 100 cfs in October through December.
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16. The total for the County of Sacramento (78,000 AF) represents 45,000 AF of firm entitlement and 33,000 ARittémter
water. The intermittent supply is subject to reduction in the drier and driest years. To reduce reliance on interfateenaser,

the County of Sacramento intends to pursue additional firm supplies.

17. Sacramento Suburban Water Dist{8SWD)(formerly Northridge Water DistriciNorthridge-Water DistricfNWD)} and other
signatories havagreed that for an interim teqear periodendingin January 2010 5SWDNWB would be able to divert PCWA

water inyears when the projected Martirough-November unimpaired inflow to Folsom Reservoir is greater than 950,000 AF.
After the tenyear period, unless the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) issues a subsequeSi\itdew/D will

divert up to 29,000 AF of water from Folsom Reservoider theSSWDNWD -PCWA contract only in years when the projected
March through November unimpaired inflow into Folsom Reservoir is greater than 1,600,000 AF.

18. Carmichael Water District (CWD) will divert and use up to its license anodddt000 AF. By the year 2030, it is most likely
that the water demand for the District will be reduced to its historic baseline level of 12,000mpidipentation o& water
conservatiorprogramJrban-Water- Conservation-BMPSignatories to th&vater Forum Agreemeéacknowledge and agree that
CWD shall not relinquish control of or otherwise abandon the right to any quantity it has foregone delivery and/or divemsien

this Agreementand shall retain the right (if any) to transfer that water for other bealafges, after that water has served its purpose
of assisting in the implementation of the improved pattern of fishery flow releases, for diversiahversmsn at, near, or

downstream of the confluence of the lower American River and the Sacrameetto Rie signatories also recognize that any such
transfer of water by CWD must be in accordance with applicable provisions of Federal and State law.

19. This is an agreaagpon amount which is within the historic diversion data and is equivalenttoolso t r eat ment cap ac
1999.

20. Replacementdf water to the river as a dfgear action as provided in PCWAs specific agreement is contingent on PCWAs ability
to sell this water to the Department of the Interior to meet Anadromous Fishery RestBraggean(AFRP)goals for the lower
American River or to other parties fibreir use after it flows down the lower American River.

21. Remaining issues which are being negotiated ar e: 1) en
conservation BMP #5 (Large Landscape Water Audits and Incentives for Commercial, Industrial, Institutional and Irrigation
Accounts) wil/ be i mplemented, 3) environmentalistanddrissuppor:t
years.

Update These issues have all been successfully resolved.
- This change is not considered an amendment to the Water Forum Agreement and was oheaitg by staff: January 2016.
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To meet requirements of ti@alifornia Environmental QualitAct (CEQA), the Water Forum Programmatic EIR assessed impacts of
all reasonably foreseeable diversions that may occur in the watershed. For the Water Forum EIR, potentiad divibisiparveyors
shown inTable3.3the-charbelowwere modeled apedfic part of the Water Forum Proposal based on preferences communicated by
representatives dhosepurveyors listedelow. en-this-chart

However, mutually acceptable agreemdraghavenot been reachedt the time th&Vater Forum Agreememias execwgdon how

Arcade-Water BistrigtRancho Murieta CSD, El Dorado Irrigation District, and the Georgetown Divide PUD would participate in all

elements of th&Vater Forum AgreementThese supplieisadhaveentered into Procedural Agreements with the Watenrfdo

negotiate mutually acceptable agreements in the fu iti ! ! el
t

Since theNater Forum Agreememtas signed, Golden State Water Company (formerly Arden Cordova Water Services) exed
its PSA. Similarly, in 2002, Arcade Water District merged with Northridge Watern®@igirbecome Sacramento Suburban Watg
District, which executed its PSA in 2003. As such, the diversion values for these entities are contained in the tgdblediogy
assumptions) antlable0.2.

Update Dry Year actions fronTable0.2 represented graphically.
- This change is not considered an amendment to the Water Forum Agreement and was oheaitg by staff: January 2016.
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Water Forum Dry-Year Actions (Range: 191 to 645 TAF/year)
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Water Forum Dry Year Procedures

Revised

:4/9/15
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Modeling doesiotimply that there is agreement on diversions described below. Nortdogsy that all stakeholder representatives
believe that all of these diversions will necessarily occur. Diversions shown tabtleishartwill be included as part of thé/ater
Forum Agreemenbnly if there are mutually acceptable agreements.

Table 0.3 Draft EIRmodelingassumptiongor American Rivediversionsfor purveyorsthathavenot concluded lieir negotiations

Water Supplier/ 1995 2030 Diversion 2030 2030
Organization Baseline (1) (wet and average Diversion Diversion
wetlaveyears) (drier years) (driest years ) (2)
Sormode oo Coobar) Lo il oo Lo e
Golden State Water 3,500 AF 5,000 AF (3) 5,000 AF (4) 5,000 AF
CompanyArden
Cordova-WaterService
El Dorado ID 20,000 AF 48,400 AF (3) Decreasing frord8,000 38,900 AF
to 38,900 AF (4)
Georgetown Divide 10,000 AF 18,700 AF (3) Decreasing froni8,700 12,500 AF
PUD (5) to 12,500 AF (4)
Rancho Murieta CSD 0 AF 1,500 AF (6) 1,500 AF (6) 0 AF

Footnotes (Assumpins included in these footnotes are for EIR modeling purposes only. Modeling these diversions does not imply
there is agreement on these assumptions):

1. Baseline: As it applies to these diversions, Baseline means the historic maximum amount cawsatppliers diverted annually

from the American River through the year 1995.

2. Driest years (i.e. conference years): For purposes d¥#ter Forum Agreemenyears when the projected March through
November unimpaired inflow to Folsom Reservoir is kss 400,000 AF. Conference years are those years which require diverters
and others to meet and confer on how best to meet demands and protect the American River.

3. Wet andaverageyearsWet/Ave-YearsAs it applies to these diverters, years whemtiogected March through November
unimpaired inflow to Folsom Reservoir is greater than 950,000 AF.

4. Drier years: As it applies to these diverters, years when the projected March through November unimpaired inflaw to Folso
Reservoir is less than 950,086.
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5. For this supplier, some or all of its water supply diverted from the American River or Folsom Reservoir in the driestayehrs
could be replaced with water released from PCWAs MFP Reservoirsdperating those reservoirs.

6. As it applesto this diversion, water iwet and averaggearsWet/Ave-Yearsanddrier years is diverted at the mouth of the
American River or from the Sacramento River.
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. ACTI ONS TO MEET CUSTOMERSG6 NEEDS WHILE REDU?
IMPACTS IN DRIER YEARS

A. Intent

This element is to ensure that sufficient water supplies will be available to customers in drier
years as well as wetter years. The regional economy is dependent on a reliable water supply
being available for our businesses and homes in all ye&esinfient of this element of the
agreement is that purveyors continue to meet
minimizing diversion impacts in drier and driest years.

It is envisioned that American River diversions by purveyors in the regiaverageand wetter
years above H Street would increase from the current level of 216,56f@ecamnually (AFA)
to about 481,000 AFA by the year 2030.

With adequate mitigation, these diversionawerageand wetter years can be accomplished
while stil preserving the fishery, wildlife, recreational and aesthetic values of the lower
American River.

However, the river is already stressed in drier years. The health of the fishery would degrade if
lower American River flows were decreased by these atadnimlrier years.

Considerable effort has been taken to identify how purveyors diverting from the American River

can implement specific actions to médetirc ust omer s® needs in drier a
reduced diversions. Actions include: conjuvetuse of groundwater basins consistent with the
sustainable yield objectivestilizing other surface water resourcesservoir reoperation

increased conservation during drier and driest,yaad reclamation.

It is recognized that over time chasgmight le appropriate in the mix of dciyear actions
selected.

B. Dry Year Actions

In addition to extraordinary conservation in drier and driest year¥§y#ter Forum Agreement
includes three alternative ways for purveyors to accomplish this olgectiv

The first is by purveyors limitintheir additional American River diversions in drier and driest

years. The drier the year, the more the purveyors wouldthitAmerican River diversions.

By the driest years, purveyors would lirthieir AmericanRiver diversions to baseline amounts.
ABaseline amount o means the historic maxi mum
the American River in any one year through the year 1995 or in certain appropriate instances

other amounts specified in a Rayor Specific Agreement (PSA). Purveyors would continue to
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meettheirc ust omer s6 needs in drier and driest year
increased use of groundwater.

There is a second method by which some purveyors who currently divedampgtom Folsom
Reservoir could meg¢heirc ust omer sd needs and minimize | mpa:
and lower American River fisheries. The signatories toNager Forum Agreememtould

providetheir support to a purveyor that chooses to cariits increased American River

diversions in drier or driest years, if in the drier years there was a release of replacement water
upstream of FolsorReservoir. The drier the yedhe greater the amount whter that would be
replaced.By the driestyar s t he amount of water replaced wo
increased diversions over baseline or, in certain appropriate instances, other amounts specified in

the PSA.

One source of this replacement water in drier or driest years would éensanormally

released in those years from the PCWA NKFRdequate assurances that the replacement water

will be released are specific to each purveyor and are included in the specific agreements for any
purveyors intending to use this method. Any otmethod of replacing water consistent with the

two coequal goals of the Water Forum would be considered.

The third way that purveyors could meet at least a portidneafneeds is by diversions from
the Sacramento River. Any Sacramento River diversiomd avoid direct impacts on the
American River.

Table0.2The chartin Section Three, lentitlgdl 1 95 and Proposed year 20

Bi—ve+summarizesd the proposed drier and driest year diversions for each purveyor
Specific information for each purveyor is foundGhapter 5, SectionSection-Five-IPSAs.

C. Specific Agreementon At i ons to Meet Customersé6 Need Wh
Impacts in Drier Years

Purveyors will implement actions in drier and drigsars to megheirc u st omer s6 wat er
while at the same time reducing diversion impacts. Specific diversion amounts for each
purveyor are found i€hapter 5, SectionSection-FiveIPSAs and are summarizedTable

0.2. the chartin-Section Three, tentitlet 1 995 —and  Proposed Year 2030
Di+versions. o

2 For the initialWater Forum Agreemerthis dy year action applies to the City of Roseville and PCWA. A
mutually agreed upon assurance related to this dry year action for the City of Roseville is contained in its PSA. The
assurance for this dry year action as it applies to PCWA is a remainileg issu
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lll. SUPPORT FOR IMPROVED PATTERN OF FISHERY FLOW RELEASES FROM
FOLSOM RESERVOIR

A. Intent

This element supports needed assurances for continued imphtiorenf a pattern of water
releases from Folsom Reservoir that more closely matches the needs of anadromous fish, in
particular faltrun Chinook salmon.

Since construction of Folsom Dam and Resertb&lJ).S. Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamatiohhas mae releases legally constrained only by the outdated fish flow requirements
of SWRCBDecision 893. It allows flows in the river during dry years to be as low as 250 cfs,
althoughReclamatiorthe Bureaueleases greater amounts. Since the standard wateddnd
Folsom and Nimbus dams were constructed, the fishery has significantly declined.

Until recentlyReclamatiorthe-Bureaumade relatively higher releases in the summer and
reduced releases in the fall. This does not match the life cycle nefatisroh Chinook salmon
which need more cool water in the fall and are not present in the summer.

An extensive hydrological and biological analysis found that with the historic pattern of releases
from Folsom Reservoir, increased diversions envisiongtidyVater Forum woulddve
unacceptable impacts on the lower American River fishery.

Beginning in December 1994, the Water Forum convened a fish biologists working session of
fish experts with special knowledge of the lower American River. Its chaag¢ondevelop
recommendations on an improved pattern of releases. Participants included representatives from
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Servi¢ge)SFWS) California Department of Fish antildlife

(CDFW) California-bBepartment-of Fish-and-GaiitebFG), SWRCBState-Water Resourees
Control-Board Reclamatiord-S-—Bureau-of Reclamati@and representatives from the Water

Forum.

After several months, participants in the fish biologists working session came to general
agreement regarding which fish species shbeldiven priority when there are constraints in

water availability. They also developed an improved pattern by which available water can be
released from Fol$omeRdsgoOovmiannien aomki shent
control objectives

This improved pattern of fishery flow releases from Folsom Reservoir will somewhat reduce
summer flows to conserve water to allow increased releases in th&Hall.conclusion is that
this improved pattern will maximize istream flows and temperaguconditions for falrun
Chinook salmon in the lower American River.
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In 1998, steelheadaslisted under the Endangered Species Act as threatened. Therefore
Reclamatiorthe-Bureadls required to operate Folsom Dam in a way that does not jeopardize the
continued existence of these fish.

It is recognized that as additional information becomes available in the future it could be

beneficial to further refine this improved pattern. In addition there needs to be flexibility in
implementing an improved patteto reflect reatime ecological considerations. This is
sometimes referred to as fAadaptive management

It is the intent of the signatories to téater Forum Agreemetitat an improved pattern of

fishery flow releases from Folsom Reservoir be peendy implemented recognizing that over
time this improved pattern may be refined to reflect updated understanding of the fishery. One
way this will be implemented will be an updat®d@/R(B State-WaterResources-Control-Board
flow standard for the lower ®erican River. It is also the intent that there be flexibility

(adaptive management) in the implementation of an improved pattern to refldagheea

ecological considerations.

In the future there will also be transfers of water among signatories Watez Forum
Agreemenand conceivably to other organizations that are not signatories. It is the intent that
any transfers of American River water be delivered in a manner consistent with an improved
pattern of fiskflow releases. The Water Forum SusmesEffort will develop guidelines for
determining consistency.

B. Improved Pattern of Fishery Flow Releases from Folsom Reservoir

The CVPIA was passed in 1992. This law authorized fish and wildlife restoration as an
additional purpose of the CVP. Isa required the federal government to develop an AFRP plan
including implementation of an improved pattern of fishery flow releases from Folsom Reservoir
to benefit anadromous fish.

Since 1996Reclamatiorthe-Bureayin consultation with th&)SFWSU-S—FHsh-and-Wildlife

Serviceand theCDFW CBFEG, has attempted to release water from Folsom Reservoir in a

manner consistent with the flow objectives for the lower American River to the extent

Recl amati onb6s avail abl e wat AARRP #fow pbedtivesforghe per m
| ower American River are set forth in the Nov
Admini strative Proposal on the Management of
essentially the same as the improved pattefisloéry flow releases developed by the fish

biologists working session which was convened by the Water Forum. It is recognized that in the
process of updating the lower American River standard it will be necessary to make some
corrections to the AFRP flowabjectives for the lower American River. These corrections

include some typographic corrections as well as inclusion of target carryover storage amounts for
Folsom Reservoir.
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For purposes of thé&/ater Forum Agreementhe improved pattern of fishefipw releases is

defined as a release pattern consistent with the corrected version of the AFRP flow objective for
the | ower American River as set forth in the
Final Administrative Proposal on the ManagemdntoSect i on 3406 (b) (2) W
| of this Water Forum Agreement

Reclamatiorthe-Bureaus working to formalize this improved pattern of fishery flow releases
through both the Operating Criteria and Plan (OCAP) for the CVP and the AFRPQ{RHA.
OCAP and AFRP are the federal government 6s ru

The increased diversions in tiiéater Forum Agreememtould be permanent. Therefore it is
essential that an improved pattern also be implement&tbamatiorthe-Burealon a
permanent basis. Therefore one of the essential requirements/¢htdieForum Agreemers
that theSWRCBupdate the lower American River flow standard.

C. Specific Agreement on Support for Improved Pattern of Fishery Flow Releases from
Folsom Reservoir

As part of theVater Forum Agreemeall stakeholders will actively endorse permanent
implementation of an improved pattern of fishery flow releases from Folsom Reservoir while
recognizing that over time this improved pattern may beedfin reflect updated
understandings of the fishery. It is also agreed that there will be flexibility (adaptive
management) in the implementation of exproved pattern to reflect refiine ecological
considerations.

TheWater Forum Agreemend based othe expectation that the improved pattern of fishery
flow releases would be implemented consistent with the AFRP lower American River flow
objectives in the November 20, 1997 Final Administrative Proposal with some corrections.
Therefore, if the Departmé of the Interior substantially changes the AFRP flow objectives for
the lower American River, it would be considered a changed circumstance that axeid be
considered by the Water Forum Successor Effort.

The signatori esd diverpigeisdependent ontdeqatd assaranees of e d
Re c | a m#eBueadpermanent implementation of an improved pattern as described
above. One form of assurance will be an updated SWRCB flow standard for the lower American
River. Other assurancesiMbe in the form of participation in the OCAP process; and

participation in theCentral Valley Project Improvement Act Environmental Impact Statement
(CVPIA EIS)® (REIS. Adequate forms of assurance are more fully described in the Assurances
and Gaveatssection of theWater Forum AgreemefChapter 4, SectionSeetion-Four;)l

It is further agreed that any transfers of American River water by signatories be delivered in a
manner consistent with an improved pattern of fishery flow releases as destxved

SOCAP and CVPIA EI'S were used at the time of preparing
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One of the functions of the Water Forum Successor Effort will be to ensure that an improved
pattern as described above is permanently implemented recognizing that over time that this
improved pattern may be refined to reflect updated understaatithg fishery.

For a description of work accomplished on this element, please see Chapter 4, Section I,
(Schedule for Updating the lower American River Flow Standard).
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IV. LOWER AMERICAN RIVER HABITAT MANAGEMENT ELEMENT

Habitat Management Element dgtte

The River Corridor Management Plan (RCMP) is an action plan to protect and enhance fisheries
and instream habitat, vegetation and wildlife habitat; improve the reliability of the flood control
system; and enhance the lower American River's wildsardic recreation valuest was
developed jointhby the Water ForunSacramento Area Flood Control Agen8AFCA) and
Sacramento County Regional Parks through the Lower American River TaskEAREF).
Funding was provided by a grant from the CALFB&y-Delta Program.In December 2001,
over 30 government, public interest and environmental organizations endorsed the RCMR and in
2002 theFisheries and hStream Habitat (FISH) and Recreation ptamponents of the RCMP
were accepted by the Water For@uccessor Efforas implementation agents for the HME.
May 2012

A. Intent

The Habitat Management Element (HME) for the lower American River, combined with other
elements of th&Vater Forum Agreement i s i ntended to ful fild]l one
coequal objectives:

Preserve the fishery, wildlife, recreational, and aesthetic values of the lower American
River.

The HME is necessary to comply with the CE®Aequirement to avoid or lessen, to the extent
reasonable and feasible, all significant impdotthe lower American River resulting from future
increased surfaewater diversions identified in th&ater Forum AgreementThe HME has

been incorporated into the Water Forum EIR.

The HME is also an important issue for another reason. In, $8&¥head on many rivers,

including the American, were listed as threatened under the federal Endangered Species Act. As
purveyors proceed wittheir diversion projects, they willdveto consult with resource agencies.
Under the Endangered Species Act, mtgean move forward only if the resources agencies

find that they will not jeopardize the continued existence of the species.

The HME will be implemented for the term of tiMater Forum Agreemeiit to the year 2030.

B. Lower American River Habitat Management Element

The lower American River HME will contain five programmatic components that together will
address flow, temperature, physical habitat, and recreation issues for the lower American River:
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Habitat Management Plan (HMMabitat projects thdienefit the lower American River
ecosystermmonitoring and evaluatiqmprojectspecific mitigationand lower American River
recreation.

1. Thelower American River Habitat Management Plaifi include detailed
descriptions of all reasonable and feasfbigects that could be implemented to avoid
and/or offset potential impacts to lower American River fishery and riparian resources
due to the increased surfas@ater diversions defined under téater Forum Agreement

The plan will also identify and diefe:

a. Performance standards to be used as indicators of the health of the lower
American River (e.g. flows, temperatures, etc.)

b. The conceptual (e.g., mitigation banking or other) and technical framework
for theHMP;

c. Schedule and technical assrsta required for development, implementation,
and monitoring of théiMP;

d. How theHMP will be coordinated with other programs, plans, initiatives,

and/or mandates that affect the lower American River ecosystem;

Logistics and responsibilities assocateith administering thelIMP;

Implementation priorities, strategies, and schedules for the proposed projects;

Lead organizations for implementation of each project;

How theHMP could serve as the framework for addressing any Endangered

Species Atrequirements; and

i. Costsharing obligations and specific funding commitments.

S@ ™o

Moreover, the HMP will outline protocols for plan updating, and will clearly identify the
type, amount, and costs for all technical assistance that will be required to
devebp/update, administer, implement, and monitorHivP.

Consultant services and other technical assistance will be acquired to: 1) effectively
develop, implement, administer, and monitor the success éfitie and 2) provide

input to federal and state extcies for actions that will contribute to the preservation of

the values of the lower American River. This will ensure that there is effective advocacy
t o achi eve E&entiafValiey Progedt Bnprevémeint ACYPIA)

Restoration Funds allocaté¢o lower American River improvements, réiahe

implementation of the improved fishery flow pattern releases (focusing on the volume,
temperature, and timing of flows), and preservation of riparian habitat.

Within the first 12 months after th\&ater Foum Agreemeris signed, the HMP will be
completed and adopted.

2.  Projects that benefit the lower American River ecosystavebeen identified by
the CALFED American River Technical Team. Currently, 22 potential projects/studies
havebeen identified fothe lower American River. Those that could be appropriately
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supported through the Water Forum Successor Effort are identifiezbie 0.4 Fablel.
Additional projects that could be supported by other agencies are identifiatllen
0.5Fable2 The projects/studies identified Trable0.4 Fable-lare strictly potential
candidates for inclusion, and should not be considered as a final array of management
elements to be adoptég the Water Forum.

3.  Monitoring andevaluationwill: 1) establish baseline conditions for future reference
and assess the health of the lower AnariRiver as diversions increased 2) assess

the response of fish, wildlife, and riparian communiteethe management/restoration
projects implemented under the H\VH® well as the increased diversions. Monitoring
and evaluation will also meet the CEQA requirementateela mitigation monitoring

plan.

Realtime monitoring and regular evaluation arscahecessary components of the
adaptive management approach for the ongoing implementation \Meattee Forum
Agreement Reaittime monitoring will be particularly useful to the Folsom Reservoir
Operations Group as it makes monthly flow and temperatuisicies.

Every five years the Water Forum Successor Effort will reviewctingprehensive
evaluation of the health of the lower American River ecosystem.

Regular evaluations conducted every five years will allow the Water Forum Successor
Effort to comprehesively review the overall impacts of tAgreemenon the health of
lower American River.

Specifics on the monitoring and evaluation program will be included in the Water Forum
EIR.

4.  Projectspecific mitigation will be required of each purveyor to tigate any site
specific impacts associated with its diversion. An example of suchpstafic

mitigation would be installing fish screens for new diversions or, potentially, improving
existing diversion screens.

5. Lower American Riverecreation This component is intended to address effects
on recreation along the lower American River. Two components &¥#ter Forum
Agreemenbhavean effect on the recreational flows for the lower American River. First,
the improved pattern of fishery flow rekess results in lower summer time releases so
that cold water can be conserved in Folsom Reservoir to benefit thenf&hinook
salmon. Second, the increased suHaeger diversions result in less water being
available to flow down the entire lengthtbke lower American River.

In order to reduce the impacts of reduced recreational flows on the lower American River
an initial list of projects has been developd¢hese-are-summarizedable-3-below
This list of projects will be refined over time.
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Consideration will be given to locating projects in the service areas of purveyors
contributing to the lower American River HME. Preference will be given to those
projects having the greatest nexus to the recreational impacts on the lower American
Riverresulting from implementation of tA&ater Forum Agreement

Funding for recreation projects is included in the HME Cost Allocation Principles.
Contributions to the HME would be for both habitat and recreational projects, with the
Water Forum Successoff&rt deciding on annual expenditures.

Lower American River Habitat Management Element (HME)

The HME is intended as a means of preserving the fishery, wildlife, recreational and aesthetic
values of the LAR, one of the two-egual objectives of the WatBorum Agreement. It is
funded by theost allocation irChapter 3, section IV Bf the agreementFunding amounts are
annually adjusted for inflation. The HMt&s been guided lige Fisheries and 18tream
Habitat Plan (FISH Plan)he Recreation Plaand the Water Forum Coordinating Committee
Following is an abbreviated list of HME projects conducted by the Water Forum.
1 Approximately yearly salmonid restoration work in the LAR consisting of:
o Intensive restoration construction between 5 and 18 acres
0 Monitoring success and design
o Otolith research aimed at better understanding how operations and restoration
projects influence oemigration in the LAR
0 Genetic research focused on comparing the reproductive success between restored
sites and unrestored ste
o0 Research focusing on understanding steelhead life cycle and use of side channels
Developing a flow standard has been largely funded by the HME fund
Developed modeling tools to simulate:
o Salmonid mortality model in the LAR
0 Redd dewatering
0 Sub daily tempeatures using HEC RAS
o Dam operations on the LAR for educational purposes (LAROPS)
Convening Fish and i&tream Habitat (FISH) group
Co-Convening Lower American River Task Force
Temperature Control Device engagemeuarticipated in value planning session i
August 2013
Developing temperature and stage data which is collected regularly
In-river reattime temperature management during 2015 drought to assess Reclamation
with operations
1 Contribute to invasive species removal with American River Natural Higtesgciation
(ARNHA), Sacramento County Parks, American River Parkway Foundation (ARPF)
1 Contribute to water related education at Effie Yeaw nature center and Soil Born Farms

E
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E
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Proposed projects and studies for which the Water Forum could beshaogiartner. Table
3.4 Fable-1contains preliminary, rough cost estimates for yeatsaRd annual costs thereafter

for thelife of the Water Forum AgreementEstimated costs can be expected to change and are

provided here for discussion purposes only.hinfirst year up to $340,000 of Water Forum

funding will be used to: prepare the HMP; provide technical assistance; and develop and begin
implementing the monitoring program. Amounts shown for contributions by other agencies

represent

t h eelilnlarly estimatE of thel fumdirsg thaptwill be requested from

those agenciesNo commitments &iveyet been made by those external agencies.

clarity by staff: January 2016.

Update The potential projects and funding sources listefable0.4 were provided ir2000 as
guidance to WFSE staff. Since th®l-SE staffhas used funding provided by Water Forum
signatories to leverage othenfiling sources such as the USHWé¢clamation, and the State of
California to perform HME projectsThe River Corridor ManagemePlan January 200Rand
its updates provides a list of priority HME projects.
- This change is not considered an amendment to the Water Forum Agreement and was

made f

Table 0.4 Fable-1 Water Foruntostsharing for lower American Rivdrabitatprojects.

PROJECT/STUDY |  AGENCY ANNUAL COST
Years 24 Ongoing
Wetland/Slough Complex SAFCA Unknown To be determined
CALFED* Unknown
Water Forum | $25,000
Shaded Riverine guatic Habitat SAFCA Unknown To be determined
CALFED Unknown
Water Forum | $25,000
Tailrace Habitat Utilization Study | CALFED $15,000 Study Complete
Water Forum | $15,000
Thermal Refugia Utilization Study | CALFED $25,000 Study Compete
Water Forum | $25,000
Off-site Mitigation (if required) Water Forum | Unknown Unknown
Monitoring and Evaluation SAFCA $100,000 $100,000
Water Forum | $100,000 $100,000
ACALFEDia state and federal program foré
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CVPIA $100,000 $100,000

Plan Development, Updatirand SAFCA $150,000 $70,000
Technical Assistance
CALFED $150,000 $70,000

CVPIA $150,000 $70,000
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Table 0.5 Fable2 Additional lower American Rivehabitatprojects. These are additional projects and studies
that would be carried out by other organizations.

Habitat projects that benefit the lower American River ecosystem

Priority Actions Study or Possible Lead
Project Funding Organization
Source(s)
High New Flow Standards Project City of City of
Sacramento Sacramento
High Flow Fluctuation Crieria Project CVPIA Reclamation
USBR
High Dry Year Flow Augmentation Project CVPIA PCWA
Reclamation
USBR/USFWS
High Folsom Temperature Control Project Reclamation Reclamation
Device (TCD) USBR USBR
High Folsom Reservoir Cold Water Projed SCWA Reclamation
Pool Management Folsom USBR
SJWD
Reclamation
ek
High In Stream Cover Project Corps Corps
(Woody Debrs) SAFCA SAFCA
High Flood Control Channel Project SAFCA SAFCA
Improvement Corps
High Spawning Habitat Managemen|  Study, CVPIA CDFWEbFG
Maintenance Project CALFED USFWS
High Hatchery Temperature Control| Project Reclamation Reclamation
—e=k —e=k
High Hatchery Management Practice  Project Reclamation Reclamation
—e=k —e=k
Moderate| Fire Management Project Sacramento Sacramento
County County
Low Increase Attificial Production of,  Project Reclamation CDFW EBFG
Salmonids USBR
Low Angling Regulations Project CDFW EBbFG CDFW EBbFG
Project-Specific Mitigation
Priority Actions Study or Possible Lead
Project Funding Organization
Source (S)
Fish Screedmprovement Project Water Forum Water Forum
purveyors with Purveyors
fish screens
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| | | CVPIA | |

It is also recognized that the State steelhead restoration plan includes a study of the feasibility of
reintroduction of steelhead above Folsom Dam. Water Foruer watveyors are concerned

that reintroduction not impose Endangered Species Act requirements on diversions upstream of
Folsom Dam.

After the technical team prepared this list, an additional potential project was identified by the
CDFW EBFEG. It would bebeneficial to tag steelhead to determine the extent of natural
spawning in the lower American River.

Update the American River Parkway Plan was updated 0628nd adopted as an elementhaf
Sacramento Counigeneral Plain 2008and by the State of California the Urban River
Parkway Preservation Act of 2008 heParkwayPlan serves as a guide to lamsk decisions
affecting the parkway. The update Piadludes chapters on recreational uses and public access
and trails. In additionit includes comprehensive area plan updates teusitb of the Parkway
that areused to indicate what facilities, activitji@sd uses may be permitted or encouraged in a
given area, including Discovery Park, site of the Uruttia property. The Water Forum Successor
Effort participated in the Project Management Team and provided funding for the planning
process.
- This change is not considered an amendment to the Waten Agreement and was mad f
clarity by staff: January 2016.
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Sacramento

Trails adjacent to waterways | Water Forum HME, Water Forum Successor
Sackomrente-Solnly, Effort-Sacramento-County
City of Sacramento

Porehaseanddovelop-Llreill] Sacramestic-Counly, Sacramento-County-and

property for recreational and | Sacramemt City, and Water | Sacramento City
environmental values —os-HE

C. Relationship to a Coordinated Multi-Agency lower American River Ecosystem Habitat
ManagementPlan (HMP)

Update The activities described in this section have been undertaken foostgart by WFSE|
staff. For example, the WFSE currently@anvenes the LARTF with SAFCAandthe WFSE
has successfully partnered with SAFCA, USFWS, and Reclamation on several habitat
enhancement projects.

Some of the items described have been exeeutbdalternative means. For example, the HMIP
(listedabove) was not completed. Rather the RCMP and its subsidiary document, the Fish and
Instream Habitat plan were -@uthored by the WFSE and SBA to cover these topics.

Although an MOU was not executethe WFSE has worked and is currently working
collaboratively with SAFCA, Reclamation, USFWS, NMFS, CDFW, and Sacramento County
Parks on HME project planning and implementation.

- This change is not considered an amendment to the Water Forum Agreecheras madeof
clarity by staff: January 2016.

The lower American River ecosystem is also affected by agencies outside the Water Forum.
Many agenciesdwvesome type of jurisdiction over decisions that affect the ecosystem. Several
outside agenciesalreresponsibility and financial resources to benefit the lower American River.

It is also recognized that the Water Forum Successor Effort will not by itsedshfficient
funding to implement all the actions necessary to fully preserve the lowercdamétiver
ecosystem. Therefore it is intended that the Water Forum HME be undertaken as part of a
coordinated multagency lower American River HMP through the currently establisA&ITF.

It is proposed that this partnership be formediby a Letter ointent among:

1 The Water Forum Successor Effort (administered by the SacrameGdtityty
Office of Metropolitan Water Planning);
Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency (SAFCA);

1
1 CALFED (or its successor);
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Reclamatiord-S-—Bureau-of Reclamati@VP and C\PIA);
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service;

National Marine Fisheries Service

California Department of Fish amlildlife Game
Sacamento County Parks Department

= =4 =4 -8 A

The LARTF LowerAmericanRiverFaskFereell provide a forum through which the
partnering agenes can pursue key objectives from other ongoing or planned state and federal
initiatives involving the agencies identified above, including:

The Water Forum Habitat Management Element

The American River component of CALFEDs Ecological RestoratiofProgran

Plan (ERPP);

1 SAFCAs emerging floodway management plan (FMP);

T Sacramento Countyds American River Par kwa
1 The FederaRnadromous Fish Restoration ProgréifRP) of the CVPIA

1
1

The LARTF LowerAmericanRiverFask-Foreell also draw uponhe expertise of groups such
as the Folsom Reservoir Operations Work Group.

Membership on theARTF LewerAmerican-RiverFask-Foraell be expanded to include a
Water Forum environmental representative and a representative from the Sacramento County
Wate Agency representing purveyors who contribute to the Water Forum HME.

The LARTF LowerAmerican-RiverFaskForall oversee development of the detailed lower
American River HMP which will identify priorities for environmental restoration and
enhancement

Although each agency/organization represented ohARS F Lower-AmericanRiverFask

Foreewill retain autonomy over its own budget, th&RTF LewerAmerican-River Fask-Ferce

will coordinate opportunities for cost sharing. Through the integrationgding and planned
management/restoration efforts, the most effective program for the lower American River will be
developed, thereby providing maximum benefits to the river ecosystem. Moreover, through
cooperation and cosharing, the cost to each onggation for developing, implementing, and
monitoring the program will be minimized.

The Water Forum Successor Effort will informally evaluate this arrangement in six months with
a formal evaluation at the end of one year to determine if the Water Fbaud €ontinue using

the LARTF LewerAmerican-River TaskFor@s the vehicle to develop and implement the

lower American River HMP.
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D. Water Forum Cost Allocation Principles

1. Proposed lower American River habitat projects and studies that couldpmtsa
by the Water Forum HME are shownTabIeO 4Iablre—1 ZFh&mmaI—hstmg%f
on-that could

2. CostSharing Among Water Forum Purveyors

a. The City of Sacramento and the Sacramento County Water Agency (through
Zone 13) will commit to a combined total of $375,000 annually to the HME
(including an estimated, but ndésignateearmarked$35,000 anmally for
recreational projects).

The City of Sacramento and Sacramento County Water Agency (SCWA) will

commit to fundingheir share of the HME starting when they sign ater

Forum AgreementTheir contributions will fund the majority of the Water

For umdéds share of t he etimenonitpring evalimtion, e s pec
and planning. The City of Sacramento will contribute $125,000 annually and

SCWA will contribute $250,000 annually using Zone 13 funds.

b. Sacramento County Water Agency Zonefidds will be used to meet the
HME obligations for the purveyors serving the unincorporated areas of
Sacramento County and in the City of Citrus Heights.

Property owners in the unincorporated areas of Sacramento County and in the
City of Citrus Heightsare assessed their property taxes for courtyide water
management expenses that could include many of the real time monitoring,
evaluation and planning activities in the HMP.

Therefore SCWAs Zone 13 contribution to the HME will cover the financial
obligations of these water users serving the unincorporated area of Sacramento
County and the City of Citrus Heights: Carmichael Water District, Citrus Heights
Water District,CaliforniaAmerican Water Compan@itizens-Utilitiesin

Sacramento CountylayWater District, Del Paso Manor Water District, Fair
Oaks Water District, Florin County Water District, Galt Irrigation District,
Natomas Mutual Water DistricBacramento Suburban Water Distisgirthridge
WaterDistrict OmochumneHartnell Water DistrictOrange Vale Water

Company, Rio Linda/Elverta Community Water District, Sacramento Municipal
Utility District and San Juan Water District in Sacramento County.

c. Contributions fronother Purveyors.
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Other purveyors signatotyg theWater Forum Agreenm¢that divert from the
American River are the City of Folsom, Placer County Water Age @ity of
Roseville and San Juan Water District in Placer County.

(1) Central Valley Project water. A portion of its increased diversions

will be CVP water for whih these purveyors contribute into the Central
Valley Project Restoration Fund. The Water Forum Successor Effort will
work to ensure that a fair share of those restoration funds will be spent on
improvements to the lower American River.

Therefore, theseyoveyors will not be contributing to the Water Forum

HME for increased diversions of CVP water. If for any reason, the

purveyors do not contribute to the CVP Restoration fund for increased
diversions of CVP water ovéhneir baseline amounts (i.e. historic

maximum amount of water diverted in any one year through the year 1995

or, in certain appropriate instances, other amounts identified in a
purveyoros specific agreement), they
forth below.

(2) Non-Central Valley Projectvater. Some purveyors will also be

increasingheir diversions of nofCVP water. For increased diversions of

non-CVP water from the American River, purveyors would pay $3 per

acrefoot when they divert the water. Increases are defined as amounts
abovetheirbaseline (i.e. historic maximum amount of water diverted in

any one year through the year 1995 or, in certain appropriate instances,

ot her amounts identified in a purvey
purveyor exchanges current CVP water deliverigh nonCVP water

they will pay $3 per acréoot for the water they exchange.

It is specifically recognized that PCWA would only contribute to the HME
for increased American River diversions of FOWP water used by

PCWA. Contributions to the HME for PCAMWater used by San Juan
Water District, City of Rosevilles SWDNerthridge-WaterDistricand

any other purveyors are not the responsibility of PCWA.

AMENDMENT 71 This paragraphas beemddedto reflect the updatealgreement with Golden
State Water Compg.

Water Forum Suassor Effort approved: September 2002

(3) Golden State Water Company has experienced a loss in groundwater
supplies due to contamination since the signing otager Forum
Agreemenin 2000. In 2002, following negotiations withRV8E

signatories, Golden State agreed to make an annual contribution to the

SPCWAOGs contribution to the HME is subje®BA to resolutio
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HME for the amount of water purchased from SMUD as replacement
water. Golden State agreed to pay $3 per-fxmeof SMUD water
purchased and has done so in each successive year.

3. Cost Cap

The City of Sacramento, Sacramento County Water Agency and other Water Forum
signatoriesd6 commitments to financially ¢
dollar amounts shown isections a, b, and ¢ abowagljusted only for inflation as set

by t he Janua&ngneering BlaweReoabd p lhlkel fshed Constrt
Indexes for U.S: 20 CitiesAverageand for the San Francisco Bay Area. The

annual adjustment index would be calculated usingtieeageof the cost indexes

for these twaareas.

If the Water Forum balance in the HME fund exceeds $1 milliamdesignateda-
earmarkedunds, annual contributions would be reduced or deferred until the
undesignatedn-earmarkedalance went below $1 million.

Every five years the Water Ron Successor Effort will review the evaluation of the
health of the lower American River ecosystem. At those times, any signatory to the
Water Forum Agreemestan request that the Water Forum Successor Effort re
negotiate the Cost Cap to increase or desgeéhe amount based on the needs at that
time. Any increase or decrease wouiv&to be approved by the signatories to the
Water Forum Agreement

4. Through the multagency effort, agencies in addition to the Water Forum Successor
Effort and its signtry agencies will be requested to contribute to the lower
American River HMP budget. Total costs shared by all partners, (including Water
Forum and requested cestaring from SAFCAReclamation-S-—Bureau-of
Reclamatiorand CALFED) for each of the twyears after development of the HMP
are estimated to be approximately $915,000. Annual costs thereafter for monitoring,
evaluation, plan updating and technical assistance are estimated to be approximately
$510,000. Additional funding will be needed foojercts identified in the HMP and
recreational projects.

This program assumes significant financial contributions from other members of the
multi-agency lower American River HMP. If that does not occur, it would be
considered a changed circumstance réggire-negotiation.

The firstState of the River Reposas published in 2005 arnglviewableonline at
http://waterforum.org/wgontent/uploads/2015/09/Stadéthe-River-2005. pdf

5. ProjectSpecific Mitigation.
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Any projectspecific habitat mitigation, (e.g., fish screens at diversion facilities) or
recreation mitigation is the responsibility of individual purveyors. Costs for project
specific mitigation ar@ot eligible for funding under the HME.

E. Adaptive Management

The HMP is based on the principal of dAadaptiyv
making future resouremanagement decisions as additional data become available. Information
collected under the egoing monitoring and evaluation will be fed back into the management

decision making process on a réate basis.

It is recognized that monitoring and evaluation may identify adverse impacts not currently
anticipated. If the unanticipped impacts are significant, this would be considered a changed
condition. The Water Forum Successor Effort would meet and confer on options for mitigating
these unanticipated impacts.

Options include additional habitat measures to reduce or elinth@atelverse impacts. Funding
could come from the purveyors signatory to tater Forum Agreement other partners in the
multi-agency lower American River HMP. If unanticipated significant adverse impacts cannot
be mitigated, this would be consider@dhanged circumstance requiring renegotiation of the
relevant portions of th&/ater Forum Agreement

If the lower American River is designated as critical habitat for an endangered or threatened
species, the Endangered Species Act may require a higbeofanitigation than that

anticipated to be paid from the HME. Thus, if the lower American River is designated as critical
habitat, it may be considered a changed condition to be addressed by the Water Forum Successor
Effort.

F. Specific Agreement forthe lower American River Habitat Management Element

All signatories will support and where appropriate, participate in the lower American River HME
as set forth above.
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V. WATER CONSERVATION ELEMENT

AMENDMENT i This section has been changed to retieetupdated Water Conservation
Element. These changes were the result of ayegii negotiation among Water Forum
members.

Water Forum Successor Effort approwday 14, 2009

A. Introduction

The Water Conservation Element of the Water Forum Agreemessential to meeting both of

the ceequal objectives of the Water Forum.t hel ps me et -supplyeneedseapd on 6 s
minimizes the need for increased groundwater pumping and increased use of surface water,
including diversions from the Americ&iver. Each water supplier in the region is committed to
implementing a comprehensive water conservation plan.

Continued commitment to water conservation will benefit water purveyors, customers, and the
environment because it:

1 Reflects growing publicugport for the conservation of limited natural resources and
adequate water supplies.

1 Allows water districts to optimize the use of existing facilities.
1 Delays or reduces the capital investments required for capacity expansion of water
and wastewater treaent facilities even though the service area may grow.

1 Is essential for the state and federal agency approvals which will be required for
specific projects.

MUNICIPAL AND INDUSTRIAL WATER CONSERVATION

B. Intent

Water Forumwater signatories have geally agreed upon the following broad objectives for
water conservation in the region:

1 All parties seek to maximize water conservation in a way that is accountable, easy to
monitor and track andre effective.

1 A water conservation program has merit and\&lter Forum purveyor signatories
agree to implement a water conservation program that is consistent with the
California Urban Water Conservation Courn(@UWCC)Memorandum b
Understanding (Council MOU).

1 Recognizing that many of our purveyors are noffydy metered, there may need to
be flexibility in how purveyors implement certain water conservation actions.
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T While we are seeking a broad Auniversaloo
recognize that each purveyor has unique water sourcesiatatiakers and
structures, and constraints/opportunities.

C. Key Elements

1. Water Forum signatories agree to update the Water Conservation Element of the
Water Forum Agreemenly replacing current water conservation plans with the
ACal i f or nieraCondarvatmmCoWel Memorandum of Understanding
Regarding Urban Water Conservation in Cal
Best Management Practices (BMPs), schedules, targets, procedures and
requirementsVariations from the Council practiceseanoted in the following text.

2. Water Forum signatories agree that in replacing their 2000 Water Conservation Plans
with Council MOU, they are agreeing to changes and modifications to Council
processes and BMPs as they evolve over time, including tt&r20i3ions and
subsequent revisiondVater Forum signatories further agree that signatory
purveyors without land use authority can not be required to implement programs or
processes that they do not have legal authority to implement (i.e. landscape
requrements).

3. Water Forum signatories are encouraged to become members of the Council in order
to be actively engaged in discussions regarding revisions to the MOU and the BMPs,
and to take advantage of the Council s r ¢

4. Water Forunsignatories recognize that the Council has existing procedures in place
to enable members to request exemptions from BMPater Forum signatories
agree that this process does not result in a clear decision and does not ensure full
compliance of BMPsTo address this shortcoming, the Water Forum will use its
own procedure foconsidering BMP modificationsnown agdeferrals

5. Consistent with the Asirances an@aveats listed ilChapter 4Seetion-~oeupf the
Water Forum Agreement is recognized thatver time there will be changed
circumstances that are not currently foreseen. Therefore, signatories agree when the
need arises to meet and confer on how best to respond.

D. Pre-Determined Deferrals on MeterBased BMPs
(The following apply regardlessf which Council track is implemented)

1. For BMP 4 (metering), at a minimum we accept the pdcesidential meter retrbt
by each of those Water Forum purveyors not yet fully metered, as stated in Appendix
J of the 200@Vater Forum Agreemendr thepace required by State law, whichever
controls. This deferral recognizes that several Water Forum water purveyors are not
yet metered and are investing in water meter and retrofit programs at a pace that is
feasible but which may not be the rate statethénCouncil MOU.

2. For BMP 1 (Residential Audits), targets
metered residential accounts; so, as an agency becomes more fully metered, its
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Apopul ationodo of potenti al audi tsisaust omer :
predet er mi ned Adeferral. o Audit progr ams
proportional to metered accounts.

E. Additional Deferral Requests

1. If a water purveyor wants to request any other deferral from a standard BMP target,
or a changén schedule or practice, the following procedure will be followed:

a. Water Forum signatories will follow the Council analysis and modeling tool.
The analysis will be submitted to the Water Forum Water Conservation
Negotiation Team (WCNT) who will have actenical review completed by an
independent third partyThe WCNT is composed of one representative from
each Water Forum caucus (business, environmental, water, and public) and
from each size and type of water purveyor in the region (publicly owned,
invedor owned, etc.)

b. Water Forum staff would develop a list of water conservation professionals
based on qualifications and criteria agreed upon by the WANE list of
gualified candidates will be vetted through the WCNT. The list needs to be
long enougho ensure that purveyors have adequate choices and can maintain
reasonable costslhe list could also include Council staff reviewers.

c. The water conservation professional and water purveyor staff will conduct a
review of the analysis for adequacy andhptiance with the Council BMP.

The review/technical validation will include checking data adequacy and
accuracy, and will explore whether or not changes or modifications to the
program design, would affect the outcome. The water conservation
professionamay suggest new partners or funds that might be available to
assist the purveyor in implementing the BMFhis analysis with suggested
changes will then be forwarded to MECNT for its review and discussion.

d. After completion of the review/technical \ddtion, if the BMP is found to
have a benefitost ratio of 1 or greater (there is a greater benefit to the
program than the cost to implement it), no deferral will be allowed.

e. If a BMP is found to have a benetibst ratio of less than 1 (this is expelcte
be uncommon), then the purveyor will have the choice of continuing with the
BMP or deferring that BMP and substituting an alternative program as
described belowHowever, prior to selecting an alternative program, the
purveyor will offer to meet withWater Forum stakeholders to discuss
deferral/substitution optionsThe intent of the meeting will be to have an
open discussion about the advantages and disadvantages of the
deferral/substitution options, provide interested stakeholders with relevant
information, and provide stakeholders an opportunity to weigh in on the
deferral/substitution optiondeferral options under discussion at this
meeting will include, among other things, methods for redesigning the
potentiallydeferred BMP.This open discuson is not intended to prolong the
BMP planning process or secegdess the independent technical review.
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f. Water Forum signatories agree that for any program or BMP that is deferred,
the water purveyor will apply the program costs that were reported in the
BMP deferral analysis toward the implementation of another BMP with the
intent of achieving as much if not more water savings through expanding one
or more of the remaining BMP&Vater Forum signatories agree to take into
account existing acceleration@BMP on a casby-case basis.

g. Water Forum signatories agree that any beeft analysis performed will
include an environmental cost of water of $75 per-fmog adjusted annually
for inflation using the same method outlined in ¥Mater Forum Agrement
to adjust annual contributions to tH&E. This $75 amount was negotiated
by members of the WCNT and is based on historical purchases of water from
the region for the CALFED Environmental Water Account.

h. Water Forum signatories agree that deferralsheigranted for a period of
two years, in accordance with the reporting cycle of the CouAgéiér this
time, purveyors would either resume the BMP or seek another deferral using
the same process outlined above.

F. Assurances and Reporting

1. Water Form signatories recognize that some purveyors may need to seek sapport f
certain conservation prograny their boards and decisionakers. If requested,
Water Forum signatories agree to publicly support conservation programs and any
rate adjustments thate needed to implement the water conservation plans.

2. Reporting
a. Water purveyors will submit biennial reports on the implementation of water
conservation activities pursuant to the reporting requirements of the Council.
These reports will be shared witie Water Forum Successor Effort.

b. The biennial reports will include a comparison of total and per capita water
use with original projections as published in the 200er Forum
AgreemenfAppendix J.In addition, the Water Forum will revisit the method
used to estimatgallons per capita per dagPCD) in the 2000Water Forum
Agreemenso that it is consistent with approaches used by other agencies and
organizations, including the Council, the Legislature, and the Department of
Water Resource®WR).

c. If there were any significant differences from what water conservation
activities or results were planned, an explanation of the differences will be
included. If water conservation results were significantly less than
anticipated, an indication of how thesudts will be achieved in the future will
be describedWater purveyors have the option of reporting this information
in the Council database comment field

3. Assurances
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