PADRE DAM

Municipal Water District

November 15, 2007
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G anVizl
Mr. Scott Couch )
State Water Resources Control Board NOV 2 02007
Division of Financial Assistance o
1001 | Street, 16" Floor DIVISION OF
Sacramento, CA 95814 FINANCIAL ASSISTANGE

Ms. Tracie Billington

Department of Water Resources o
Division of Planning and Local Assistance
P.O. Box 942836

Sacramento, CA 94236

RE: El Monte Valley Groundwater Recharge and River Restoration Project
To Whom It May Concern:

On behalf of Padre Dam Municipal Water District, | am writing in support of the El Monte Valley
Groundwater Recharge and River Restoration Project. This project will make a significant
contribution to provide a new-renewable water supply of up to 5,000 acre-feet per year to the
region.

This project will involve recharge of the El Monte Groundwater Basin using highly treated
recycled water and subsequent withdrawal of the groundwater to deliver up to 5,000 acre-feet
per year of new raw water. In conjunction, a habitat restoration project will be developed
along an approximate 2-mile section of the San Diego River. The groundwater basin water
level will be raised to support the restored habitat.

This project will also make a significant contribution to the creation of a River Restoration
Project along the San Diego River and meet objectives of habitat creation, water quality,
education and recreation.

We hope the Department of Water Resources sees the permanent value of this project to the
region and will support the El Monte Valley Groundwater Recharge and River Restoration
Project.

We look forward to seeing such a worthwhile endeavor take shape along the San Diego River in
Lakeside.

( oin o LO

Douglas S. Wilson
General Manager

¢ Mark Weston, Helix Water District .
BOARD OF DIFECTORS 9300 Fanita Parkway

James Maletic Santee, CA 92071
Augie Scalzitti T 8184483111
Andrew J. Menshek F 618 449 9468
ndrew .. Menshe www.padredam.org
August A. Caires MPA, SDA PO Box 718003

Dan McMillan MBA, MS Santee, CA 92072-9003
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City of San Diego San Diego County Water Authority County of San Diego

Water Department : 4677 Overland Avenue County Administration Center
600 B-Street, Suite 400 San Diego, CA 92123 1600 Pacific Highway, Suite 209

San Diego, CA 92101 ‘ San Diego, CA 92101

November 27, 2007 \

Lester A. Snow, Director

California Department of Water Resources
P.O. Box 942836, Room 1115-1
Sacramento, CA 94236-0001

Dorothy Rice, Executive Director
State Water Resources Control Board
P.O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA/95812

~ Dear Director Snow and Executive Director Rice:

Three agencies — the San Diego County Water Authority, the County of San Diego, and the City
of San Diego — signed a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) in 2005 forming the Regional

- Water Management Group (RWMG) for the San Diego region. This group was established to
work with governmental and non-governmental stakeholders throughout the region to develop
the first-ever San Diego Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Plan, and to submit a
~ Proposition 50 IRWM grant application.

We have made significant progress in our IRWM planning process and are pleased to have been
invited back to submit the Step 2 application. Unfortunately, as you are aware, the County of San
Diego was declared to be in a State of Emergency by Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger on

" October 21, 2007 due to a major firestorm that burned more than 350,000 acres throughout the
County and resulted in the evacuation of nearly 500,000 residents. The City and County of San
Diego, the San Diego County Water Authority, and several of the water management entities
involved in IRWM planning throughout the San Diego Region are actively participating in major
recovery efforts aimed at helping residents reclaim their lives after the devastating fires. Water
and wastewater agencies, stormwater programs, NGOs, and flood control entities in our region

" are focusing considerable efforts on safeguarding essential water infrastructure, minimizing
erosion and protecting the public from the increased risk of flash flooding. The urgency of this
work will become even more critical in the coming months as winter storms hit the burned areas.
Due to the magnitude of the devastation experienced, the recovery efforts have caused a
significant diversion of resources that would otherwise be dedicated to preparing the Step 2
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application. This diversion of resources is likely to place the San Diego Region at a
disadvantage in this competitive grant program, particularly given the expedited schedule for
preparing and submitting the Step 2 application. The San Diego RWMG requests that the State
Water Resources Control Board and Department of Water Resources consider extending the
application deadline to allow sufficient time to prepare the application with the limited resources
available in this time of recovery. The RWMG agencies believe that extending the submittal
deadline by one month would assist Southern California water management entities in their
efforts to recover from the devastating fires prior to red1rect1ng resources to prepare the Step 2
apphcatlon

Thank you in advance for your consideration in addressing our concerns. Should you have any
questions or seek further information regarding this matter, please contact Mark Stadler,
- Principal Water Resources Specialist at the San Diego County Water Authority, at 858-522-

6735.

Sincerely, ‘ : /
W e ST e N

J. M. Barrett ~ Maureen A. Stapleton Chandra L. Wallar
- Water Department Director General Manager Deputy Chief Administrative Officer

City of San Diego San Diego County Water Authority County of San Diego

619-533-7555 858-522-6781 619-531-5451

cc: Tracie Billington, Department of Water Resources

Scott Couch State Water Resources Control Board

Regional Advisory Committee to the San Diego Integrated Reg10na1 Water Management
Plan
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City of San Diego San Diego County Water Authority  County of San Diego
Water Department 4677 Overland Avenue County Administration Center
600 B Street, Suite 1300 San Diego, CA 92123 1600 Pacific Highway, Suite 209
San Diego, CA 92101 San Diego, CA 92101
August 8, 2007 (U= & ] i f
Lester A. Snow, Director [ Ak 9 2007
California Department of Water Resources [' L SES

P.O. Box 942836, Room 1115-1 ; EXEl _ ;
Sacramento, CA 94236-0001 — YR UHRICE

Dorothy Rice, Executive Director
State Water Resources Control Board
P.O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812

Dear Director Snow and Executive Director Rice:

Three agencies — the San Diego County Water Authority, the County of San Diego, and the City
of San Diego — signed an MOU in 2005 forming the Regional Water Management Group
(RWMQG) for the San Diego re gion. This group was established to work with governmental and

non-governmental stakeholders throughout the region to develop the first-ever San Diego
Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Plan, and to submit a Proposition 50 IRWM

grant application.

With the assistance of a Regional Advisory Committee composed of 25 stakeholders
representing key areas of water and natural resource planning, we have made tremendous
progress towards achieving the goals of integrated regional water management planning. We

will submit a Proposition 50, Chapter 8, round two, step one implementation grant application by
the August 1, 2007 deadline.

We have made significant progress in our [RWM planning process and look forward to being
invited back to submit the step two application. As such, we are preparing the step two
application. We have formed a project selection committee to review the more than 50 of our
Tier I projects that have been submitted and are included in our IRWM Plan. This committee
will develop a package of projects will be submitted to our Regional Advisory Committee for its
recommendation and included for our step two application
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Even with this progress, we arc concerned with the proposed step two application schedule as
established in the round two Proposition 50, Chapter 8 IRWM Grant Program Guidelines/PSP. It
states that successful step one applicants will be announced in November, a grant application
workshop will be held in December, and step tWo applications will be due in January. We
recognize that this is a tentative (proposed) schedule and that it may be adjusted due to the many
holidays that fall within the proposed time period. However, if this schedule remains in place as
is, it will only provide applicants a maximum of two months to prepare and submit the step two
application and obtain the approval of our governing bodies. This concerns us because this
proposed schedule is approximately the same amount of time that was provided for the step one
application, even though the step two application promises to be significantly more complex.
Additionally, applicants will only have one month between the step tWo grant application
workshop and the submittal deadline.

Based on the existing step tWo application timeline, we se¢ N0 alternative other than beginning
work on it before learning whether we were successful with our step one application, and will be
invited back for the step two application process. Otherwise, we do not believe that there will be
sufficient time to meet the step two application deadline. We request that a more reasonable
period of time, such as four months, be provided between the notice of a successful step one
application, the invitation to continue to the step two application, and the deadline for the step
two grant application. We have heard from other re gional management groups and stakeholders

throughout the state that share our concern with regard to the timing of these deadlines.

We strongly recommend that DWR and the State Board issue a revised step two application
schedule that provides a minimum of four months between the step two callback and the date
that the application is due. We also recommend that there be at least two months between the
step two application workshop and the application due date.

Thank you in advance for your consideration in addressing our concerns. Should you have any
questions or seek further information re garding this matter, please contact Mark Stadler,
Principal Water Resources Specialist at the San Diego County Water Authority, at 858-522-
6735.

Sincerely,

W (, g o ’(r: ? rrl'*" “}.1 Q__\\ML.’\&. \A AN

e Slos 1, Sed e AT e
J. M. Barrett Paul A. Lanspery Chandra L. Wallar

Water Department Director Deputy General Manager Deputy Chief Administrative Officer
City of San Diego San Diego County Water Authority County of San Diego

619-533-7555 858-522-6783 619-531-5451




—-

M. Lester A. Snow/Ms. Dorothy Rice
Page 3 of 3

ce: San Diego County State Legislative Delegation
Tracie Billington, Department of Water Resources
Chang Lee, Department of Water Resources
Anna Aljabiry, Department of Water Resources
Shahla Faranak, State Water Resources Control Board
San Diego IRWMP — Regional Advisory Committee Members:
Craig Adams, San Dieguito River Valley Conservancy
Kirk Ammerman, City of Chula Vista
Meleah Ashford, Consultant to the City of Encinitas
Michael Bardin, Santa Fe Irrigation District
Chris Basilevac, The Nature Conservancy
Dennis Bostad, Sweetwater Authority
Neal Brown, Padre Dam Municipal Water District
Michael Connolly, Campo Kumeyaay Nation
Linda Flournoy, Sustainability Consultant
Kathleen Flannery, County of San Diego
| Karen Franz, San Diego Coastkeeper/Bay Council
Doug Gibson, San Elijo Lagoon Conservancy
Rob Hutsel, San Diego River Park Foundation
Megan Johnson, Southern California Wetlands Recovery Project
Eric Larson, San Diego County Farm Bureau
Keith Lewinger, Fallbrook Public Utility District
Judy Mitchell, Mission Resource Conservation District
Richard Pyle, San Diego Regional Chamber of Commerce
Marsi Steirer, City of San Diego
Mike Thornton, San Elijo Joint Powers Authority
Shelby Tucker, San Diego Association of Governments
Susan Varty, Olivenhain Municipal Water District
Ken Weinberg, San Diego County Water Authority
Mark Weston, Helix Water District
Dr. Richard Wright, San Diego State University







San Diego County Chapter

P.O.Box 1511
. Solana Beach, California 92075
Surfrider ‘
Foundation. Phone (858) 792-9940 Fax (858) 755-5627

San Diego Chapter

January 22, 2008

Ms. Tracie Billington

Department of Water Resources

Division of Planning and Local Assistance
PO Box 942836

Sacramento, CA 94236-0001

RE: Support of San Diego IRWMP Project

Dear Ms. Tracie Billington:

On behalf of the San Diego County Chapter of the Surfrider Foundation, please accept this letter
of support for the three San Diego projects proposed for Proposition 50 funding. As an
organizational member of the Bay Council (which also includes San Diego Coastkeeper, Sierra
Club — San Diego County Chapter, San Diego Audubon Society, and Environmental Heaith
Coalition) Surfrider has participated in the San Diego region IRWMP process and believe it to be
an effective mechanism for facilitating stakeholder participation in development and execution of
appropriate projects of regional significance. While occasionally cumbersome due to
bureaucratic processes and breadth of scope, the IRWMP meetings nonetheless provide a
transparent and well documented method for prioritizing and selecting projects.

Like you, we are well aware of significant statewide desires for round two Prop 50 funding.
Nonetheless, we believe the following to be of particular regional importance, and therefore
worthy of funding.

1. City of San Diego Indirect Potable Reuse (IPR) Reservoir Augmentation
Demonstration Project

This project is of particular importance to Surfrider, as we have been involved with the IPR issue
for over a decade, and it directly affects multiple areas within our Mission Statement. The
implementation of IPR through reservoir augmentation will enable the region to maximize water
reuse, thereby minimizing the negative environmental effects of our current water supply
importation paradigm. In addition, every drop of treated sewage effluent that is beneficially
reused results in an equivalent reduction in flows to the Point Loma Wastewater Treatment
Facility (and ultimately the Pacific Ocean). Because the best science available supports IPR as a
safe and environmentally friendly water supply option, as opposed to much more energy
intensive options that result marine life impacts such as desalination, it should be given special
attention during this funding phase. This specific request will help facilitate the eventual larger

The Surfrider Foundation is a non-profit grassroots organization dedicated to the protection and preservation of our world's
oceans, waves and beaches for all people through Conservation, Activism, Research and Education. F ounded in 1984 by a
handful of visionary surfers, the Surfrider Foundation now maintains over 52,000 members and 60 chapters across the United
States and Puerto Rico, with international affiliates in Australia, Europe, Japan and Brazil. For an overview of the San Diego
Chapter’s current programs and events, log on to our website at www. surfridersd.org or send email to info@surfridersd.org.




project being considered by the San Diego City Council with broad environmental, business, and
community support.

2. North City Recycled Water Distribution System Expansion Phase 11 ($1,525,000)

While we generally believe the expansion of “purple pipe” water recycling programs will not result
in the same scale of benefits to be achieved with IPR, we are informed that the there remains a
core customer distribution opportunity within the North City portion of San Diego. As part of the
City’s comprehensive Water Reuse Study, this project was identified as a complement to the IPR
. project also being pursued, and it thusly received unanimous support from the IPR supporters.
As such, we urge you to consider the North City project worthy of additional funding.

3. Parklands Recycled Water Retrofit Program & Distribution System ($830,000)

Potable water used for irrigation of publicly owned parklands simply does not make sense. This
project will allow the City of San Diego to take advantage of its own needs, as opposed to having
to find customers willing to pay for recycled water. By relieving pressures on potable water, the
City will reduce its overall importation needs, while at the same time reducing discharges to the
Pacific Ocean. Further, to the extent the City can expand water recycling on its own lands, it
provides critical leadership. Hence, the City's Parklands Recycled Water project deserves
funding at this time.

Thank you for considering Surfrider's perspective on these important projects. Please do not
hesitate to contact me with questions or concerns regarding these issues.

Policy Coordinator
San Diego Chapter, Surfrider Foundation




San Diego County Chapter

P.O. Box 1511
. lana Beach, California 92075
Surfrider 5 d
Foundation. Phone (858) 792-9940 Fax (858) 755-5627

San Diego Chapter

January 22, 2008

Mr. Scott Couch

State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Financial Assistance

1001 | Street, 16th Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Support of San Diego IRWMP Project

Dear Mr. Scott Couch:

On behalf of the San Diego County Chapter of the Surfrider Foundation, please accept this letter
of support for the three San Diego projects proposed for Proposition 50 funding. As an
organizational member of the Bay Council (which also includes San Diego Coastkeeper, Sierra
Club - San Diego County Chapter, San Diego Audubon Society, and Environmental Health
Coalition) Surfrider has participated in the San Diego region IRWMP process and believe it to be
an effective mechanism for facilitating stakeholder participation in development and execution of
appropriate projects of regional significance. While occasionally cumbersome due to
bureaucratic processes and breadth of scope, the IRWMP meetings nonetheless provide a
transparent and well documented method for prioritizing and selecting projects.

Like you, we are well aware of significant statewide desires for round two Prop 50 funding.
Nonetheless, we believe the following to be of particular regional importance, and therefore
worthy of funding.

T City of San Diego Indirect Potable Reuse (IPR) Reservoir Augmentation
Demonstration Project

This project is of particular importance to Surfrider, as we have been involved with the IPR issue
for over a decade, and it directly affects multiple areas within our Mission Statement. The
implementation of IPR through reservoir augmentation will enable the region to maximize water
reuse, thereby minimizing the negative environmental effects of our current water supply
importation paradigm. In addition, every drop of treated sewage effluent that is beneficially
reused results in an equivalent reduction in flows to the Point Loma Wastewater Treatment
Facility (and ultimately the Pacific Ocean). Because the best science available supports IPR as a
safe and environmentally friendly water supply option, as opposed to much more energy
intensive options that result marine life impacts such as desalination, it should be given special
attention during this funding phase. This specific request will help facilitate the eventual larger

The Surfrider Foundation is a non-profit grassroots organization dedicated to the protection and preservation of our world's
oceans, waves and beaches for all people through Conservation, Activism, Research and Education. Founded in 1984 by a
handful of visionary surfers, the Surfrider Foundation now maintains over 52,000 members and 60 chapters across the United
States and Puerto Rico, with international affiliates in Australia, Europe, Japan and Brazil. For an overview of the San Diego
Chapter’s current programs and events, log on to our website at www.surfridersd.org or send email to info@surfridersd.org.




project being considered by the San Diego City Council with broad environmental, business, and
community support.

2 North City Recycled Water Distribution System Expansion Phase Il ($1,525,000)

While we generally believe the expansion of “purple pipe” water recycling programs will not result
in the same scale of benefits to be achieved with IPR, we are informed that the there remains a
core customer distribution opportunity within the North City portion of San Diego. As part of the
City’'s comprehensive Water Reuse Study, this project was identified as a complement to the IPR
project also being pursued, and it thusly received unanimous support from the IPR supporters.
As such, we urge you to consider the North City project worthy of additional funding.

3. Parklands Recycled Water Retrofit Program & Distribution System ($830,000)

Potable water used for irrigation of publicly owned parklands simply does not make sense. This
project will allow the City of San Diego to take advantage of its own needs, as opposed to having
to find customers willing to pay for recycled water. By relieving pressures on potable water, the
City will reduce its overall importation needs, while at the same time reducing discharges to the
Pacific Ocean. Further, to the extent the City can expand water recycling on its own lands, it
provides critical leadership. Hence, the City's Parklands Recycled Water project deserves
funding at this time.

Thank you for considering Surfrider’s perspective on these important projects. Please do not
hesitate to contact me with questions or concerns regarding these issues.

Sin:'g/Q,/—c.,

Julia Chunn
olicy Coordinator
San Diego Chapter, Surfrider Foundation




qCKEY CAFAGNA, Mayor CITY OF POWAY

MERRILEE BOYACK, Deputy Mayor
BOB EMERY, Councilmember

DON HIGGINSON, Councilmember
BETTY REXFORD, Councilmember

November 15, 2007

DIVISIONOF
FINANGIAL ASSIETANCE

Mr. Scott Couch

State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Financial Assistance

1001 | Street, 16™ Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Ms. Tracie Billington
Department of Water Resources -
Division of Planning and Local Assistance

P.O. Box 942836

Sacramento, CA 94236

RE: Santee Water Reclamation Facility Expansion
To Whom It May Concern:

This letter is in support of the Santee Water Reclamation Facility Expansion, on behalf of the City
of Poway, and the residents, businesses, growers and public entities to whom we provide water.

The forecasted effects of long-term climate change on San Diego County’s primary water sources
provide a:clear urgency to San Diego County water agencies to increase our use of recycled
water. The Santee Water Reclamation Facility Expansion will expand Padre Dam’s tertiary level,
2 MGD water recycling facility to 4 MGD in 2010, and to 10 MGD, advanced treatment level, in
2012. ‘

This project alone will decrease San Diego County demand for imported water from the Delta and
the Colorado River by 10 MGD; or, it will provide water for Helix Water District's El Monte Valley
Groundwater Recharge and River Restoration Project, also submitted for Prop 50 funding, to
produce 5,000 acre feet per year of new, drought-proof, potable water.

We hope the Départment of Water Resources sees the ‘permanent value of this project to San . :
Diego County, as a new water supply that is greatly needed, as an offset to San Diego's demand
for State water, and as a model for similar projects here and throughout California.

Respectfully,

Keévifi Haupt. e
Director of Public Works .
City of Poway . - ,

k City Hall Located at 13325 Civic Center Drive /
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 789, Poway, California 92074-0789 » (858) 668-4400

Printed on Recycled Paper

o S L
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~Dedicated t Community Qonvice

2554 SWEETWATER SPRINGS BOULEVARD, SPRING VALLEY, CALIFORNIA 91978-2004
TELEPHONE: 670-2222, AREA CODE 619 WWW.otayWater.gov

RECEIVED
November 21, 2007 NOV 9 72007

DIYISION OF
Mr. Scott Couch , FINANGIAL ASSISTANCE

State Water Resources Conroj Board
Division of Financia] Assistance
1001 T Street, 16™ Floop

Sacramento’ CA 95814

Ms. Tracie Billington

Department of Water Resources

Division of Planning ang Local Assistance
P.O. Box 942836

Sacramento, CA 94236

RE: El Monte Valley Groundwater Recharge and River Restoration Project
TQ"thmv It May Concern:

On behalf of Otay Water Distr\ict, Iam writing in Support of the El Monte Valley Groundwater Recharge

and River Restoration Project. This project will make a significant contribution to provide a new reneyy.-
able water supply of up to 5,000 acre-feet ber year to the region,

This project will also make 3 significant contribution to the creation of 5 River Restoration Project along
the San Diego River-and meet objectives of 'habitat Creation, watey quality, education, and Tecreation, -+

We look forward to seeing such 3 worthwhile endeavor take shape along the San Diego River in Lake-
side. : :

Sincerely,

- Mark ¥ atton
General Manager "

cc: Otay Witer District Boarg of Directors

I




7811 University Avenue
La Mesa, CA 91941-4927

(619) 466-0585
FAX (619) 466-1823
Setting standards of excellence in public service www.hwd.com

Helix Water District

November 15; 2007

Mr. Scott Couch Nnv 2 @?ﬂ“}' .

State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Financial Assistance

1001 | Street, 16" Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Ms. Tracie Billington
Department of Water Resources :

e Pivision-ef-Planning-and-tocatAssistance — T T e
P.O. Box 942836 :
Sacramento, CA 94236

RE: Santee Water Reclamation Facility Expansion
To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing in support of the Santee Water Reclamation Facility Expansion, on behalf of Helix
Water District and the residents, businesses, growers, and public entities to whom we provide
water. '

The forecasted effects of long-term climate change on San Diego County’s primary water sources
provide :a clear imperative to San Diego County water agencies to increase our use of recycied
water. The Santee Water Reclamation Facility Expansion will expand Padre Dam’s Padre Dam’s
tertiary level, "2 MGD water recycling facility to 4 MGD in 2010, and to 10 MGD, advanced
treatment level in 2012.

Alone, this project will reduce San Diego County's demand for imported water from the Delta and
the Colorado River by 10 MGD. Or it will provide water for Helix Water District's El Monte Valley
Groundwater Recharge and River Restoration Project, also submitted for Prop 50 funding, to
produce 5,000 acre feet per year of new, drought-proof, potable water.

We hope the Department of Water Resources sees the permanent value of this project to San

Diego County as a new water supply that is badly needed as an offset to San Diego’s demand for

State water, and as a model for similar projects here and throughout California.
Respectfully Submitted, |
Mérk 'S‘.We,stoln g BP

General Manager . - S SRR
Helix Water. District. .o 07 s i i e N

P TR AN

c: ‘Dvo“'uglasﬂ S. Wilson, Padre Dam Municipal Water District

Elected Board Richard K. Smith Staff: Legal Counsel:

of Directors: Vice President Mark S. Weston Donna Bartlett-May Scott C. Smith
Charle§ W. Muse ~John B. Linden General Manager Board Secretary
President DeAna R. Verbeke

Kathieen Coates Hedberg
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integrated Regiona
ater Management

City of San Diego San Diego County Water Authority County of San Diego
Water Department 4677 Overland Avenue County Administration Center
600 B Street, Suite 600 San Diego, CA 92123 1600 Pacific Highway, Suite 209
San Diego, CA 92101 San Diego, CA* 92101
November 19, 2007

Tracie Billington
Department of Water Resources
P.O. Box 942836, Sacramento, CA 94236-0001

Scott Couch

State Water Resources Control Board
10011 St., 17" Floor

P.O. Box 944212

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Ms. Billington and Mr. Couch:

Three agencies — the San Diego County Water Authority, the County of San Diego, and the City
of San Diego — signed an MOU in 2005 forming the Regional Water Management Group
(RWMG) for the San Diego region. This group was established to work with governmental and
non-governmental stakeholders throughout the region to develop the first-ever San Diego
Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Plan, and to submit a Proposition 50 IRWM
grant application.

We have made significant progress in our IRWM planning process and are pleased to have been
invited back to submit the Step 2 application. After carefully reviewing the Step 2 Proposal
Solicitation Package (PSP) and the comments received on our Region’s Step 1 application (PIN
10768), we have developed the following specific comments for your consideration.

Schedule

The Step 2 application is currently scheduled to be due on January 15, 2007. The RWMG
requests that the State Water Resources Control Board and Department of Water Resources
consider extending this deadline, as it will be exceedingly difficult for applicants to meet this
timeline. As you will recall, Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger declared the County of San
Diego to be in a State of Emergency on October 21, 2007 due to the devastating firestorm that
burned 350,000 acres of the County. Extending the submittal deadline would assist affected
communities in recovering from the devastating fires prior to redirecting resources to prepare the
Step 2 application. An extension of one month would be greatly appreciated. The RWMG will
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be submitting a letter to Director Lester A. Snow of the Department of Water Resources and
Executive Director Dorothy Rice of the State Water Resources Control Board to this effect.

Question #3: Adopted Plan

The San Diego IRWM application received 1 point out of a possible 5 points. The review
comments state: “The Public Review Draft IRWMP was accepted by the San Diego County
Water Authority on July 26, 2007 prior to the application for Step 2. However, a score of 5 is not
granted because applicant has submitted a Draft IRWMP. There are incomplete sections/targets
noted within the Plan.”

The Proposition 50 Chapter 8 Integrated Regiona] Water Management Grant Program
Guidelines, Proposal Solicitation Packages, Round 2, dated June, 2007 (Guidelines), defines
“Adopted IRWM Plan” as follows (page 65):

Adopted IRWM Plan — means an Integrated Regional Water Management Plan that has

been formally accepted, as evidenced by a resolution or other written documentation, by:

* The governing body of the regional agency authorized to develop the Plan and has
responsibility for implementation of the Plan; or

» The governing bodies of the agencies and organizations that participated in the
development of the Plan and have responsibility for implementation of the Plan.

This definition does not specify that a plan must be labeled “final,” nor does it state that the
IRWM Plan title cannot include the word “draft.” If the distinction between draft and final is
intended to be used to determine whether a plan has been adopted, this terminology should be
added to the Guidelines. Further, the presence of incomplete sections/targets within the Plan is
in no way related to Plan adoption. The SD IRWM Plan meets the definition of an “Adopted
IRWM Plan” as established by the guidelines. As such, the RWMG requests that the San Diego
Step 1 application receive 5 points for fully addressing this criterion.

Question #5: Objectives

The San Diego IRWM application received 4 points out of a possible 5 points. The review
comments state: “Criterion is addressed but is not supported by thorough documentation or
sufficient rationale. The Draft IRWMP describes four goals and nine objectives and the public
process followed to derive them. The objectives include a detailed determination and rationale
and realistic, achievable, and often quantifiable planning targets for each. However, in some
places, placeholders are present indicating the draft status of the IRWMP (p C-8, 11, 13 & 14).
The Draft IRWMP lacks detail regarding conflict resolution. There is an exhaustive list of
potential conflicts, but the referenced text in Section N provides little additional discussion on
this point.”

The above-referenced Guidelines present the scoring criteria for the Objectives section as
follows:
* Did the Plan identify regional planning objectives and the manner in which they were
determined?
* Does the Plan address major water related objectives and conflicts in the region
covered by the Plan?
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As 1dentified in the review comments, the San Diego IRWM Plan “describes four goals and nine
objectives and the public process followed to derive them. The objectives include a detailed
determination and rationale....” In this way, the San Diego IRWM Plan fully addresses question
number one. Further, the review comments state that the San Diego IRWM Plan provides “...an
exhaustive list of potential conflicts...” In this way, the IRWM Plan fully addresses the second
criterion. While the reviewer notes that the IRWM Plan includes placeholders for some of the
quantifiable targets, quantifiable targets are not part of the IRWM Plan standards and are not
identified as a basis for scoring. Therefore, the RWMG requests that the San Diego Step 1
application receive 5 points for fully addressing this criterion.

Question #8: Implementation

The San Diego IRWM application received 4 points out of a possible 5 points. The review
comments state: “Criterion is addressed but it is not supported by thorough documentation. The
Draft IRWMP outlines specific actions, both ongoing and planned that will be employed in
implementation of seven designated short-term priorities. It includes a table showing timelines
for active and planned projects. A table is provided showing the agencies responsible for project
implementation. A brief discussion on linkages and interdependence is presented for a few
projects. The economic feasibility of projects is addressed, but the technical feasibility is not well
documented.”

Technical Feasibility of projects is addressed by the IRWM Plan to the same degree as economic
feasibility. Technical feasibility is discussed at a programmatic level in Section I, and the
technical feasibility of each project included in the Plan is discussed in Appendix 10. Therefore,
the RWMG requests that the San Diego Step 1 application receive 5 points for fully addressing
this criterion.

Question #9: Impacts and Benefits

The San Diego IRWM application received 4 points out of a possible 5 points. The review
comments state: “The criterion is addressed but is not supported by thorough documentation. The
Draft IRMWP presents a good discussion on potential regional benefits derivable from
implementation. The potential short and long-term impacts are discussed and presented in a
summary table. Inter-regional benefits are outlined and a strong case is made for regional
solutions as opposed to individual efforts. A list of projects identified as providing direct general
benefits to DACs is provided. Benefits and impacts to other resources are addressed. However,
the negative impacts to adjacent regions due to plan implementation can not be located, and there
1s no discussion addressing the exclusion of the Upper Santa Margarita watershed.”

The Guidelines present the basis for scoring the Impacts and Benefits section as follows:

* Does the Plan include an evaluation of potential negative impacts within the region
and in adjacent areas from its implementation?

* Does the Plan include the advantages of the regional plan as opposed to individual
local efforts?

 If applicable, does the Plan identify interregional benefits and impacts?

e If applicable, did the applicant describe the benefits to disadvantaged communities?
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* Was an evaluation of impacts/benefits to other resources provided?

The San Diego IRWM Plan fully addresses each of the scoring criteria above, including
interregional benefits and impacts. Specifically, inter-regional benefits and impacts — including
anticipated benefits and impacts to adjacent Riverside County — are presented on page H-11.
The scoring guidelines for Impacts and Benefits do not include criteria associated with defining
the regional boundaries. Consistent with the IRWM Guidelines, the San Diego IRWM Plan
discusses the regional boundaries and the rationale for excluding the Upper Santa Margarita
watershed in Section B Region Description (page B-3). No attempt was made to justify this
division in the Impacts and Benefits section, as this would be inconsistent with the Guidelines.
All of the published Impacts and Benefits scoring criteria were fully addressed by the San Diego
IRWM Plan. As such, the RWMG requests that the San Diego Step 1 application receive 5
points for fully addressing this criterion.

Question #14: Stakeholder Involvement

The San Diego IRWM application received 4 points out of a possible 5 points. The review
comments state: “Criterion is fully addressed but is not supported by thorough documentation or
rationale. The Draft IRWMP demonstrates extensive outreach including an annual Project Clean
Water (PCW) Summit to present the IRWM planning process and invite public participation.
Mechanisms to facilitate stakeholder involvement are addressed and thus far seem successful.
The PCW website makes the IRWM documents available for public use. PCW workgroups have
mnvolved over 830 stakeholders and have been a source of information and means for
stakeholders to influence the decisions of the IRWM program. Obstacles are identified.
Coordination with State and federal agencies is discussed. DACs and Environmental Justice
1ssues are addressed in several sections of the Draft IRWMP. However, the DAC participation in
the planning process was limited to two out of the nine communities identified in the Draft
IRWMP.”

The Guidelines present the basis for scoring the Stakeholder Involvement & Coordination
section as follows:

* Does the Plan identify stakeholders and the process used for inclusion of stakeholders
mn development of the plan?

¢ Does the process include a discussion of how:

* Stakeholders are identified,
* They participate in planning and implementation efforts, and
* They can influence decisions made regarding water management?

* Did the Plan document public outreach activities specific to individual stakeholder
groups?

* Does the Plan include a discussion of mechanisms and processes that have been or
will be used to facilitate stakeholder involvement and communication during plan
implementation?

* Are partnerships developed during the planning process discussed?

* Dad the application discuss environmental justice concerns?

* Did the application discuss disadvantaged communities within the region and their
mvolvement in the planning process?
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e  Were any possible obstacles to Plan implementation identified?

e Was coordination with State or federal agencies discussed?

e Did the Plan identify areas where a State agency or agencies may be able to assist in
communication or cooperation, or implementation of plan components or processes,
or identify any state or federal regulatory actions required for implementation?

The Guidelines for assessing DAC participation require the application to “discuss
disadvantaged communities within the region and their involvement in the planning process.” In
no place do the scoring criteria indicate that scoring will be based on the percentage of DAC
communities participating in the effort. As such, this should not be used as a basis for
evaluation. Further, the San Diego IRWM Plan identifies two participants in the Regional
Advisory Committee who directly or indirectly represent DACs throughout the Region. As a
result, DACs throughout the Region are represented. Because the San Diego IRWM Plan fully
addresses all scoring criteria associated with Stakeholder Involvement & Coordination, the
RWMG requests that the San Diego Step 1 application receive 5 points for fully addressing this
criterion.

Question #15: Disadvantaged Communities — Environmental Justice

The San Diego IRWM application received 6 points out of a possible 10 points. The review
comments state: “Criterion is addressed but it is not supported by thorough documentation or
sufficient rationale. The Draft IRWMP includes several specific actions to identify DACs and
mclude them in the IRWM planning and implementation processes. The DACs are identified and
listed in a table. However, the Draft IRWMP does not explicitly state the critical water related
needs of the DAC:s, but rather provides statements regarding how they will generally benefit and
how they will be brought into the IRWM process more fully. Environmental Justice concerns are
not identified and the Draft IRWMP states that these concerns will be identified at a later date as
part of the public outreach efforts.”

The Guidelines present the basis for scoring the Disadvantaged Communities — Environmental
Justice section as follows:

* Did the Plan identify the disadvantaged communities in the Region?

» Did the Plan discuss the specific critical water-related needs of disadvantaged
communities? ' '

e Did the Plan discuss the mechanisms used in development of the Plan to ensure
participation of disadvantaged communities?

e Did the Plan identify the water-related Environmental Justice concerns for the
Region?

» Did the Plan discuss the mechanisms used in development of the Plan to ensure that
implementation of the Plan addresses Environmental Justice concerns?

While the San Diego IRWM Plan includes a Public Outreach Plan that identifies specific actions
to be taken to further expand DAC and EJ involvement in IRWM planning and implementation,
1t also provides discussion of actions that were taken throughout the planning process to this end.
The Plan clearly identifies and provides a map of disadvantaged communities throughout the
Region and discusses their critical water-related needs. It discusses the mechanisms that were
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used to involve DACs in the planning process, identifies environmental justice concerns, and
mechanisms that were used in development of the Plan to ensure that implementation of the plan
addresses Environmental Justice concerns. Because DAC and EJ involvement is considered
critical to the RWMG, the San Diego IRWM Plan goes further than identifying actions that have
already been taken and identifies supplemental actions that will be taken in the future to further
enhance DAC and EJ participation. Because the San Diego IRWM Plan fully addresses the
scoring criteria for Disadvantaged Communities — Environmental Justice, the RWMG requests
that the San Diego Step 1 application receive 10 points for fully addressing this criterion.

Thank you in advance for your consideration in addressing our comments. Should you have any
questions or seek further information regarding this matter, please contact Mark Stadler,
Principal Water Resources Specialist at the San Diego County Water Authority, at 858-522-
6735.

Sincerely,

. S
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Marsi Steirer Ken Weinberg Kathleen Flanmery —
Water Department Deputy Director Director of Water Resources CAO Project Manager

City of San Diego San Diego County Water Authority  County of San Diego
619-533-4112 858-522-6741 619-685-2441

cc: Regional Advisory Committee to the San Diego Integrated Regional Water Management Plan
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Integrated Regional
Water Management

City of San Diego San Diego County Water Authority County of San Diego
Water Department 4677 Overland Avenue County Administration Center
600 B Street, Suite 600 San Diego, CA 92123 1600 Pacific Highway, Suite 209
San Diego, CA 92101 San Diego, CA 92101

December 10, 2007

Tracie Billington

Department of Water Resources
P.O. Box 942836

Sacramento, CA 94236-0001

Scott Couch

State Water Resources Control Board
1001 1 St., 17" Floor

P.O. Box 944212

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Ms. Billington and Mr. Couch:

The San Diego Region Prop 50 Round 2 Implementation Grant application includes two projects
-- the San Vicente Reservoir Source Water Protection through Watershed Property Acquisition
and the El Capitan Reservoir Watershed Acquisition Program — that propose the acquisition of
land to protect source waters. The owners of the parcels under consideration for these projects
have not been approached. Since information submitted as part of the grant application will be
made public, the proponents of the two projects are concerned that this information could
encourage speculation and raise the ultimate purchase cost of the parcels. They also are
concerned that identifying the parcels before approaching the landowners may give an incorrect
impression that an eminent domain action to obtain the parcels is being considered.

The Regional Water Management Group, which consists of the San Diego County Water
Authority, the County of San Diego. and the City of San Diego, requests that it be allowed to
confidentially submit specific parcel identification information for these projects. We would like
to work with DWR and SWRCB to determine the best method to submit and reference
confidential information about the parcels so that our application meets the requirements of the
Implementation Grant Step 2 process.

We appreciate your consideration of this request and look forward to your response. To discuss
this matter. please contact Brett Kawakami. RMC Water and Environment, (310)566-6464 or
bkawakami@ormcewater.com.
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Sincerely,

Marsi Steirer

Water Department Deputy Director
City of San Diego

619-533-4112

Ken Weinberg

Director of Water Resources

San Diego County Water Authority
8§58-522-6741

ontss
Kathleen Flannery <
CAO Project Manager
County of San Diego
619-685-2441

cc: Regional Advisory Committee to the San Diego Integrated Regional Water Management Plan

—




ENDANGERED HABITATS LEAGUE

DEDICATED TO ECOSYSTEM PROTECTION AND SUSTAINABLE LAND USE

November 16, 2007

Mr. Scott Couch

State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Financial Assistance
1001 I Street, 16™ Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Ms. Tracie Billington

Department of Water Resources E\%GV 2 @ ZBU? ‘
Division of Planning and Local Assistance _ :
P.O. Box 942836 DIVISION GF

FINANGIAL AT
Sacramento, CA 94236 L DAL ety

Regarding: Support: Helix Water District grant request for the El Monte Valley Groundwater
Recharge and River Restoration Project

Dear Ms. Billington and Mr. Couch,

The Endangered Habitats League (EHL) has been involved in developing and implementing regional con-
servation plans under the State NCCP program since 1991. As part of that effort, we have focused sig-
nificant organizational resources towards the restoration of the San Diego River and the creation of the
San Diego River Park. The River Park will make important coniributions to the success of the NCCP
through the restoration of the biological and hydrological functions of the river and consequently to nu-
merous threatened and endangered species dependent upon the river system.

As a regional public amenity, the San Diego River Park will re-focus public attention on the river which
holds many distinctions of state-wide significance including the site of the first European settlement in
California, the first California Mission, and location of the state’s first water project at Mission Trails
Dam. The San Diego River Conservancy (http://sdre.ca.gov/), California’s eighth state-chartered conser-
varncy, was established in 2001 to “preserve, restore and enhance the San Diego River”. Many ancillary
benefits are accruing as a result of the effort including environmental education, recreation, improved
water quality, habitat restoration, and importantly, enhanced public awareness. As an example of the lat-
ter, the San Diego River Coalition (http://www.sandiegoriver.org/coalition.himl) represents over 50

community non-profit organizations working in partnership with government agencies to develop the San
Diego River Park.

The El Monte Valley Groundwater Recharge and River Restoration Project will be focused near the mid-
dle of the 7-mile rural El Monte valley below El Capitan Reservoir. Linking an ambitious large-scale
restoration project (see attached landscape plan) with a groundwater recharge program has been a joint
effort of the Helix Water District and the Endangered Habitats League. Over two years of technical plan-
ning has shown that the projects are a natural fit and mutually beneficial to each other.

8424-A SANTA MONICA Bivp., #3592, Los ANGELES, CA 90069-4267 ¢ WWW.EHLEAGUEORG 4 PHONE 213.804.2750 ¢ Fax 323.654.1931



The formidable statewide problems of severe water shortages and loss of habitat for threatened and en-
dangered species would be addressed through the recharge and restoration project. A renewable water
supply of up to 5,000 acre-feet per year of new raw water would be made available to the region. Highly
treated recycled water will be used to recharge the depleted El Monte Basin aquifer, which will support
restored riparian and sycamore/oak woodland vegetation communities. The restored and biologically di-
verse ecosystem will in turn enhance the natural bioremediation functions of the river system.

We are hopeful that the Department of Water Resources appreciates the value of this project and will

support the Helix Water District El Monte Valley Groundwater Recharge and River Restoration grant
request.

Please contact us for any further information or details about this important endeavor.

Sinceyely,
A B
Michael Beck
San Diego Director
Attachment
cc: Mark Weston, General Manager Helix Water District

State Senator Christine Kehoe
Supervisor Dianne Jacob, County of San Diego District Two
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Mr. Scott Couch

State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Financial Assistance
1001 I Street, 16™ Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Ms. Tracie Billington ,
Department of Water Resources
Division of Planning and Local Assistance
PO Box 942836

Sacramento, CA 94236

RE:  Santee Water Reclamation Facility Expansion
‘To Whom It May Concern:

1 amwrltmg in support of the Santee Water Reclamation Facility Expansion, on behalf of
Lakeside Water District, and the residents, businesses, growers and public entities to whom
we provide water. ‘

The forecasted effects of long-term climate change on San Diego County’s primary water
sources provide a clear imperative to San Diego County water agencies to increase our use of
recycled water. The Santee Water Reclamation Facility Expansion will expand Padre Dam’s
tertiary level, 2 MGD water recycling facility to 4 MGD in 2010, and to 10 MGD, advanced
treatment level in 2012. ‘

Alone, this project will reduce San Diego County demand for imported water from the Delta
‘and the Colorado River by 10 MGD. Or it will provide water for Helix Water District’s El ';

- Monte Valley Groundwater Recharge and River Project, also submitted for Prop 50 funding, -
to produce 5,000 acre feet per year of new, drought-proof, potable water.

We hope the Department of Water Resources sees the permanent value of this project to San
Diego County, as a new water supply that is badly needed, as an offset to San Diego’s
demand for State water, and as a model for similar projects here and throughout California.

Respegifully Submitted,

48

Robert ¢
General Manager

10375 VINE STREET, LAKESIDE, CA 92040
(619) 443-3805 FAX (619) 443-3690
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Mr. Scott Couch o l 5 % v NUV1520W

State Water Resources Control Board S b wisionoe

Division of Financial Assistance 0 LFINANGIAL ASSISTANGE
1001 I Street, 16" Floor ' e
Sacramento, CA 95814

Ms. Tracie Bllllngton L
Department of Water Resources - :
Division of Planning and Local Assrstance
PO Box 942836 - - ¥ :
Sacramento CA 94236

Re El Monte Valley Groundwater Recharge and Rrver Restoratron Prolect
To Whom lt May Concern =

 On behalf of the Lakesrde Water Drstnct I am wntmg in support of the El Monte Valley
Groundwater Recharge and River Restoration Project. This project will make a
significant contribution to provrde a new renewable water supply of up to 5,000 acre-feet
per year to the regron « o ; , :

This project wtll involve recharge of the El Monte Groundwater Basrn usrng highly
treated recycled water and subsequent withdrawal of the groundwater to deliver up to
5,000 acre-feet per year of new raw water. In conjunction, a habitat restoration project
will be developed along an approxrmate 2-mile section of the San Diego River. The
groundwater basin water level wrll be rarsed to support the restored habrtat

This project will also make a srgnrfrcant contnbutron to the creatron of a Rrver ,
Restoration Project along the San Diego River and meet ObjeC'(lVGS of habrtat creation,
~water qualrty, educatron and recreatron A o

We are hopeful that the Development of Water Resources wrll see the value of this |
project and will support the El Monte Valley Groundwater Recharge and River
,Restoratron Pro;ect o } L , ,

10375 VINE STREET, LAKESIDE CA 92040 -
(619) 443-3805 FAX (619) 443-3690




Re El Monte Valley Groundwater Recharge and Rlver Restoratuon PrOJect

We look forward to seelng such a worthwhlle endeavor take shape along the San Diego
River in LakeS|de e : P ;

Sincerely,

Robert Cook
General Manager

cc: Mark WeStO‘h; HelixWatefDistrict »kf s
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Celebrating and Preserving the River that Runs Through

Lakeside
November 15, 2007

Mr. Scott Couch
State Water Resources Control Board ‘. Q& FEF
Division of Financial Assistance LLi w J RY EW
1001 I Street, 16" Floor
i . g . N AL NAYATS I
Sacramento, CA 95814 NOV 20200,
Ms. Tracie Blllington ; DIVIBION OF
Department of Water Resources FINANGIAL ASSISTANGE

Division of Planning and Local Assistance
P.O. Box 942836
Sacramento, CA 94236

RE: El Monte Valley Groundwater Recharge and River Restoration Project

To Whom It May Concern:

On behalf of Lakeside’s River Park Conservancy, I am writing in support of the El Monte Valley Groundwater
Recharge and River Restoration Project. This project will make a significant contribution to provide a new
renewable water supply of up to 5,000 acre-feet per year to the region.

This project will involve recharge of the El Monte Groundwater Basin using highly treated recycled water and
subsequent withdrawal of the groundwater to deliver up to 5,000 acre-feet per year of new raw water. In
conjunction, a habitat restoration project will be developed along an approximate 2-mile section of the San Diego
River. The groundwater basin water level will be raised to support the restored habitat.

This project will also make a significant contribution to the creation of a River Restoration Project along the San
Diego River and meet objectives of habitat creation, water quality, education, and recreation.

We are hopeful that the Department of Water Resources will see the value of this project and will support the El
Monte Valley Groundwater Recharge and River Restoration Project. o

We look forward to seeing such a worthwhile endeavor take shape along the San Diego River in Lakeside.

xecutive Director

c Mark Weston, General Manager
Helix Water District
7811 University Ave.
La Mesa, CA 91941
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The City oF SAN DIEGO

January 22,2008

M. Scott Couch

State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Financial Assistance
10061 I Street, 16" Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Couch:
Subject: Letter of Support for City of San Diego [RWMP projects

I am pleased to provide a letter of support for the City of San Diego’s (City) Integrated Regional
Water Management Plan project proposals; Parklands Recycled Water Retrofit and Distribution
System as well as the North City Recycled Water Distribution System Expansion Phase II. Both
projects will bring recycled water to parklands and open space managed by the Park and
Recreation Department for the benefit of our residents and visitors.

San Diego's Park and Recreation Department is responsible for overseeing 36,300 acres of
developed and undeveloped open space, 337 parks including Balboa Park, Mission Trails
Regional Park, and Mission Bay Park; 25 miles of shoreline from Sunset Cliffs to La J olla; 13
pools that are open year-round; 3 public golf complexes and 51 recreation centers. Our
employees and volunteers take great pride to enrich the lives of others through quality parks and
programs, designed and developed so that people of all ages, abilities and income levels have the
chance to participate in excellent recreational opportunities.

We are also committed to preserving our natural resources which is in keeping with the vision of
the San Diego County’s Integrated Regional Water Management Plan. Recycled water already
serves a number of our open space areas and parklands as well as the world renowned Torrey
Pines Golf Course, a municipal course.

Working with the City’s Water Department we :dentified at least five parks and four open space
projects that would benefit from the parkland Retrofit & Distribution System project. By
extending the recycled water distribution system to these properties and retrofitting the irrigation
systems to accept recycled water we will save approximately 200 acre feet a year of potable

water per year.

Office of Park and Recreation Director
Business Operations/Administration
207 ( Street, MS 37C @ San Diego, CA92101
Tel (619) 236-6643 Fax (619) 5258220
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January 22, 2008

Recycled water that will be conveyed through the North City Recycled Water Distribution
System pipeline will ultimately reach parkland, landscaped medians and open space in the North
coastal region of the City that were constructed with recycled water irrigation systems in
anticipation of future delivery. The expansion of the recycled water system to this area will save
an additional 1.8 million gallons a day of our region’s drinking water supply.

San Diego County’s lack of rainfall and adequate groundwater basins require the region to
import 85% of its water supplies from Northern California and the Colorado River. Itis of
utmost importance that recycled water projects are funded as they support the region’s efforts to
develop a local water resource.

Please feel free to contact me at (619) 236-6643 if you desire any additional information.
Sincerely,

Stacey LoMedico

Park and Recreation Department Director

CB/jn
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VALLECITOS WATER DISTRICT

) A PUBLIC AGENCY
201 Vallecitos de Oro * San Marcos, California » 92069-1453 Telephone (760)744-0460

November 14, 2007

Mr. Scott Couch

State Water Resources Control Board NOV 2 0? U /
Division of Financial Assistance DIVISION OF

1001 | Street, 16" Floor FINANGIAL ASSISTANGE

Sacramento, CA 95814

Ms. Tracie Billington

Department of Water Resources

Division of Planning and Local Assistance
P.O. Box 942836

Sacramento, CA 94236

RE: Santee Water Reclamation Facility Expansion
To Whom It May Concern:

I am wrltlng in support of the Santee Water Reclamation Facility Expansion, on behalf of
Vallecitos Water District, and the residents, businesses, growers and public entities to whom we
provide water.

The forecasted effects of long-term climate change on San Dlego County’s primary water
sources provide a clear imperative to San Diego County water agencies to increase our use of
recycled water. The Santee Water Reclamation Facility Expansion will expand Padre Dam’s
tertiary level, 2 MGD water recycling facility to 4 MGD in 2010, and to 10 MGD, advanced
treatment level, in 2012.

~ Alone, this project will reduce San Diego County’s demand for imported water-from the Delta
and the Colorado River by 10 MGD.. Or,.it will provide water for Helix Water_District's E| Monte
Valley Groundwater Recharge ‘and River Restoration Project, also ‘submitted for Prop 50
funding, to produce 5,000 acre feet per year of new, drought-proof, potable water.

We hope the Department of Water Resources sees the permanent value of this project to San
Diego County, as a new water supply that is badly needed, as an offset to San Diego’s demand
for State water, and as a model for similar projects here and throughout California.

Respectfully Submltted

J,Q,/L/W

William W. Rucker
General Manager
Vallecitos Water District

FAX numbers by Department: Administration (760) 744-2738; Engineering (760) 744-3507; Finance (760) 744-5989;
Meadowlark Water Reclamation Facility (760) 744-2435; Operations/Maintenance (760) 744-5246
e-mail: vwd@vwd.org  http://www.vwd.org
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