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From:  adambrosio Sent Mon 1/26/2009 11:52 AM
Tor  PatrickLuziriaga

o

Subject: FW: FW: FW: NCWRA Logo

attachmerts: [E]Mountain Counties MCWRA 2nd g (73 KB)

Patrick, | think this looks better too. Tell me what you think?

Ann D'Ambrosio
Peterson Brustad nc.

1180 Iron Point Road, Suite 260
Folsom, CA 95630
916-608-2212 ext. 111

Fax: 916-608-2232

rocketttrophy@aol.com [mailto: Crocketttrophy@aol.com]
Sent: Monday, January 26, 2009 11:48 AM

“To: adambrosio

Subject: Re: FW: FW: MCWRA Logo

1 agree with you. Everyone has a different preference and lately Ive had more people going with the smaller fonts. | am ttaching the proof with the larger fonts and | think
it looks better this way. Let me know what you think | can stil change it even more.

Thanks so much-

Stacy

From Wall Street to Main Street and everywhere in between, stay up-to-date with the latest news
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Committee Members
Pete Kampa, TUD - Chair

Bob Dean, CCWD, Vice Chair
Lowell Jarvis, PCWA
Dave Eggerton, El Dorado County WA
John Kingsbury - Executive Director



Legislative Committee
Meeting Agenda 
El Dorado County Water AGency

Shingle Springs, CA  

2:00 PM
June 3, 2011


Call-in Number:  1.888.560.3504
(Friday)









Passcode:
262348
1. Call the Committee to Order – Pete Kampa 
2. Agenda changes 
3. Review Draft Revision  of Policy Principles
4. Review Legislative Committee “Alternate” Board Agenda Item

a. Discuss duties and responsibilities 

5. Discuss H. R. 1837 

6. Coordination effort with ACWA, CSDA, CMUA, RWA, RCRC, others - Update

a. Contacts / Meeting – Meet and Greet /Introduction of MCWRA

7. Position Reports from Committee Members  

a. Watch Positions – Dave Eggerton

b. Support Positions – Pete Kampa / Bob Dean

c. Oppose  Positions – Pete Kampa /Bob Dean

8. Report Update 

a. ACWA – Pete Kampa / Bob Dean

b. CSDA – Pete Kampa

c. RWA – Lowell Jarvis

d. RCRC – Dave Eggerton

e. CMUA – John Kingsbury

9. Position Letters

a. Action Taken

b. Review – John Kingsbury

10. Adjourn Meeting
H.R. 1837

FROM: Jonas Minton <JMinton@pcl.org>
Date: Tue, May 24, 2011 at 2:01 PM
Subject: H.R. 1837 would hurt Mountain Counties
To: "johnkingsbury.mcwra@gmail.com" <johnkingsbury.mcwra@gmail.com>
Cc: "bnelson@nrdc.org" <bnelson@nrdc.org>, Evon Chambers <EChambers@pcl.org>, Bruce Reznik <BReznik@pcl.org>


Hi John, 
 

H.R. 1837 (Nunes) would preempt State law for the SWP and CVP, but not others  (see link below, page 22 line 5).  It would also roll back protections provided by the SWP and CVP to the level of the 1994 Accord (see page 21, line 4) and effectively undue the 800,000 acre feet of (b) 2 water (see page 20 line 10).

 

If any of this bill’s provisions are enacted it would require the SWRCB to impose greater requirements on non-SWP and non-CVP projects.   

 

It certainly seems to me to be in the interest of Mountain County water purveyors to actively oppose this legislation.  H.R. 1837 will be heard by the House Subcommittee on Water and Power June 2nd.  http://nunes.house.gov/UploadedFiles/San_Joaquin_Valley_Water_Reliability_Act_FINAL.pdf
 

If you have any questions please call me at (916) 719-4049.

 

Jonas Minton
FROM JOHN MILLS:

As part of your orientation to California water politics please see the piece from the Water News today that follows my email.

The Nunes bill does a good job of identifying the problems all water rights holders face in terms of ESA and Delta flow objectives (and in this I include CWA §401). What it does wrong is to provide exceptions for the junior water rights holders (state and federal projects) leaving the other water rights holders in the regulatory crosshairs.

It is without question a threat to the collective senior water rights system of California and as a subset of that, the Area of Origin protections.

It may pass the House but will not do well in the Senate.

Charitably, the bill shines a light on the regulatory problems we all face. Realistically, it proposes to excuse (by capping) the most junior water rights holders from the exposure the rest of "us" must deal with.
What it underscores is that our MCWRA "outreach" to members of the House needs to include and education of folks like Congressman Denham (who is a co-author) about who the people are in their own districts and why this sort of approach can lead to collateral damage to his own constituents. Ditto for Herger, Lundgren and McClintock.

As I said however, the Senate will probably kill it outright or let it dry up from inattention (no pun intended).

I only bring this to your attention to provide a wider scope to your awareness of the breadth of the political landscape that may influence MCWRA's members. I am not recommending we engage on this due to the mitigating influence of the Senate and our limited fiscal resources.

Best,

John

Offices of John S.Mills

P.O. Box 1160

Columbia, Cal 95310

V: 209-532-0432
M: 209-743-3176
Tom Stokely: Water bill is bad for the north state

Westlands and its political allies are at it again. They want to permanently take our water. Take a stand and urge Congressman Wally Herger to oppose HR 1837.

Rep. Devin Nunes' bill entitled, The San Joaquin Valley Water Reliability Act (HR 1837) will be heard Thursday in the Water & Power Subcommittee of the U.S. House Natural Resources Committee. The bill is bad for Northern California's groundwater, farms, cities, reservoirs, fish, wildlife and rivers. Northern California politicians, regardless of party affiliation, should oppose this bill.

This bill will largely benefit junior federal water contractors — especially Westlands Water District — by giving them permanent contracts for water paid for by huge tax subsidies. Restrictions on the pumping of Northern California surface and groundwater though the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta would be basically eliminated, making it easier to deplete Shasta and Trinity reservoirs and transfer Sacramento Valley groundwater south, especially during times of drought when we need it most locally.

The authors claim these permanent water allocations are needed because of high unemployment in the San Joaquin Valley. Nunes claims this high unemployment is the result of bureaucrats out to take away "their" water because of legal restrictions designed to protect Northern California's senior water rights and heritage salmon runs. Economists' have debunked this false claim.

Those claims are part of a long-standing disinformation campaign by certain irrigators to rewrite history and move their current junior water contacts to the front of the line. They incorrectly blame water for fisheries and fishermen for unemployment that is actually the result of the housing and construction crisis, as well as fallowed acres on the San Joaquin Valley's west side because of growing soil/salt/selenium impairment.

Professor Jeffrey Michael, associate professor at the University of Pacific's Eberhardt School of Business, explains how farm job increases out-pace non-farm job increases and that the foreclosure crisis and housing crash are at the heart of the San Joaquin Valley's economic problems on his blog. More water won't produce more jobs in the San Joaquin Valley, but it will produce unemployment in northern California from the Bay-Delta northward. More water won't produce more jobs in the San Joaquin Valley, but it will produce unemployment in Northern California from the Bay-Delta northward.

There is plenty of water this year. All Central Valley Project irrigators north of the Delta and most south of the Delta received a 100 percent allocation. Only the more junior westside farmers such as Westlands got an 80 percent contract allocation, which is still their largest allocation since 1998. Despite claims to the contrary, Delta pumping restrictions currently allow more water to be pumped from the Delta than was pumped prior to 1997.

All of the water this year and the fishery protections of the past three years have resulted in reopening of California salmon sport and commercial fisheries and the return of jobs along the Sacramento River as well as up and down the West Coast. The National Research Council (NRC) of the National Academies of Science performed an exhaustive review of the pumping restrictions, concluding that protections for salmon, steelhead and sturgeon were "scientifically justified." The full NRC report can be found at online here.

This ill-conceived legislation will not solve California's water crisis. HR 1837 would have disastrous impacts on the Bay-Delta, the Sacramento River salmon fishery, reservoir recreation, Sacramento Valley and Delta farms, and the prospects of making peace in California's Water Wars. It would increase water deliveries to Westlands at the expense of Sacramento Valley Central Valley Project agricultural service water contractors such as the Tehama Colusa Canal Authority, which recently filed an area-of-origin lawsuit against the Bureau of Reclamation for similar reasons. Water for Westlands was always intended to be limited to surplus supplies only.
The bill also removes significant barriers to water transfers from the Sacramento Valley that are part of a plan to raid the Tuscan Aquifer of its groundwater. Butte, Colusa, Glenn and Tehama counties are located above the Tuscan Aquifer, which is central to all the state and federal plans to provide more water for users south of the Bay Delta. If HR 1837 is passed, we can see a repeat of 1994, when groundwater sales brokered by the Department of Water Resources under the so-called Drought Water Bank coincided with drastic water level drops and pump strandings in numerous irrigation, domestic and municipal wells in Butte County.

Local politicians such as Congressman Wally Herger should vigorously oppose HR 1837 because it is bad for his constituents and bad for California. The answer to California's water problems is not increased water deliveries from Northern California. Instead, California's future lies with maintaining the priority of existing water rights, limiting water deliveries and public subsidies to toxic lands such as those in Westlands, as well as reduced reliance on the Delta's waters from Northern California.
Tom Stokely is water policy analyst for the California Water Impact Network. He lives in Mount Shasta.

