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COMMENTS FOR BAY-DELTA ADVISORY COUNCIL MEETING At fuld
Bakersfiekd, California — March 25, 1999
Holiday Inn Select, Ballroom - 801 Truxtun Ave, — 8:30 A.M., to 5:00 P.M.

As President of the California Association of Resource Conservation Districts (CARCD),
I would like to thank you for the opportunity to comment regarding the water
management strategy and the CalFed Bay-Delta Program.. We have 103 RCDs
(Districts) in California (see attached map). Their boundaries encompass 80% of the
State. They work at the local level with local landowners to address resource needs and
are able 1o achieve measurable improvements and advances in resource management, in
partoership with existing State and Federal agencies and with local groups, without
additional property rights restrictions or regulatory control. They arc commited to
voluntary, cooperative, collaborative, incentive-based efforts. CARCD and Districts
support the watershed management approach, the Coordinated Resource Management
and Planning (CRMP) process involving local stakeholders, and the grass roots, bottom
up, locally led approach.

We feel that working on a watershed basis provides a more unified approach and allows
for many stakehokder groups to become involved and help to work out strategics and
plans leading to implementation of projects that have a broader base of support. We all
live in warersheds and our watersheds are important {0 agriculture and to industry, to
rural as well as urban areas, Healthy watersheds contribute to a healthy environment and
economy.

We support the idea of local watershed coordinators (as described on page 87 in the
Clean Water Action Plan) to lead these watershed community work group efforts, and, in
our opinion, these watershed coordivators need to live and work in the local community
and need to know not only the on-the-ground warershed resources but also the people
who live within the watershed. Some RCDs akeady have local watershed coordinators in
place working in this manner and have some very successfil project implementation
underway. We believe that the watershed approach could be of great value for the Cal-
Fed, Bay-Delta process.

The Working Group of the Watershed Protection and Restoration Council (WPRC) , set
up by Governor Wilson, has completed some reports (the latest onc in November, 1998)
showing the value and importance of the commitment and leadership from those who five
and work in the watershed. Page 27 of the November report states, “Clearly the most
effective watershed groups arc those with locally-bired coordinators,” and goes on to
state the need to provide direct state and federal funding to support the hiring and training
of watershed coordinators throughout the state. Perhaps some of the CalFed program
funding could be focused on such efforts. I believe that development of a statewide
watershed management strategy would be of great value, and RCDs could be of great
assistance in this effort. Another quote from the WPRC report states “The ‘White Hat’
(non-regulatory) agencies such as UCCE (University of California Cooperative
Extension), NRCS (Natural Resources Conservation Service), and RCDs have usually
developed a trustworthy relationship with local landowners and, therefore, can provide
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the best opportunity for initially engaging and working with them in watershed planning
management. These agencies’ popular reputations often enable them to be the sponsor or
facilitator of local cooperative watershed groups, and their expertise cannet afford to be
lost due to inadequate budgets.” Such local watershed groups would also play a key role
in watershed assessment and monitoring efforts. It is our belief that participation in
community-based watershed efforts must be voluntary and must avoid the “top-down”

approach.

In conclusion, we believe that development of a statewide watershed management
strategy is important and that since RCDs are Jocated in all parts of the state and are the
logical focal point for coordinating Jocal, State and Federal cfforts they could be of great
assistance to the Cal-Fed, Bay-Delta process. Please feel free to contact me or our
Executive Director, Tom Wehri, to learn more about RCDs and their ability to help. Our

CARCD office address is:
801 K Street, Suite 1318
Sacramento, California 95814
(916)-447-7237 FAX (916)-447-2532
My address is: Donna Thomas
81358 Panorama Traii

Inyokern, California, 93527-2036
Phone and FAX: (760) 377-4525

Thank you for this opportunity to give input to the CalFed Bsy-Delta Program. [ am
sorry that I am not able to attend today’s meeting, but 1 hope that these written comments
will prove useful to the Bay-Delta Advisory Council.

Sincerely,

Donna Thomas, President, California Association of
Resource Conservation Districts
Director on local board of Eastern Kern
County RCD
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