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July 28, 1997

Ms. Kate Hansel
CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Ms. Hunsel:

I am writing to express my support for the Sonoma County Water Agency’s (SCWA) appliaatinn
for funding from the CALFED Bay-Delta Program.

As I understand, funding fi’om CALFED w~u]d allow SCWA to establish a tertiary-treatment
wastcwater plant and upgrade an e~dsting wsstv-water t~eatmeat plant to meet tertiary-treatment
standards. This would allow for an expansion of the use of recycled water by constructing
pipelines to connect treatment centers aad watershed areas, thereby reducing the amount of
recycled water discharged to the Petahm~ River, the Russian River and Sen Pablo Bay. In
addition, SCWA would undertake restoration of the California Department offish and Game
Napa-Sonoma Marsh Wildlife Area to making formerly bittern ponds suitable for wildlife.

The projects proposed by SCWA would eddress the important issues of eeosystam h~alth, system
integrity, water use efficiency and water quality, qq’tunk you for your careful ennsideretion of
SCWA’s application for funding.

Sinc~ely,

LW:ff
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July 25, 1997

Kate ~ansel
CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 9th Street, #1155
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear MS. Hansel:

I am writing in support of the Sonom~ County Wate~
Agency’s application for C~LFED Bay-Delta f~/~ding.

I understand that the five proposed projects would
create significant environmental benefits while in~roving the
q~ality of life for Sonoma County residents.

These important restoration efforts are designed to
provide critical improvements to water quality, protect and
restore the ecosystem by helping sustain diverse and ~luable
plant and animal species, ~nd facilitate wetlands
restoration. More specifically, the Sono~ County Water
Agency plans to upgrade wastewater treatment centers to meet
tertlary-treatment levels, reduce discharges of treated
w~stewater to San Pablo Bay, provide recycled water to local
agriculture, supply an alternative to freshwater use for
~tland restoration, and off-set freshwater diversions in the
S~n ~tonio Creek Watershed.

C_~LFF~D f%ulding is i~ortant to the advancement of these
worthy projects. I urge you to give Son~ County Wate~
Agency’s application your most serious consideration. Xf you
have My questions, please contact Gia Daniller in my San
Francisco office at ~15-40~-0113.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

Barbara Boxer
United States Senator

BB/gd/jls
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[EXECUTIVE SUMMARY                                                             J

SONOMA VALLEY COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICT
TREATNISENT PLA."~T UPGRADE

The Sonoma Valley County Sanitation District (CSD) is located in southern Sonoma County in the
center of the Sonoma Creek watershed. The Sonoma Creek watershed covers an area of
approximately 170 square relies. Sonoma Creek flows in a southerly direction through the Sonoma
Valley into central San Pahlo Bay. Sonoma Creek has many small tributaries, mos~ of which still
support small anadromous fisheries. The lower portion of the creek is .ioined by a number of tidal
sloughs and bordered by tidal marsh. The Sonoma Valley CSD treatment plant discharges into Sehell
Slough.

Currently, the Sonoma Valley CSD discharges approximately 1.8 billion gallons of secondary-treated
water into Schell Slough and the San Pabin Bay/North Bay Marshes complex between November 1
and April 30 of each year. The Sonoma Cotmt~ Water Agency (SCWA) is requesting CALFED
fimds for upgrading the Sonoma Valley CSD treatment plant from secondary to tertiary treatment.
By implementing this upgrade, water quality in these areas would improve because the tertiapy water
would be of much higher quality than the water currentIy discharged by the treatment plant. The San
Pablo Bay/North Bay Marshes complex provides habitat for all the fisheries on the Priority Species
list including chinook salmon, delta smelt, splittail, steelhead trout, green sturgeon, and striped bass,
and also for hundreds of thousands of migrator" waterfowl, shorebirds, and wading birds. In
addition, because there are fewer restrictions on the re~e of tertiary-treated reclaimed water, a greater
dem~md for this water is anticipated, Increased reuse deroaod would reduce the amount of reclaimad
water discharged to ~’t"ace waters.

The Sonoma Valley CSD requires significant expenditures for (1) replacement of undersized and
deteriorated pipelines i~ the collection system. (2) repIacement of worn out or obsolete equipment at
the ta’eatruent plant, (3) expansion of the treataaaent plant to reliably accorranodate current end
projected inflows, and (4) expansion of the reclamation system. It is very unlikely that the annual
sewer charge rates could be increased to the levels necessary t~ f~md programs to address all of these
issues.

The Sonoma County Water Agency (SCWA) has also proposed cormecting the Sonoma Valley
CSD’s and Petaluma’s wastewater treatment plants to provide reclaimed water to the former bittern
ponds in the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) Napa-Sonoma Marsh Wildlife Area
for wetland restoration. These ponds contain large amounts of extremely concentrated seawater
constituents that must be diluted to make the ponds suitable for wildlife. Currently, this proposal
would use secondasy-treated reelairaed water produced by these treatment plants for dilution of
bittern pond water. The benefits and viability of the proposed intertie would increase sigaificantly if
the reclaimed water discharged to these ponds met tertiary-treatment standards.

EXECUTIVESUMMARY I
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION                                                               ]

A. Project Description and Approach

The Sonoma Valley CSD is located in the So~oma Creek watershed (Figure I) and provides sewer
service to a population of approximately 34,1300 people in the Sonoma Valley and the City of Sonoma
(Figure 2). The Sonoma Valley CSD treatment plant is designed and permitted to treat 3 mgd of
wastewater to meet secondary standards. Between November 1 and April 30, 1.8 billion gallons of
secondary treated water from this treatment plant are discharged to SchelI Slough, which is a tributary
to San Pablo Bay. During the remainder of the year, the treated water is stored and a small portion of
it is used fur irrigation on agricultural lands in the southern Sonoma Valley.

The Sonoma Valley CSD requires significant expenditures for (l) replacement of undersized and
deteriorated pipelines in the anlleetion system, (2) replacement of worn out or obsolete equipment at
the treatment plant, (3) expansion of the treatment plant to reliably accommodate current and
projected inflows, and (4) expansion of the reclamation system, to produce reclaimed water that
meets tertiary-treamaent standards (Figure 3). It is very unlikely that the annual, sewer charge rates
could be increased to the levels necessary to fund programs to address all of these issues. Therefore,
CALFED funds are requested to address issues relating to upgrading and expanding the treatment
plant, because (1) these issues have the greatest affect on the quality of reclaimed water discharged to
San Pablo Bay, and (2) an expansion and upgrade project will be relatively easy to implement.

The project would require preparation of a California E~tvironmental Quality Act (CEQA)
compliance document, an engineering feasibility report, a financial plan, design of the necessary
equipment needed to meet tertiary standards, modifications to the existing treatment plant equipment,
and project construction and treatment plant operation specifications, The improvements necessary to
complete the project could be cons~a-ucted within the limits of the existing treatment plant and would
therefore would not require the acquisition of additional land or easements.

Because there aze less restrictions on the reuse of tertim3’-treated reclaimed v,~ater, there would be
greater demand for this water from agricultural, industrial, and municipal users. Treatment plant
upgrades to produce tertiary-treated water would improve water quality in Schell Slough because (1)
the reclaimed water would be of higher quality than the current secondm3,-treated reclaimed water
produced by the treatment plant, and (2) disehargas to SchelI Slough would be decreased as a re, tilt
of additional reuse of the reclaimed water for direct beneficial uses. This project would cost
approximately $10,000,000 and could be completed within 3 to 5 years. Future operations and
maintenance costs for operating the treatment plant would continue to be funded through annual
sewer charges to the Sonoma Valley CSD cnstomers.

B. Location and/or Geographic Boundaries of Project

The Sonoma Valley CSD is located in southern Sonoma County in the cen~er of the Sonoma Creek
watershed (Figure 1). The Sonoma Creek watershed covers an area of approximately 170 square
miles. Sonoma Creek flows in a southerly direction through the Sonoma Valley into central San        . .
Pablo Bay. Sonoma Creek has many small Nbutaries, most of which still support small anadromons
fisheries. The lower portion of the creek isjulned by a number of tidal sloughs and bordered by tidal
marsh. The Sonoma Valley CSD treatment plant discharges into Schell Slough.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
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C. Expected Benefits

The pttrpose of the proposed project is to improve water quality by (l) reducing reclaimed water
discharges into Schell Slmtgh, and (2) improving the quality of water that is discharged. Water
Quality is the primary stressor (as defined by the ERPP) addressed by the proposed project. Priority
species, habitat and expected benefits are summarized in Table I. Further details on expected
benefits are discussed below.

Table I. Summary. of priority species, habitat usage and expected benefits [’torn implementation of the proposed
Sonorna Valley CSD Treatnlent Plant upgrade protect.
Priority Species              Habitat in Project Vicinity                       Expected Benefita

The ERPP identified several water quality s~essor subcategori_es within the North Bay region, such as
increased contaminants, that will be minimized by implementation of the proposed project.

Increased Contaminants: CurrentIy the Sonoma Valley CSD treatment plant annually
discharges 1.8 bi[llon gallons of secondary-treated water into the San Pablo Bay/North Bay
Marshes complex. The proposed project will greatly improve the quality of reclaimed water

treated water, there would be greater demand for this water from agricultural, industrial, and
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municipal users. Additional reuse of reclaimed water will reduce the volume o[" reclaimed
water discharged to Schell Slough,

Potential Benefits to Other Ecosystem Restoration Pro~ram~

SCWA has preposed cortnecting the Sonoma Valley CSD and Petaluma’s wastewater treatment
plants to provide reclaimed water to the former bittern ponds in the California Del~artment of Fish
and Game (CDFG) Napa-Souema Marsh Wildlife Area for wetland restoration. These ponds contain
large amounts o f extremety concentrated seawater constituents that must be diluted to make the ponds
suitable for wildlife. Currently, this proposal would use secondary-treated reclaimed water produced
by these trentment plants for dilution of bittern pond water. The benefits and viability of the
proposed intertie would increase significantly if the reclaimed water discharged to these ponds met
tertiary-treatment standards.

Potential Benefits to Third Parties

Because there are less restrictions on the reuse of terfiary-trear~d reclaimed water, there are greater
potential direct beneficial uses for such water. This reclaimed water could he used to offset potable
water use, thereby reducing demand or, freshwater resottrces. Tertiary-treated reclaimed water also
has much wider allowable uses for agriculture, which could result in a reduction in agricultural
diversion of freshwater.

D. Biological Justification

~ Currently the Sonoma Valley CSD treatment plant armuaily dizchargus 1.8 billion
gallons of secondary-treated water into San Pablo Bay. The proposed project would sigllilqcantly
improve the quality of that discharge.

proposed Approach and Alternmives: The propesed approach is presented in detail in A.. PROJECT
DESCRIPTION. Alternatives to the proposed project include continued discharge of secondary-
treated water into San Pablo Bay, or developing increased demand for reuse of secondary-treated
water.

All of the priority species listed in C EXPECTED BENEFITS are
known to exist in the vicinity of the proposed project. The proposed project will improve water
quality, in a major tributary to the largest tidal marsh in California.

Durability o?" Exnected Benefits: The expected benefits associated with the proposed infi-astructure
are anticipated to continue as long as the proposed facilities remain operable.

~ Preliminary designs for the treatment plant upgrades were prepared in 1993 (filters)
and in t997 (clgnfiers). See A. PROJECT DESCRIPTION and G L~dPLEMENTABILITY for further
detail.

E. Proposed Scope of Work

Completion of the proposed project will require the preparation of a CEQA compliance document, an
engineering t’e~ibility study, and a financial plan. Additionally, the proposed project will include the

PROJECT D~SCRIPTION 3
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design of treatment plant improvements, project constmction, and treatment plant operation and
maintenance. Descriptions of these tasks are presented below.

Task I - CEOA Comnliance Document: An evaluation of potential environmental impacts associated
with expansion and upgrades to the Sonoma Valley CSD treatmear plant to meet tertiary-treatment
standards will need to be prepared. [t is anticipated that this CEQA c~mpliance process will be
completed within 12 to 18 months of receiving authorization to proceed.

Task 2 - En~ineerin~ Feasibility Study: As part oi" the CEQA process, an engineering feasibility "
study would be performed to evaluate alternatives for the treatment plant upgrade project. An
engineering feasibility study report would be prepared concurrent with preparation of the CEQA
compliance document and would be completed within 12 to 18 months of receiving authorization to
proceed.

" As part of the CEQA process, a financial plan would be prepared that
evaluates financing options for the proposed project. A financial plan would be prepared concurrent
with preparation of the CEQA compliance document and would be completed within I2 to 18 months
of receiving authorization to proceed.

Task 4 - Project Desien: Following certification of the EIR, necessary improvements to the Sonoma
Valley CSD treatment plant will be designed. Design plans and specifications for construction of the
project would be prepared as part of this task. Draft construction plans would be prepared at the 30%,
60%, and 90% stages of design. These plans and spec~ficatians will be prepared within 12 to 18
months after ~e CEQA compiiance process has been completed.

T~ 5 - Project Construction: Project construction activities wiil include solicitation of bids for
project consWaction based on design plans and ~pecificaSio~, eelec’~io~ of a cot*situation cnnlzactar,
construction of improvements, project management, and construction inspection. The deliverable
product resulting from these activities will be a tertiary treatment plant. This task will be compIeted
within 12 to 24 months after preparation of design plans arid speeifiaati.ons.

Task 6 - Treatment Plant Operation and Maintenance: Following completion of the proposed project,
the tr~al~nent plant vAl! require ongoing operations and maintenance to ensure continued compliance
with the applicable d~scharge permits. Monitoring reports that are associated with the operation of

" the treatment plant will be used to document these operations.

F. Monitoring and Data Evaluation

To analyze the effectiveness of this program in improving the water quality of Schell Slough,
Sonoma Creek and San Pablo Bay, a monitoring program would be implemented. Water quality
monitoring would be conducted near former discharge points into Schell Slough. Baseline sampling
would be conducted in these areas to determine water quality prior to eliminating wastewater
discharge and to prffvide data for future analytical comp~,l’ison. Monitoring would ~,corporate all
elements typically tested in v,~astewater prior to discharge, including biological oxygen demand
(BOD), total suspended solids, pH, chlorine residuals, copper, zinc, and others.

In addition, monitoring would be conducted on drainages present in areas where reclaimed w~ter is or
will be used tbr irrigation and other purposes. Monitoring would involve analyzing water quality and
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quantity (flow volume) during late spring, summer, and fall months to assess impmvemenU in water
quality and t]ow due to a reduction in agricultural use of creeks and streams. Whom possible,
baseline sampling would be conducted in these creeks and drainages to determine water quality and
quantity prior to project implementation and to provide data for fizture analytical comparison.

G. Implementability

Upgrades and expansion or" the S~noma Valley CSD treatment plant can be performed using
conventional wastowater treatment equipment. This treatment plant has been operating since 1977
and is funded through annual service cha~ges. Costs associated with operation and maintenance of
the project would be funded by the Sonorrm Valley CSD.

As indicated previously, all of the improvements necessary to complete the proposed project would
be performed on property owned by the Sonoma Valley CSD, and, therefore, no additional easements
or land would need to be obtained. The treatment plant currently operates in accordance with a
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit issued to the Sonoma Valley CSD
by the Roginanl Water Quality Control Board, San Francisco Bay Region. This permit, which is
currently in the process of being renewed for another 5 years, allows for secondary-treated reclalmad
water to be discharged to Schel! Slough between November I and April 30. Treatment plant
upgrades that result in the production of tertiary-treatment standards would further ensure compliance
with the less-stringent secondary treatment requirements specified in the NPDES permit.

The Sonoma Valley CSD currently provides reclaimed water to several agricultural user~ in the
sou~ern Sonoma Valley for ~rrigatil’~g vineyards, hayfields, and pastures. Since July 1996, the
SCWA has worked with local agricultttral representatives to evaluate the potential for increasing use
of reclaimed water for irrigation. Preliminary calculations indicate that the demand for tertiary-
treated reclamled ~tter exceeds the aggregated production capaci~ of all woztewater ~reatmant plants
in Sonoma County, SCWA representatives have held numerous meetings with the Sonoma Valley
Chamber of Commerce, City. of Sonoma staff and elected officials, and Sonoma ValIey agrieultnral
leaders. Based on these efforts, there appears to be wide-ranging support for upgrading the Sonoma
Valley CSD treatment plant to tertim7 standards and for providing reclaimed water to agricultural,
municipal, and industrial users. Many potential users of reclaimed water could be serviced through
the Sonoma Valley CSD’s existing reclamation system.

pRO~ZECT DESCRIPTION 5
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COSTS AND SCHEDULE TO IMPLEMENT PROPOSED PROJECT                       I

A. Budget Costs

As indicated in A. Pt~O,/ECT DESC~’IPTION .4ND .4PFRO/iCH, the S~)noma Valley CSD requ r~s
significant expenditures tbr the (I) replacement of undersized and dete6.orated pip~lines in the
collection system, (2) replacement of worn out or obsolete equipment at the treatment plant, (3)
expansion of the ~reatment plant to reliably accommodate current and projected inflows, and (4)
expansion of the reclamation system. [t is v~ry unlikely that the armual sewer charge rates could be
increased to the levels necessary to fund programs to address all of these issues. Tl’terelbre, CALFED
funds are requested to address issues relating to upgrading and expanding the treamaent plant. These
issues have the greatest affect on the quality, of reclaimed water discharged to San Pablo Bay, and
projects addressing these issues will be relatively easy to implement.

The total estimated cost for the proposed project is $10,000,000. A breakdown of the budgeted costs
and funding source for each task is presented below,

SONOMA VALLEY CSD
Direct Salary Service Construction Total

Task Description aad Benefits Contracts Contracts Cost

COSTS AND SCHEDULE      I
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B, Schedule Milestones
It is anticipated that this project could ~2~ completed wiatin 5 years of receiving ~he necessary
funding, Schedule milestones for each tnsk are presented below.

Task Estimated Completinn (from stat~ of Droiec0

CEQA Compliance Document 18 montl~
Engineering Feasibility Study 18 months
Finalaeial Plan 18 months
Project Design 36 months
Project Construction 60 months

C. Third Party Impacts

There are no apparent third party impacts associated with the proposed project.

COSTS AND SCHEDULE 2
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[APPLICA~"CT QUALIFICATIONS

Organization of Staff and Other Resources:

The Sonoma County Water Agency (SCWA) is a special District created by the California State
Legislature (Statutes of 1949, Chapter 994 as amended). SCWA is empowered to produce arid
furnish surface and groundwater for beneficial uses: to control and dispose of flood, storm, and other
waters; to generate electrical energy; to provide sanitary, sewerage services; and to provide
recreational services in connection with flood control and water conservation works. SCWA
exercises all or’these powers.

New legislation was enacted in 1994, to add wastewater disposal to SCWA’s responsibilities. SCWA
assumed management responsibilities for County sanitation districts and. zones on January 1, 1995,
from the former Sonoma County Department of Public Works. Included in the Sonoma County
sanitation districts and zones are the Sonoma Valley CSD, Forestville County Sanitation District,
Graton Sanitation Zone, Sonoma County Airport Sanitation Zone, Geyserville Sanitation Zone, South
Park County Sanitation District, and Occidental County Sanitation District. SCWA’s principal
sanitation functions are to oversee, operate, and maintain the sanitation zones as determined by the
various terms required by the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDE$) permits
issued by the North Coast anddor San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Boards.

SCWA has two principal ~ter supply fimctions. SCWA owns and operates a water transmission
~stem which delivers water to a number of public and investor-owned water distribution systems in
Sonoma and Matin Counties. This transmission system is fmanced, consmmted, and maintained
pursuant to an Agreement for Water Supply and Construction of the Russian River-Cotati Intertie
Project, dated October 25, 1974, and last amended June 28, 1995. SCWA also regulates the flow of
the Russian River for the benefit of agricultural, municipal and iastream beneficial uses within
Mendoctho and Schema Counties and municipal uses in Matin County. "i’his fimction is carried out
pursuant to Decision 1610 of the California Water Resources Control Board dated April 17; I986.
This Decision amended the several appropriative water rights permits held by SCWA and established
the criteria for the coordinated operation of two federal projects, the Coyote Valley Dam Project on
the East ~’ork Russian Kiver and the Warm Springs Dam Project on Dry Creek. SCWA controls the
water supply storage space of the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers Projects under contracts with the
United States Government. The water transmission system is operated as an enterprise with revenues
derived from water and power sales. The regulation of the Russian River is a governmental function
and all costs associated with the USACE projects are paid with the proceeds of countywide levied
property taxes, except in the case of Matin and Mendocino County beneficiurias which pay a water
charge in lieu of the Sonoma County property tax.

Pursuant to a license from the Federal Energy Regulatory. Commission, SCWA constructed and
operates a 2.6 megawatt hydroelectric project at Warm Springs Dam. The power is sold to Pacific
Gas and Electric Company pursuant to an "as delivered" Public Utilities Commission approved
Interim Standard Offer No. 4 power purchase contract. The project was tinanced by the water
transmission system enterprise fund and power sales revenues are pledged to that fund.

APPLICANTQUALIFICATIONS      1
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$CWA maintains recreational areas at a number of its facilities. The most important of these is
Spring Lake Park which was constructed by SCWA and is operated by the County of Sonoma
Regional Parks Department under a service contract with SCWA.

The Counly or" Sonoma Board of Supervisors is, ex officio, the Board of Directors of SCWA. The
County Administrator, County Clerk, County Assessor, County Tax Collector, County Auditor,
County Treasurer, County Counsel, County Purchasing Agency and District Attorney are, unless
otherwise provided by the Board of Directors, a/so ex officio officers of SCWA. SCWA is
administered by the General Manager/Chief Engineer. Randy D. Peele, who serves at the pleasure of
the Board of Directors.

Collaborating Participants

SCWA is seeking statements of support for this project application from various agencies and
organizations with shared environmental interests and concerns. SCWA’s solicitation of support
letters is taking place concurrently with the preparation of this application. A complete list of the 35
agencies and organizations contacted is provided in Appendix I. Let~ars received prior to the
application deadline will be attached for your review. Additional 1otters will be forwarded to
CALFED as they are received.

Technical, Administrative and Project Management Roles

Randy D. Poole, General Manager/Cttief Engineer of the Sonoma County Water Agency (SCWA)
will serve as ttle Principal A&ninistrator for the project, providing direction and assigning project
management and tecItnical functions to SCWA staff. Fiscal review will be supervised by the
Administrative Services Officer for SCWA. Grant reporting requirements wilI be monitored and
coordinated by the Grants Procurement Manager.

Biosketches

Randy D. Poole, General Managar!Chief Engineer, Sonoma Couaty Water Agency
Randy D. Poole holds a Bachelor of Science degree in Agricultural Engineexirtg from Oregon State
University (1976) and is a registered Professional Civil Engineer in the States of California and
Oregon. He is currently the General Manager/Chief Engineer for the Sonoma County Water Agency.
Prior to that, his professional career incindes service as Chief Engineer for the Sonoma County Water
Agency (1991-94), Chief Engineer/Assistunt Guneml Manager for the Maxin Municipal Water
District (1989-91), and Senior Engineer for the City of Portland, Bureau of Water Works, in PortIund,
Oregon (I 986-89).

Mr. Poole is experienced in CEQA and envirorunental issues, all levels of management for the
design, construction, operation, and maintenance of major water, wastewater, and recreational water
facilities, including dams, treatment plants, reservoirs, pump stations, storage tanks, groundwater well
field systems, larger-diameter pipelines, and other appur~tenant facilities. He is also experienced in all
phoses or" water and wastewater supply transmission, storage, pumping, distribution, wa~r rights
issues, and groundwater recharge-extraction programs. His professional memberships include the
American Water Resources Association, American Water Works Association, and the American
Society of Civil Engineers.
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Renee T. Webber. Supervising Envirenroental Specialist, Sonoroa County Water Agency
Ranee T. Webber holds a Bachelor of A_,-ts degree in Environmental Studies, with a roinor in Water
Resources. from California S~ate University, Sacramento (1984). She is currently the Supervising
Environmental Specialist (Environroental Impact Studies and Reports) for the Sonoroa County Water
Agency. where she supervises and coordinates the environmental review of pubtic and private
construction and development projects, is responsible for the preparurAon of appropriate
environroental reports for such projects, and performs related duties as required.

Ms. Webber has a thorough knowledge of Federal, State, and local laws, regulations, current ¯
programs and court decisions pertaining to environmental protection. She is well intbrmed about
environmental considerations in the design, location, and construction of public (flood control,
highway, water supply, sanitation) and private (residential, commercial, industrial) projects as well a~
citizen and public interest groups dealing with environmental matters.

~£tAfx~h~, Supervising Environmental Specialist, Sonoma Cromty Water Agency
Scan K. White holds a Bachelor of Science degree in Fisheries Biology froro Humboldt State
University (1991). He is currently the Supervising Environmental SpecialLst (Fisheries) for the
Sonoroa County Water Agency, where he manages the Fisheries Enhancement Program. Prior to
that, his professional career includes service as the resident Fisheries Biologist and Wildlife Ecologist
for Wetlands Research Associates, La¢., in San Rafael, CalifornJ.a, and also a Director oa the Matin
Municipal Water District Board of Directors.

Mr. White has authored the fisheries coroponent for numerous environmental documents, including
Biological Assessment, Route 37 Improvements White Slough Speelf~ Area Plan Environmental
Studies (2995), Cargill Salt Environmental Assessment (1994), and Redwood High School Marsh
Enhancement Monitoring(1993). in additiort, he has engaged in a wide variety of fishery resource
surveys and has utilized numerous restoration techniques.

Michael D. Thompson. Civil Engineer, Sonoma County Water Agency
Michael D. Thompson holds a Bachelor of Science degree in Civil Engineering fxom California
Polytechnic State University, San Luis Obispo (1982). In addition, he holds a Master of Science
degree in Civil Engineering and a Master of Business Administration degree, both from the
University of California, Davis (1987). He is a registered Professional Civil Engineer as well as a
Kegistered Environmental Assessor in the State of California. He is currentIy a Civil Engineer for the
Sonoma County Water Agency. Prior to that, his professional career includes service at two Novato,
California, firms -- as Senior and Associate Engineer for PES Environmental, Inc. (1989-96), Project
Engineer tbr Harding Lawson Associates (1987-89) and as Staff Engineer for S. S. Papadopulus,
Davis, California.

Mr. Thompson has provided, environmental engineering services to boa private and public sector
clients. He is familiar with a wide variety of civil and environmental engineering projects. He has
prepared structural designs using steel, concrete, and easth building roater~als, performed groundwater
modeling, become familiar with regulations associated with drinking water quality and wastewater
discharge, directed earthwork grading projects, supervised and trained technical staff, and roanaged
comple× environmental investigation and remediation projects.
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I C’OMPLIANCE W1THSTANDARD TERMS AND CONDITIONS ]

Conflicts of Interest

The Sonoma County Water Agency, as Applicant, will comply w~th al! S~ate and Federal confiict of
interest laws. including but not limited to, Government Code Section 1090, and Public Contract Code
10410 and 104 ! 1 far State conflict of interest requirements.

References for Similar Projects
Similar projects in which ~� Sonoma County Water Agency has served as a partner, participant, or
lead agency are described in the follo~ing project report~:

i. Sonoma Valley Ceumy Saaitation Districts Hudeman Slough Discha~e Management Plan, 1994

2. Hudeman Slough Mitigation and Er~haxtcement Wotlands, [996

3. Sonoma County Water Age,acy FiOaeries Enkaneement Program

4. Adobe Creek Fishway Construction and Habitat Restoration

5. Russian River Action Plan
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6947 Cllff Avenue, Bo~ Bay, CA 94923
Richard Charter    (707)875-3482 (707)875-2345 fax (707)875-2947

]’uly 22, 1997

CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 Ninth Street~ SuJte t155
Sacramento, CA 95814

To Whom It May Concern:

I am w~i~ing in support of a !~an¢ proposal by the Sonoma Coua~ Water Agenc~ ~or
a recycled wate~ ciisff’ibution pipeline cormecting the City of Petaluma aru:l tba City
of Sama Rosa Subregional T~ea~ent Plants. It L~ clea~ that this p~’oject co’a~d
fadlitate the restoration of degraded bayfroat wetland habitat at the Cargil~ site and
wo~d also provide a very sigi~tficant contt~utlon to the utilization of treated
wastewatar for ag~ieultu~a~ irrigation and for other co~sr~active purposes.

I have been a direct participant iv. the restoration of tidal wetlands at the Sonoma
Baylands Project and the Petaluma River Tidal Marsh Restora~ion Project during
my former t~nu~re as Executive Director of tile Sonoma 1L~d Tr~sL I appreciate Lhe
complexlty of habitat restoration projects and the challenge8 faced by agencies
seeking to car~ out sue_b, projects, particularly when it comes to securing an
allocation of fresh water in a wader-Scarce region.

My support is contingent upon thoroug~ environmental review of the proposed
proiect and. ~he c~ncu~rence of all relevant regulatory asenc!.es that the project
wo~ld enhance ~e health of San Francisco gay.

Sincerely,

Richard Charter
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540 Pacific Avenue. Santa Rosa, CA 95404 Phone: (707) 571-8566 ¯ FAX: (707) 575-8903

Board of Directors Tuesday, July 22, 1997

Bill Koftum, Chair Randy Poole ,*’TT, ~ ".
Sheri Cardo General Manager
Richard Day Sonoma County Water Agency
Una Glass 2150 West College Ave.

santa Rosa, CA 95 01 JU!larry W~man

Adviaory Board

pause Blay~s
Dear Randy: " ,->

..~ -,.

Cldt~n B~÷Kauffrnaa I am writing on behalf of Sonoma County Conservation
~cha~d Da~ Action, the county’s largest conservation organization with
luliaaa Pores more than 7,500 member households in Sonoma County.
g~a~ ~a~s Conservation Action organizers personally contact 50,000

lo~ Gain households per year, which provides us with a clear sense of
iCar~a G~-tn the local political pulee.

st~mna, Joanna We are writl.ng in reference to the application for Cat/Fed grant
C, atlIon~s funding by the Sonoma County Water Agency for proposed

Kel~ Libeu wastewater pipeline projects which would serve to provide
Ltza pr~sk~ irrigation with tertiary-treated wastewater to agriculture hn
Ic.ds~a Red, t southern Sonoma County and to flush th~ Cargill salt pora:i

Kandd Robb~$ site in southern Nape County with overflow wastewate~ for
Martygv~,m purposes of r~toring the Cargill site as a functioning bay"

L~ sw*~*o. Conservation Action supports the Agency’s application ~orMich~,a Syrups Cal/Fed funding tot the southern Sonoma County pro~ect, for
]o~ wlm~ the following reasons and subject to the caveats listed on the
Jha wins~a following paget
lodyYoung ~ Tertiary treated w~tewatsr is a high-quality resource

developed at great cost by the communities of our county.

Pagla Blayd~ " LncM agriculture should benefit from the use of tkis water
"~:-hddaa rather than demanding more withdrawal of h:esh water
N~dOrrett from the Russian River.

gris= R~r o A vital agricultural economy is the best defense against
gsck ~*is , urban encroachment into the world-class agricultural [ands

Executive DLtectar of Sonoma County.

Mark Green " o In light Of the historical eradication of 90 ~ of San Francisco

Program Director . Bay’s wetlands, the te~toratlon of 10,000 ad~e3 of bay wetlands

yoelle Conceives at the Cargill site would coustitute a major step forward in
enhancing the biological health of the Bay.

FPPC [D #911196
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Conservation Action’s tentative endorsement of this project is subiect to the
following conditions:

¯ That the net environmentel impacts of the proposed proiects be
thoroughly studied and that all appropriate regulatory agencies agree that the
proiect would enhance the health of land a~nd waterways in Sonoma County
and of San Francisco Bay ecosystems.
¯ That the Sonoma County Water Agency adopts policies which commit
the Agency to principles of stewardship a~d environmental responsibility in
managing its reclaimed water collection and distribution systems.

That the Agency commit to creating permanent mechanisms, such a~
advisory committees, through which the local environmental community
will have greater access to information about the activitie~ of the Agency and
greater inp~tt into the derision-making of the Agency.

If these criteria are agreed to by the Sonoma County Water Agency, Sonoma
Counter Conservation Action supports SCWA’s ap!~llcation for Gel/Fed grant
f~nding f~r the Cargill project.

Please,/~t my office if there are quostiov~.

/Ma~k Green

Execu~ve Director
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July 22, 1997

CALFED Bay Deka Prod-am
1416 N’mth St., Suite II.~5
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Sonoma Couaty Wate~Ageucy Fuad Requosts

The Sonon]a County ~e Growers Association urges you to ~ppo~ the five major restoration
planning efforts by the Sonoma County Water Agency. A~I projects wi~ heave a beneficial effevt
on the Sonmm Couaty ewAronme~t. The~ projects will s~g~ficandy improve h~bitat for
fisheries, migratory waterfow~ shorebixds ~md wadin8 birds h~ the Bay Are~. A heakhy wild]fie
lutbitat is in~orta~t to ~c.~i~ve ~ su~ble Bay Area v&er~ ~:alture ca~ thrive. AL~o, oag of
the p~jec~s may po~enl~tlly benefit agricultare i~ the Lak~l]e area, which we s~oagly sulapor~

Thank you for your coasideration.

l~ick Theis
Executive I~e~tor
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