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I O I San Joaquin County Resource Conservation District

April 15, 1999

CALFED Bay-Dslta Program
1416 N~nth Str~�~ Suite ] 155
Saerammto, CA 95814

RE: PROPOSAL TO CONTINUE THE LOWER MOKELUMNE RIVER WATERSHED
STEWARDSHIP PROGRAM, SAN JOAQUIN AND SACRAMENTO COUNTIES

Dear Sir or Madam:

The San Joaqum l~ource Censervation District (SJRCD) is pleased to submit a proposal to continue the
corrmatmtty-based watershed stewardshzp program for the Lower Mokelumne River that was initiated in 1998-1999
with CALFED funds. Under pre~ious CALFED funding, tha SJRCD has in,tinted extensive comrrmnr~ o~reach
efforts to develop a shared wsioa for the Mokeltmma River watershed; developed the Emaronm~atal Farm Plan; and
initiated baseline sur~ys of neotropical bird occurrence, behavior, and habitat association alot~ the Lower
Mokelurnne River

W~h this CALFED application, we plan to build on the strong ¢orrummity-hased foundation that we have established
in Phase [ (1998-1999) Under this funding proposal, we intend to:
¯ prepare the Lower Mokelurmae River Watershed Stewardsinp Plan (referred to m this proposal as the Lower

Mokelurnne River WSP) and implement priority actions;
expand and eonfmue to implement the Environmental Farm Plan and monitor results; and
¢oramue neot.ropinal bffd m~mxt~mg, and integrate our data mxo ¢~gomg studies of ragtors, songbirds, mammals,
fish, and reptiles and amphibians in the region to develop a detailed datahase of ~pecies occurrea~ce, habitat
association, and species use patterns along the Lower Mokelm~me River

We bdiev~ it is critical to continue this Program Regio~mlly, the Lower Mokeluirme River WSP is an unportant
consensus-building forum for local watarshad issues Our outreach efforts are a key component to the success of
several other local CALFED programs, including the US Army Corps of Engin~r~s Feasibility Study ~o~ the Lower
Mokelumne Pav~r, the hydrologically-related Cc~u~m~es Paver Watershed Stewardship Program, and the City of Lodi
and Waedbridge 1rogation District’s planned improvements to Lodi Lake Our program, by prowdmg th~ shared
vision for watershed stewardship, developing a foram for reaching tha watershed landowners, and by ideatifying and
implementing the key stewardship projects that have broad conmunlty support, will in turn promote and progress
thee other key CALFED programs in a coordinated manner to the public

Please contact me at (209) 478 1957 or our program coordinator, Loran May, at (916) 776-2500 if you have
questicms rega~drng the proposed work plan or mquirs eddiUonal information. We look forward ~o your rasp ons~
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I. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
A. PROJECT SUMMARY
The SJRCD propo~ to c~r~3m~e Lower Mokelm~me River Watershed Stm~rdship Program (referred to in

"llfis fi~t phase of Lower Mokelum~e WSP h~ buik a s~n8 f~nndatio~ of c~3munity ~ for ~he
Program, and will ~ in ~e formati~ of a w~ershed steering comnuttee ~d a vmc~ for future
wa~ed pla~ 0~e~menZ by the end of ~999.

With ~ CALFED applicatam, we propose to un~r~ake Phase~ II and HI of ~he program. The Lower
Mokeltmme WSP m¢lude~ flh~e

Element 1. Water~aed Stewardship Program. Prepare ~he Lower Mokeltmmo Rive" W~er~hed
Stewardship Plan and implen~t priority stewardship actims~

¯ Element 2. Environmental Farm Plan. Expand ~md con~nu¢ to nn~l~ae~t ~he F.~viro~gtental Farm
Plan (refeEed to in this pr~osal as ~e EFP) by condacfing 20 wo~kaho~s. A~si~t worksho~
parfieipams with self-assessme~ of their vareyard operation and m~plemea~afic~ o~ acti~ plans m
their lands. ~e a mcafitofing and ev’aluati~t program to assets the �ffectiv~css of the EFP;
~..lemem 3. Neatropieal Bird Mort;toting. Cca~iaue neotr~ical bmi nxmitoring for a second and

fish, amph~tans, reptiles, raptorso songbirds, and mammals, along the Lower Mokelmme River. Wgh
our dat~ East Bay Municipal Utilities District (EBMUD) will develop coraplete speoies occurr~ce,
habit~ ~ and wildlife dist~bulion paRems almg ~he Lovcer Mokelumne River ~o ptxanote
informed decisio~aking m land management activities.

We believe it is ¢riticalto ¢~Yanue the Lower Mo~dunr~ WSP �or several reasc~s.

Riv~ Fislmrics Manage~meat ~ U,S. Fish aud Wildlife S¢~vice’s Anadromous Fish l:tmtor~oa ~ aad

lqO. 2916-004).

,~m, aad laa~ts to sml~g~rs withia th~ ~t Eo~1o~:a11~m~ts have b~m d~,mem~ fm
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B. LOCATION
The proposed Lower Mokettlmne R~ver WSP i~ locked in lhe Mokelumne River Ecological unit of the
East~ide ~ Tributaries Ecolc~cal Z~le as dofined ~l the ERPP (Ftgure 1). The Lower Mokelunme
Ri-mr wa~ffirshed is dvfined as watershed of the Mokelanme River ext~nding from Camaache gese~oir west
to the confluence with ~he Cosumaes P-5 vet e~compassing roughly 18,000 acres (Figure 2).

C.PRIMARY E~OLOGICAL OBJECTIVES
1. WP - Water Quality Improvement,, Riparian Habitat Preservation/Restoration
2. EFP - Water Quality lmprovemem (~.velop a f~pL~ management ~ for t~ Mo~lumae River,

O,¢velop a~ impl~pem a c~pcrafivc ~grmn to im?/~rve x~aaaagcm:n~m of ¢xLst~g, degrad~l seasonal
w~,aad habi~ develop a cc~!~m~e p~gz’am to ~ces~aict ~ v~-"~a~ rcraoval, and es~Hi~
prote~o~ zoaes~ develop a coolx~ive I~’~gr-,m~ to impl~mt fipaz’ian restoration activiti~, eaceo~age
impm-,~t land maaagemem and livestock grazing practices along say.am ~ zones, develop a

i~38ram to mdu¢~ invasis~ plant speca~s fi~m ~he riparian corridor along the Mokelumn¢ Riw~r, and
de.lop program to minimize agriculm~ p~tivide and het’oic~de use into the Mokelman~ Rive)

3. ES - Endangered and Threatened Species (Neetropieal Birds) - Improve ne~mg and forag~g
habitm for nect~opical bird spccie~ md mommr trends in wildlife abundance~

D. COSTS
We are oummtly n~l~stiag ftmding f~r Phases 11 and Ill (i.e., the remaining $654,000 of the total
$813,000 Program). To da~, CALFED has funded $159,000 for Phase I.

Fo A~FLICANT QUALI~CATIONS

admin~emd ses~al Environmenlal Pmte~on Agency aad Nalaral Resouroes Conserva~oa Service g~a~t~

G. MONITORING AND EVALUATION
Tkis pmgraat iaclucks so~ moaiumag and evaluation ~sks, described in Section V of this proposal.

H. LO~AL SUPPORT/COORDINATION
T~s l~ogram has sul~m~l community saplam ~mn ag~n~ envimma~al gnml~ aad mh~ sudmhold:~

L COMPATImLITY WITH CALFED O~dEcrlvEs

addresses nadtiple eccsys~m L~ues and fosters ~e~anity hvolv~aem ia CALFED planning and

Riwr. ~ Program f~ste~s �ouamm~ mvot, mmmt in CALFE~ phum~, providm ~oc a~gomg
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S~ JOaclum Cotm~ Council of Go~rnment~. EBMUD, Woodbridge Irrigati~m Dimrict. and tho
Natural P.esources Ce~e~vaUm Servi~e.

Task 1.~. Lower Mokehmme River WSP Monitoring and Evaluation Program. Under this Task,
we will de~i~ and implement a memtodn~ and evaluation program to a~e~s the effecfivene~ of
the LMR Watershed Stewardel~ in ~ change~ v~diin t~e water~hed The Mmltoring and
EvaluaOon program will be initiated m Phase 11 aJ2d ~al3ued m phase ]]I to docummt the
mflumc~ of the EFP program on water~hed landowner’s practices and attitudes, The number of
participants in the LMR Watorsbed Stewarde]z~ program would be tallied Individual landowne~
who e~press ~n interest in gr~31eme~tiag the Task 1. 2 W~ter~had Owner’s Manual. ~nd/or in
voltmta~ partidq3atie~ in the Task 1.4 im~lemeamatam of pliority stewardsh~ actaous will be
q~eried to asee~s the number of acr~ that could be e~rolled ~ ~e progranx A watert~bed~vide
sur~y of I~mdownerimd~holder’s attitude~ and practic~ will be undettakan at the md of Phase
BI Resu~ of Task 1.5 will be mmmarized ~ a brief Program Mcmtoting and Evaluatao~ R~ort.

Element 2. Implementafio~ of the Ea~ironmental Farm Plan
Under thi~ Element. we will expm~d aud ~thnue to ll~31emant the EFP
oftheis program in 1999. Environmsetal Farm Plans am doom~nts prepared by growe~ (with a~si.~ance
f~om LWWC) to raise awarme~s of the anvircmnmt ¢~ their fanm During the proc~s, land~wers
idemi~y their mvirmmmmal m~th~, idm~y area~ of eavirommma! ¢o~¢~m, a~d set go~ to m~rove
anvir~mnantal ccmd~ on their own time table~. E~peri~3ce has

~tn~e polluticm reductim (Agticulm~ & Agri-Food Canada 1997, Ohmart 1~98).
7I~e ~ .~oc~ pams of t~e EFP w~lt be redu~ of ~wn-po~
n~r~e fert~) ~nd r~r~n Imblta~ preser~a~ian and restoratlan. ~ne LV~W~C EFP p J~g3~m will act
as a model f~r other agrimdntml groups in t~e ~ Mokelurme Riwr Water~hed (e.g., ore.ha.~ dairy,
and rmgeland ma~ger~).

Task 2.1. Implemmt Enviromaental Farm l~m. Under this task. the Lodi-Woo~tidg~ Winegrap~
Conm~sion (LWWC) will ~ndn~t a ~ of 20
1999 trader Pha~ I of the prepare. We anfi.-qpate 10-15 growe~ will pmtinilmte in eact~
workshop. Umg ~e F_~ wofl~hep material de~lo~d
with as~mm~e fiem LWWC s~ will rote o~e or more of their vmeyard~ and dewlop attire
plato f~or these vineyatxl~. Tim goals is the palfi~ipation of 200 growers (i.e. a~proximately 30% ff
the LWWC grower’s who t~:trm about 70% of the Wmegt-atm acreag~e within the L~C) by the and

Tmdi 22. Provide Te~hakal As~istaaee with Grower Self-Assesmmat ~ task pmvid~ LWWC
tedmi~l as~um~ to m~ growe~ wi~ tmplemm~g ~e Actlm Plans that tbey devolved
during Task 2.1 c~t thor vineyarde. "I]m task provkias for up to 400 hour~ per "y~ar to vi.~t EFP
vineyards and provide a.~-needed assistaac~ to pattinipant~, up m the level of fnndln8 provided,

Task 2.3. Moaitoring and Evainmio~ Progrmm Under tlxis Task, we will detfign and implemmt a
mcttirming and evalnatim program to assess the effecti~ne~ of the EFP m effecting ctmt~s m
~meyard pranticas. Program menitot"~g and evaluatkm will danunmm the iafluem:e of the EFP
progrmn on LWWC gmwet~ practices and at~itude~. Tbe number of grov~r~ participating in the

w~ be undertakm by analy’~ng and comparing the pest~de me for Sa~ra~’nan~ and San Jo~mn
(~otmti~ bofme and ~ the E]~p prograrm Furflienno~ a Cemmls~m-wide

I --01 7550
1-017550



with a similar survey carried out in 1998 by the LWWC (Dlatt m~d Haley 1998) to document
cban.~es m practices as well as growe~ percoptian$ tha~ result fi~mu the EFP p to, Tam

Element 3. Continue and Exp~nd Neetropical Bird Monitoring
Elem~t 3 is inund~ to cc~nue md expand nec~pic~ bLrd m~toz~m~ w~thm the Lowe~ Mokelm~me
R~ver that was initiated m 1999 ~der ]°t~ase L M~y~rmg ~ emphas~ species of c~lservation
importance identified by rile Ripmian [-Iablt~ Jo~llt V~e mid Califrnnia PaWners in Fligh~ (Elliot 1998).

Task 3.1. Establish Additional Monitoring Stations along the Lower rdokelamne River. Under
Task 3 1, we Hill establish a~ momtormg statious using Geographic Positi~ing Syst~n
(GPS) and emer data into the existing EBMUD databases. Bi~ds Hill be sampled using the po~t
~ me~d (Vetoer 1985, Ratph et al. 1993, Ralph et al. 1995) a[ predetermined fixed points for
10 m~utes. AII bi~ds s~ or beard will be recorded mxd ~ distance from the point estimated
(~nmts will be tmc~’~k~ threo to six tnnes per season. (Ralph m3cI Scott 1981, M~ et al.
1987, Momso~ etal. 1994).

Task 3.2. Conduct Vegetation Analysis. Da~ an v~getat~an �ove~ type, density, ~nd s~ctm~ Hill be
~o[l~t~l at the nectropical bird man~ormg stauons, and correlated to neotropical bird use and
~avior (nesting, r~o~tin~ foraging). Don~nt tree, shrub, ~ud herbaceous specie~ wili be
r~o~led and v~geta~m type classified, than mapped ou aerial phetogn~hs.

Task 3.3. Evaluate and Amdyze Data. This task provides for data envy ~md evaluati~, Under th~
~k, we Hill in~1~ora~ Phase [I and I~ data into existing EBMUD databases. Data an~lys~ will
foo~ an: 1) idendf3~g reudmt a~l m~ratory neotropical birds; 2) obtain indice~ of reproduc~Sve
se~s for selectod spe~tes of c,c~servatic~ irr~or~ance; 3) make inferences about the quality of die
riparian vegeur~n for supporting the~ bird species owr ~me; and 4) evalua~ changes tu riparian
bird ~aznmities. ~fl~e database ~ provide baseline infi~m~u to LMRWSP to ~uibute to an
unders~ading of wat~ed health and will aid in the development ofwa~hed managem~t plans.

Task 3.4. Monitoring and Evaluation l~rngram. Mc~o~mg of neatropical birds is i~[~nded to be
used as an index of the health and mtogrr~y of the L~ver Mokelumne P6ver. Under the n~mito~ng
and evahueim program, we wFt] assess the EBMUD database for accura~-y and e,~33piste~ss, than
detem~e availaW~y and t~se of ~ database by the public and land managers. ~ EBMUD
detabese is intruded ~o be used ~:o evaluate the ~ffect of riparian veg~inn tes~3ratim projects m
ri~ bird conmra~es.

B. LOC~TIO1N AN~ GEOGRAF[~C BOUNDARIES OF ~ PROPOSE~ PROJECT

~o~d is d~d as tt~ fonc~anal wate~hed of th~ river ~o~:lin8 fx~ Omoan~he l~servo~- v~ to

Locked i~ northern San Joaqnin County, *.he Mokelurnne RJ~r is ~he la~gset of the ea~ide Deka

The LWWC is North Ame~a’s leading winegmpe~ro~la~g ~ loo~d ~ the ~ of the

Dimict #11 (650 growls ~n~ing 65,000+ a~s of vineyard~) (Figure 2)~
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III. ECOLOGICAL/BIOLOGICAL BENEFITS

A. ECOLOGICAL/BIOLOGICAL O]KI~CTIVES
The prmlaly ~olog~cal/biotogical objectives of the three proposed d~n~nt~ are as foilows:
1. Watersked Stewa,,~skip ~-ogram will suppo,t local ~md r~gional activities that improve the abi]g3"

of the watershed to fancdc~ as a conmbutor ~ the health of the enta¢ Bay-Doha syst~n thus

Ecosvsl~m quality by supposing activities that improve riparian habitat, increase or m~p~ov~
fisheries habim~ and passage, resmr~ wetlands, ~nd restore ~-e natural stream mo~pholo~ affecting
do~mm~am flows and d~md~at spec~es~
W~ ~litv- by sappordng activities tha~ id~tify and control non-point so~rces
and to idmfify and implement methods to control or treat ocaRmrdl~s thus re~cmg
eff~ts oflhese pollutams c~ acloafic dep~d~t species;
Wger sum~tv reliability - by supporbng activities dcsiga~d to re=o~ or enhance the aVdity
war.shads to absorb, sto~, and release water that will t~uc¢ peak ~ during storm and

of the ~ thus Rducmg the toss of riparian and wedand habitats for de~ead~at phnt and

2. ga~ironm=~¢=/ Fana P/aa - redac~on of non-point source poll~m (e.g., pesticides aad
t~dliz~s) and riparian habitat pre~ecvation and ~estorauc=; and

3. N~atroldeet Bird Mo~t.to~g - ~evet~ a complete species occarrmces of Neotropical bird (riparian

to help inform ]and managers and residems m decmoas c~ habitat pr~J~fi~ Ratoratic~ and had

B. IJNKAGES
The Low= Md~me River WSP imp]ean=~ts key natam] rmoarce n~Jaatina and managamm a~oas
~m tho Low= Mol~um~ ~ that are expressed in s~wt~al planning docummts, i~hding CAL,FEI)’s
FJa~y~m Restoration Ptogzmn Plmz (ERPP)0 Depammm of Fid, and Game’s Lower Md, zluma¢ Riv~
Fidaefies Maaagan~zt Plan, U.S. Fis~ aad Wddlifo Sorvice’s Anadromous Fish Reatomtioa Program, a~l

odor mtat~ CALFED Prog~m, aad as sad~ ti~s oar program wi~ tl~ US Anay Coqn of F.agineer’s
Feasfoil~ Study for the lo~r M~luman River, tt~ Cosama~ ~ Task For~e’s

programs sud~ as tl~ Sm Joaqma Couaty Co~m¢il of Gov=mmmt’s Saa Jmq=in Couaty Multi-~pedm

Dis~:t pmje~s m the Lmmr Mdadmme Ri~r.

O~r propos~ Eavi~am~tal Farm Plan is a mod~l for voluma~ n0a-poiat source lmlhai~m redaa:th~ that

pmg~m will link, ~nd ~ odor biological m~mitofi~g programs by Ea~ Bay Mtmk:il~ Water

colle~:fi,~ly to a c~mplate binlogi¢:al data set whan making declaims about watershed land uses.
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C. SYSTEM-WIDE ECOSYSTEM BENEF1TS
l~e need £~r these three projects has arisen for other areas in the state. The~ are three Watershed
S~tship Plans in place or in prog~ss ~ ~e similar to the me vce are proposing to tmdermkv
including the Napa River Watershed S~ewardshJp Plm3 prepared by the Napa (~ounty Resource
Cce.%’rvatian Di~ric~; the C~vsunmes River Wate~hed Ste~vard~hip Pla~ curretrtly being under by
the Consu~nes River Task Force; and the £1 Do~ Cotmty P,~giceal Watecshed Stewardship Program
planned for 1999 by the El Dorado County ReD (work in programs). A water~h~I ~vardship plan that
bnngs toged~r local stakeholders also provides a working forum for informative and evables the
dovelvpmeat of funcficeal ~nd su~ainable wa~rshed management practice. ~ organiz~cea[ approach
a[k~w~ ~ fftte de~Ic@rnmt of prcYa~tion m~d eohancemem progran~ that more appr~fiately ~ the need~
and pa~icuinr abilitie~ of area residents. Many ~uch effo~ have bern ~howa to resak in substantial
banefits for the s~,~eholders, the watershed, anadromom fid~efie$, and local wildlife species, and
raeasurably enhance riparian evosy~em int~grky and diversity (Napa RCD 19~6).

Similarly, numero~ Neotropical bh-d momCo~ng programs have been e~tabli~hed through~t the state,
including pragra~ in San Francisco and ether pa~ of the Bay Area, the Ceaffa] Valley and surrotmding
focthilin. Such prograr~ provide m~pommt in.treatise on the ecological health of riparian eco~ys~n~ by
using aeo~fical bird u.~ paff.ems as an index of ecolog3ca] health. Also, bird mceitoring da~a has bee~
~ to dctoct biological pmbletr~ suct~ as doelin~ i~ individual spooics, som~m-,os rcsolting in fcdtral or
stat¢ lintmg of d~,.lining spoc’~s. Many m~ormm progx’ams arc cmT~tly tmdm’way within th¢ Lower
Mokclunme River. A.m~mg focs¢ aro habitat r~’torafion pt~j~ts, biological mscan~ and mc~toring
prugtmus and several sustainable agficattm~ dovelopmmt progtmns. Th¢ nsot1~i~al bird mcmito~g
Frogram ~ omtrilmm substantially to th~=� proj~.s by providing data for use by land managers in
assessing othor programs.

stt~wdrdsk~ plans within tim r~g~m (Nasa RCD, 1996). Our program involws the direct paIti~ipatian of a
key aud~mm, th~ agriculntml conmlanity, whie, h is o~tioal to the ulfimato ~ of CALFED program
impkanmtmicm. Conmmnity-based sWwar&hip prv~ram~ pmmoto c~e~tivity in planning md allow for

inc~ased ~ releases, ptm~pally including me disdu~e ~ nmo~ of agn~zral pe~de~ md

I --017553
1-017553



D. COMPATIBILITY SV[TH NON-ECOSYSTEM OBJECTIVES
Th~ project offers seve~l ace-eccs3~em ben¢~�.$ ~ ~ W~ St~ ~ ~

W~ ~- by s~g a~ ~ i~ ~d ~ol n~ ~ ~ po~i~,

" W~ s~vlv ~lmbi~ by ~o~g ~s d~ ~ ~ or ~ ~e ab~ of
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IV. TECHNICAL FEASIBILITY AND TIMING

~ Pro~ NO. 2916~).
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V. MONITORING AND DATA COLLECTION METHODS

A. BIOLOGICAL/ECOLOGICAL OBJECTIVES
For biological and ecological objvot~ves see Sectkm Ma above. The hypothmis tes~g prv~lure is
presetttsd in the form of the null hypothesis (N~ - no difference), with the expected
alternative hypotbe~is (N,~). Specific paired hypotheses are as followed:

try-nit from Program implememtion as comlmred to before Program implementation
3,~ = The amount e~ agncultmal community invo~ m the LMRWSP will be significmatly greater
Program implememation when compmed to that of before

2. Environmental Farm Plan
No = no ~ignificant d;ifferenc~ in ntm.poi~t ~omce ag~icaltur~l Imllmants (e.g., pcs’ticia¢~, herbi¢~ and

No = no ~g~ifica~t differences in acrcag~ and quality of riparia~ habitats within tbe watersbed ~ be ~

3. Neoiropical BirdMonito~qng

demoted before and after Program implem~mation.

implememation in comparuon to before.

B, MONITORING ]~ARAMETERS AND DATA COLLECTION/LPPROAC11

T/~e ~mt~r~/~d sa’mcardskip Fogram will M ntoniterod dining Phase II and m oftbe program by:
¯ tallying tho mmdmr of paati~ in the LME. Wamrshed St~warddfip program; and
¯ ~ a wnmr~hed-wid~ mircoy o~ landmmaor/~ak~nold~rs

the program and at tko end of the program.
T/~e EFP x*hll be mcttitored datriug Phase 111 of the Program m 2002, by:

¯ ¢xmducfi~g a commissim-wide survey of grower’s attitudes and practioes at the eed of the progr-,an a~d
eo~lmm~ these Rsults to ttms~ resu~ obtained from tl~ LWWC (’Dlott aad Hak, y 1998).

obs~w~ i~li~s of r~roductiv~ suc~ss.

C. DATA EVALUATION &PFROAClt
Dam ¢ollo~ed prior ~d ~ program im~l~mmtion will be a~mlysi~

smmnafized ki a brief l~ M~dtming atut Evahmtkm RelXXt. Neotropical bird mot~ot~g data will

m~p of the Neol~opical bird m statimm ~md qumterly progress ntlmaS ~l~g wlth m~m~ly inv~
will be provided to lira SYRCD (~e Table 2).
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Table 2. Monitoring and IDnta Collection Information

Program M~ito~ng ~ame~ and ~ata ~io~



ElemeittI Biolo~’,E¢olo~ 0bjecltves Null I~thesis Data Collection Approach Data Evaluation Approach



VI. LOCAL INVOLVEMENT

The LMRWSP, EFP, and biological monitoring wig be designed, developed, and implemented ~ a
co.strive, volme, a~ pa~dcipatitm basis with w~lling lnndowners and s:udo~olders. Substantial
commun~y participation is anticipated throu~ stakeholder paflicipation on Steering Committees, and
public mee~n~. Substanual effor~ wig lie made to both engage the watezshed stakeholders and
landowners, and to m~orm the public (through p~ss releases, fliers, mailings, public mee~gs, e~.).

Many unpommz programs, am curtendy underway with~ the LMRW. Among these are habitat
project~ (EBMUD, AFRP-CVPIA Ftmdlng ~nd NRCS WildE’~e Hab~qt Improve~xmt Program),
passa~ m@rovement proje~’ts (Woodbrid~e Irriga~co District, CALFED Fuading), research and
momtorm8 progmn~ (EBMUD, PRBO, San JO~lU~ Audubon Chapt~), and several sustainable
agriculture development pro~-,tms (UCCE ~d CAFF BIOS Progyam for Walnuts, LWWC I~M). Our
progrmn seeks to rotes’ate and coordinate those programs to the exte~at possible into the watershed plarmmg
pzocess.

Our pro~o~d stewardship pw~ram is aJso an a~po~ant canuasus-building ~ f~r other rela~d
CALFED Pro~ams, including the U.S. A~ny Co~ps of Engineer’s Feas£o’thty Study of the Lower
M~kebmme Rive, flie hydrol~ically--conn~d Co~mmos R~ve~ watershed stewardship pmgra~ and
Woodbridge ~ District’s planned improv~ne~s to Lodi Lake. Our pr~mm pron~:os and
progresses other key CALFED programs in a coo~tinated mmmer ro the pubbe. W-~flio~t the communit~
~ Stewardship progrm~ the success of inch ofthese odor CALFED progran~ could be dimininbed, as
wamrsb~ msid~ts are loss able to participa~o and support mul~ple program&
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VII. COST AND SCHEDULE

A. BIYDGET
W~ are currerdly requesting fianding ~oa" Phases II a~d l~I (i.e. the remaining $654,000 of the total $813,000
Program). To date, CALFED has fimded $159,000 for Phase I. A brief cost estimate is provided below.
C~ breakdowns by Pr~ant element are pre~nt~ in more detad in Tables 3 (T(~al Budget) and Table 4
(Quarterly Budget) below.

PROGRAM ELEMENTS PHASE ll 2000 PHASE I~ 2001 SUBTOTAL
Elemem 1. Wato~hed Stewardship Plan$126,000 $101,000 $227,000
~2. Environmemal Farm Plan $189,000 $189,000 $37g,000
Element 3. Neotropical Bird Monitorth[~ $ 21,000 $ 28~000 $ 49,000
TOTAL $336,000 $318~00

We bcheve that to n~t a ~ubstam~al pomon of CALFED’s visio~ for the East-fide Delta tributaries all
ph~es in thi~ Program would require full funding.

B. SCHEDULE
Refi~ to Table 1 for a more detailed schedule o£the proposed program pr~ented byPha~e mad Ta~k.
Our pngo~l sc~edvle is as
Pltase I1 (March 2000 to March 2001)

¯ Element 1-Develop LMR Watershed St~ Plan; Wate~aed Owner’s Manual;
* Element 2-[~91eme~ EFP, be~in m~(~xing and evaluati~]; and
¯ Elemeat 3~7.~c~nne a~d e~and n~tr~ical bird mmitoring, e~ahmte ~nd analy~e

~ [fl (M~ch 2001 to Mm~.h 2002)
¯ Element l-Continue St~ard~ Program, Prepare Aeti~ Plan and Imgln tmplmmt~titm of

¯ Elemeat 3-~ommue and e~pand nectmpical bird mm~tonng, evaku~ mad analyze

Pr~t’e~s and fmmlcial reports will be m~bmi~ed m a n~hly basis with ~oice~ fi~r scribes z~nde~i.
Pregress reperts will s~anmaa~e preva~s moth’s activities and provide ne~ mm~h’s pmlx~ed sdae~le

t~tt.
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Table 3. Total Bu, dget (CALFED funds onl

1.1 Pt~e~ W~rshe~ ~tewarc~ltip Plan 1260 $94,750 $5.000 $2,000 $8,250 $110,000

\ Actions

I

3.1 Est~llsh ~dditlonal Monitoring Locations $~,000 $20~000

~valuafion



Tnble 4. Qunr~erl~ Budget
PHASE II                                PHASE HI

Quarterly Quarterly Quarterly Q~arterly Quarterly Quarterly Quarterl Quarterly
Bud~t Bndg~ Budg~ Budg~ Budget Budget y Budge! Budget
Jan-Mar Apr-Jun Jul-Sep Oct-Dec Jan-Mar Apr-Jtm Ju|-Scp O~l-Dgc TOTAl,
2000 200~ 2000 2000 2001 2001 2001 2001 BUDGET

1,1 ~WSPHOn $34,500 $29,500 $25,500 $20,50~ $110,000
1.2 prel~Xe Wat~t~4~xI Owner’s $7,500 $7,500 $15,000

1,3 ]~ Action Plan $20,000 $15,ooo $ Io,f~0 $45,000
1.4 Implement Intilal Waler shed $35,000 $35.000

S}eward~ip Actions
1.5 Lower Mok~tinrm~ River WSP $5,000 $5,000

e,~am Monitoring & Evalaalkm
P~3gram Management $2125 $2125 $2125 $2125 $2125 $2125 $2~125 $2125 $17,000

E.I.ement ~, Implement Envtro~mentni Farm Plan
2.1 Implement Envi~onm~nini Farm    $22,540 $22,540 $22,540 $22,540 $22,540 $22,540 $22~540 $22,540     $180,320

Plan
2.2 Tecl~c~l A~ance with Grower $6.000 $13,320 $13,320 $6~000 ~6,000 $13,320 $13,320 $6000 $77,280

Self-Ass~sraeat
2.3 EFP Monitoring and Evaluation $5,~o $5.0~0 $[1,100 $11,100 $5000 $5,on0 $11,1(~ $11.100 $64,400
Pro~-ar~ Mar~a~emeni

~ $7,000
$7~000 $7~000 $7~000 $7~000 $71000 $7~)0 $7fl00 $56,600

Element 3. COlflnue ~ad Ex]~and Neniropical Bird Monitoring
3.1 Establish Additional Monitoring $2500    0       0       0       $2500    0       0      0       $5,000

Lo~ations

3.2 Conduct Vegetation Analysis ($15,325)
3.3 Neeucgicni Bird Monitming ond $5000 $2500 $2500 $2500 $.~000 $2500 $25~ $2500 $25000

Evaluation
$3675



VIII. COST-SHARING

Elemeat 1. Lower Mokelunme River WSP Plan. EBMUD wil~ provide substantia! in-kind ser~ces during
stakeholder devd~rac~t of the Lower Mokcltmme Ri~ WSP Plan docum¢~, Wate~t~cd Owner’s Manual,
and Acfic~ P]an~ We ~vision that EBMUD will pa~tieipa~ in the Technical Steering Ctmm~tee, ~nd will

EBMUD will also provide existing ba~ine maps and resource information f~ use during prog~n
developm~ and will peer-roview program documents.

Ele*mmt 2. Environmental Farm Plan. This proposal will fund up to 80% of LWWC’s Enviromnmta!
!arm Program during Phase I] (2000). An ad~tional 15% cost-~hariag is provided by a U.S. Enviromnental
Protection A~ge~cy Pesticide Enwa~nmerrtal Stewardship Prog~tm grant. The LWWC genera] fired
c~a-ibl~ic~s will provide the remaining 5% of the Phase 11 budget.

During Phase l]I (200l), this proposal wig fired 84% ofthe total EFP budget, with the LWWC providing the
rerna~ng 16% of the Phase ~l budget.

Element 3. Neotropical Bird Monltoriag. EBMUD will provide substantia| in-k~nd technical services during
both Foases 1I and [U of the neotropir~ lftrd m<~tormg program. In additic~ both EBMUD ~nd the Point
Re~ Bird Observatory ~ share d~ o~ other species m the LMR, ktoreas~ all participant’s data sets
exponmtiatly.
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IX. APPLICANT QUALIFICATIONS

SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY RESOUItCE CONSERVATION DISTRICT
The SJRCD lms mc*.~sfttlly adrmmst,~red several Fatvirottmeta~ Prcte~oo Agency and Natmal
C.~o~rvation S~rvxce g~ants for the development and lmplemmtatioa of" public oWtr~ach and educafic~
pro~ams regarding natmal resources ha ~m Joaqm County. As the primary applic~t~ the STRCD provides
the k~ el~mmt ofa no~-regulatory agricultural-bas~l ~mtity to mcourago broad parocipatioo m dais Program.

The SIRCD is a Slx~ial District amlioriz~ by the Stat~ 7L~gislamr~ a~d was ~orm~d ~rom the cmnb~nafio~ of
the ]~.ar CrUx and Tracy RCDs ha 1989. The SJRCD has seve~ board ttmmbors that live througliout San
Joaqum Coumy repressmmg Lode, Lind,, Tmcy, Escakm, and Stockton.

Killed l~esidem Jolm Meek, Jr, has f~rmed ~nd managed farm prop~des all o~his adult life. He g~w up
~ tl~ Stod0~on area wli~’e his firinor man_~d a 3,0~ ac~ from ha the Satt Joaqmn Deata c~ I.Mioo Islami.
Jtlm has manag~ 10,000 acres of citrus, cctt~m and native p~L~tUm. He s~r~d as a I~m of~cer ~or W~tis
Fargo ~ his duties i~cludod Re appraisal of la~d and impro~mems for loan *rod financisl stat~amt
purposes, hi 1982 ho w~t back into l~arming with 1,800 o~h~s 7,500 acres in tim I~lta. J~tm joined the
McCmty Comp~my in October of 1996 as the G~meral l~aager of th, L~d Manag,~atmm Divisl¢~. He
pRs~mly o-,,~rsees the Mc~arty Company’s acti~lics on over 54,000 acr~ o~ Delta r~gi~m property ~m
Stoc~tm o~]i¢~. He aL~o administers six Recismafioa Districts in tim Delta

SJ~CD Vlee President and Wat~slied Program Maaager Bm Bemty has farmed and worked in
~icultuml industry for |5 years. Mr. Beatty previou.s]y work~ ~r the USDA N~wal
~t~ra/i¢~ District for 21 ~ in the posidtms or" District Cons~-~’o~fist, A~a (~nser-a~tio~ist, and
~ State Cms~’-,~ttottist. He hoki* a B.S. m Agr~y and a M.A. in Public ~mmistratimt. Mr.
B~aty Rtix~l f~om tim USDA NKCS in 1992 aml ¢mt~t~tly trmna~s fiLrmisml in San .~¢~p~ia Com~L~j.

l~ogram Coord~ator Lora~ May is a bota~t and w~J~md ecologist w~h a~ t~t~msive lmowlcdg* of
Califomla flora aml plant cemmr~unili~. SI~ has morn than 12 ~0~trs of ~pori~ce ¢onduct~g hota~cal
v~aamts ~lltoriss thtoogtm~ the Cintra1 Valley. Ms. May sp~fiaiLz~ in regional m¢~ platming ~ in

¢~dol~L ~ml is mrtmtly tmpismmti~ tl~ S~.CD’ Vernal Pool Ed~catim and Outmm~ Program fond~l
by EPA amiNRCS Grams. For this pr~mm d~ Ires work¢01 thi, oo~lio~ Sa~ Joo.quin Coomy ~ ~
and ramtmrs. This program is now a moJ~ for similar wmal pool c~mer~atkm programs ctuaZt~y b¢ing
impletmmted in M~rced and Mad~a Comfy RCD’s. Ms. May ~l a B.S. degn~ ~0m Humlm~t Stare

B. LODI-WOODBRIDGE WlNEGIL~E COMMISSION

~eand Cosumnes Rives. The Commissim is made up of all o~the wine:~ape gxm~e~ in ~
Dist~t #l l, consisting ~f 6.50 growm~ farmi~ 70,000+ acres of vineymds. Ove~ the pa~ 6 yems *he LWWC

Em~h.emmeatal F~ Plan Coordlnator: Clifferd ]P, Ohnmrt lias a Ph.D. in mt~m~olosy frcs~ U.C. Bedodey
and a B.S. degree in ~ fi~ the State U~’y of New York. He ~ras a principal ~esearch scimt~ in
Amp’alia for 13 yems wlie~e he e~ucted ~smrch c~ fc~st insec~ pest rnm~emc~c. Cl~ was a pe~ ~1

ordmrd cr~$ develop and implemmt integrated pest mana~mne~t pr~grm~s. I-Ie is currmfly P, esearck~M

m~plemem~ an a_n~-wide integrated fa~ning program and is program nmnager for LWWC’s Biotogically ¯
~tegrated Faring System pre~’m~ He is an expea m cteve~mg aut hnp~emg coa~ffiu~y-based
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integrated farming progrmm in California, a~ indicated by his work with LWWC and hi~ positi¢~ <m the
managem~ comnuttee of Sun-Maid Growe~ of California’s Best Management Practices program.

C. CALI~ORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY, SACRAMENTO
Neotropical Bird Monitoring Coordinator: Linnea Hail is ~n assib’tant profe~s~ in ~he Biolog3, Depat~anen~
overseeing g~duate stud~ m avian ecology ~md valdb.fe biology. She has ex~e~ive experim~e c~mductmg
and coordinating bird momtoring proje~ t.hro~ghout California and the southwest. Lnmea has a Ph.D. in
Wddlife Ecology from University of Adzcma, an M.S. in Wildland Resource Science ~om U C. Berkeley, and
a B.S in Biology from California P~lyt~hnic State University, San Luis Obispo.
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LIST OF ACRONYMS

CSUS California State University, Sacramento

EBMUD East Bay Municipal Utility District

EFP Environmental Farm Plan

EPA Enx~ronmental Protection Agency

ERPP Ecosystem Restoration Program Plan

IIcP Integrated Farm Plma

LMR Lower Mokelumne River

WSP Watershed Stewardship Program

LWWC Lodi-Woodbfidge Winegrape Conamission

NRCS Natural Resources Conservation Service

PI/.BO Point Reyes Bird Observatory

RCD Resource Conservation District

SJRL"D San Joaquin County Resource Conservation District
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ATTACHMENT A. LETTERS OF SUPPORT
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John B. Meek. Jr.
S~n Joequin County Resoume Conse~alion District
122 ~ Gourt, #23

De~r Mr. Meek:

Thank you for the opportunity to review your proposed to (:ontinue th~ Lower Mokelumne
River Stoward~lp I=rogr=... "r~ CaJlfomla R=,nge~nd Tn~t suppolts the ongoing
ilrldementa~on Of a (x)mmunity*based wat~mhed mannOeme~t ~ that involves Io~al
ig~:ulturaJ pro~lu(:er~ and other stakehakler~,

~ddnl~S ~ need f~" eGok~iGal end ~13omi¢ hetlth. Y~ur ply]rim is ¢l’it’l~ll to ~

integm! pr,~an ~f ~l overall precis to m~)ver the e~o~ysto~ and suPl~rt ~ble

e~ultural produ~.

We suppad y~ur ~ illd look fotwsr{I to wolklrlg w#h you.
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WOr’~r~l~l DI~~= ll=ll:ll~A’rl(:3N

Mar~ 2~, 1~9

~to~A~m, CA 9~207

�~htc~ st~st,mlial outreach ©ffor~ to g,dn Imblk supp~’t for improvements planned for
i~ water ~ systems, iaciudin8 the planned Woodb~lg¢ D~m Replac~mmt Project.

~ wmen~he~d.

Tos~ll~r with lh© Cily of Lodi’s planned intprov~ment~ alon8 Ih~ low~ Mokelunme ~

will r~ult in subslanti~ fu~h~r po3gr¢~ in ac&kvin8 the CALFED Vision for

I offer ~h~ Dis~ict’s fvJi suppo~ and cooperation in d~n8 th~ proposed plan and
en~our~se other stak~hold~r~ in th~ l~ver Mokelmnnc River to suppo~ your effom.

I --01 7574
1-017574



125 NORTH STOCKTON STREET o LODI, CALIFORNIA 95240

Mr. John B. Meek, Jr.
Sen Joaquin County Resource Conservation District
122 Monaco Court #23
Stocklon, CA 95207

Dear Mr. Meek:

Thank you very much for the opportunity to review your proposal to continue the
Lower Mokelumna river Stewardship Program: The Parks and Recreation
Department is supportive oi’ such a community-based program that implements
non-flow riparian rehabilitation and compatible land uses that enhance and
protect the lower Mokelumna River. We are currently involved in hebitat
improvements Io Lodi Lake Park through our Cal/Fed program along the
Mokelumne River. W=thout the stewardship program, the Department would
have to conduct substantial outreach efforts to gain public support for such
improvements.

I offer the Department’s support and cooperation in developing the proposed
plan. Please contact me, should you have any questions.

Ron Williamson Dwight Dauber
Parks Director Parks Superintendent

PARKS DIVISION                                                          RECREATION DIVISION
(209) 333-6888 General Information: (209) ~3S-6742

Flelcl/Facility Gondltion: (209) 333-6744

I --01 7575
1-017575



~      ~ o m mu n i~y

~*~ ~-~ Alliance with

Family

Farmers
~ 2~, 1998

Jo~ B. Meek
S~ Joaqu~ Cowry Resource Co~ervation Dis~ct
1~ Moaa~ Court, ~3
St~kton, CA 95207

Dear John,

The Community Alliance with Family Farmers supports the development of a
community based watershed management plan for the lower Mokelurrme River
Watershed. A watershed planning process which involves the local agricultural
community will complement other CAFF-sponsored activities in the area, especially
our Biologically Integrated Orchard Systems (BIOS) program.

CAFF’s BIOS program provtdes information and technical support to Central Valley
almond and walnut growers who want to reduce their reliance on pesticides and
synthetic fertilizers. The BIOS approach to orchard management includes
techniques such as planting cover crops, using biological control tor pest
vSanagement, and creating on-farm habitat for beneficial insects and wildlife. CAFF
currently sponsors an almond BIOS project in San ]oaquin County. We have
recently begun working with local walnut growers, some of whom farm in the
lower Mokelurrme River Watersb.ed.

The San Joaquin BIOS project already enjoys collaborative relationships with many
Mokelurrme River Watershed stakeholders, including almond and walnut growers,
pest control advisors, UC Cooperative Extension, East Bay MUD, the USDA Natural
Resources Conservation Service and Delta College. These partnerships have enabled
us to pool resources, w~rvices and outxeach efforts to provide the maxamum possible
support to almond and walnut growers who want to farm with fewer chemicals.

It is our belief that the resource stewardship issues within the lower Mokelumne
River Watershed can be most effectively addressed through a commurfxty based
effort that involves the agricultural operators who farm in the watershed.

Sincerely,

Program Director

P,O, Box 363    Davis, CA 95617
ph: 916/756-8518 fax: 916/756-7857    e-mail: caff@caff.org www.caff.org
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CITY OF LODI

AprilS, 1999

Mr. John B. Meek, Jr.
San Joaquin County Resource Conservation District
1223 Monaco Court, #’23
Stockton, CA 95207

Dear Mr. Meek:

Thank you very much for the opportunity to review your proposal to continue the Lower Mokelumne River
Stewardship Program. The City is very supportive of the proposal and agrees that the program will result in
substantial benefits to anadromous fisheries production, aquatic habitats and riparian ecosystem integrity and

The CALFED Bay-Delta Program’s draft strat~Jic ptan for ecosystem restoration has identifie~ several opportunities
for river restoration. Many of these opportunities are currently being pursued in the lower Mokelumne and
Consumnes rivers, including the Army Corps of Engineers evaluation of ecosystem restoration and nonJ~aditJonal
lteod damage.

Cooperative actions such as your j~ict proposal to achieve and maintain these objectives are encouraged. These
programs, when fully implemented, will provide substantial progress in restoring the Sacramento-San Joaquin-Delte
ecosystems, as well as providing great benefits to the residents of the Cit~ of Lodi and San Joaql~in County.

Your program is criticat to the success of the ongoing efforts in the Mokelumne and Consumnes rivers si~ forms an
integral portion of the overall process te recover the ecosystem and support stable, self-sustaining populations of
~ish and wiJdlife spocies,

I offer the City’s full sapport end cooperation, and encourage other stakeholders in the lower Mokelumne River area
to support your efforts.

Very truly yours,

H. Dixon Flynn
City Manager
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EAST SAY
MUNICIPAl. UTILITY DISTRICT

June 26, 1998

John B. Meek, Jr.
San Joaquin County Resource Conservation District
1222 Monaco Court, #23
Stoekto~ CA 95207

Dear Mr. Meek:

Thank you very much for the opportuttity to review your proposal to develop a Local,
consensus-based watershed plan lbr the lower Mokelunme River. The District is
supportive of such a community-based program that implements non-flow riparian
rehabilitation and compatible land use activities to enhance and prot~t the lower
Mokelunme River. The Dis~ct’s proposed Lower Mokelanme River Joint Settlement
Agreement (FERC Projecl ~N~b. 2916-004), which provides protection and enhancement
for the anadromons fisllery and ecosyslem of the lower Mokelttmne River, encourages
cooperative actions such as your proposal to achieve and maintain these objectives over
time.

Together with the District’s proposed Lower Mokehmme River Joint Setx.lemant
Agreement and the Woodbridge Irrigation District/City of Lodi’s Lower Mokelanure
River Restoration Program, which is already in progress, the funding and implementation
of your proposal will result in substantial further progress in achieving the CALFED
Vision for the Mokelurane River.

I offer the District’s full support and cooperation in devaloping *,he proposed plan, and
encourage other stakeholders in the lower Mokelunme River to support your eflbrts.

Very truly, yours,

Dennis M. Diemer
General Manager

DMD:JMS:jms
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San Joaquin County I~souree Conservation District
1222 Monaco Ct #23
Stocl~ton, CA 95207

Apr~ 14, 1999

Delta Prote~don Commission
14215 River Road
PO Box 530
Walnat G~ove, CA 95690

RE: NOTIFICATION OF APPLICATION FOR CALFED FUND]NG
FOR ~ CONTINUATION OF THE LOWER bIOKELUMNE RIVER
WATERSHED STEWARDSHI~ PROGRAM

Dear Ms. Arambu:

This le~er is to inform you that the Saa Joaquin County Resource Conservation District is
applying for a CALFED grant to ~ntlnue the Lower Mok~Itunne River Watershed
Stewardship Program, This three year program was initiated in 1999 unde~ a one-ye~-
gran~ from CALFED. This CALFED funding application is intended to ~ontinue the
program funding during years two and three of the program. A brief description of our
propenal is provided below.

If you have questions, please call.

Sincerely,
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Saa .loaquin County Re~ourc~ Conservation District
1222 M~aa¢,o Ct #23
Sto¢kton, CA 95207

April 14, 1999

Saa Jo~utuia County Plarmi~ Depmmem
1810 East Hazelton Avetmo
Stockton, CA 95202
Fax; (209) 468-3163

NOTIFICATION OF APPLICATION FOR CALFED FUNDING
FOR TH~ CONTINUATION OF TH~ LOWER MOKELUMNE RIVF~
WATERSHED STEWARDSHIP PROGRAM

Dear Board of Supervisors:

This letter is to inform you that the San Joaquin County Resource Conservation District is
applying for it CALFED grant to continue the Lower Mokelurane River W~tershed
Stewardship Program. This tkree year program was ir~tiated in 1999 under a one-year
giant from CALFED. This CALFED funding application is intended to ~om’mue the
program funding during years two and three of the program, A brief description of our
proposal i~ provided below.

If you have questions, pl~ call,

~Y,
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San Joaquin County Resource Conservation District
1222 Monaco Ct #23
Stockton, CA 95207

Sacramento County Board of Supervisors
7O0 H Street
Sacramento, CA. 95816
Fax2 (916) 874-7593

NOTIFICATION OF APPLICATION FOR CALFED FUNDIS/G
FOR ~ CONTINUATION OF THE LOWER MOKELUMNE RIVER
WATERSHED STEWARDSIIIP PROGRAM

Dear Board of Supervisors:

This lette~ is to ~form you that the San Joaquin County Resource Conservation l)istri~t is
applying for a CALFED grant~’t o continue the Lowe~ Mokelunme Rive~ Watershed
Stewardship Program. ~ three year program was hticiatod in 1999 under a one-ynar
grant from CALFED. This CALFED f:maiin8 application is imended to continue the
program funding during years two and three of the program. A brief desodpti~m of our
pmposa~ is provided below.

ffyou hate questions, please ca//.

Sinocrely,

John B. Meek, Jr.
President

Attac~aent

I --01 7582
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San Joa~m Coumy R~sour~ Conservation District
t222 Monaco Ct #23
Stockto~ CA 95207

April t4, 1999

S~nento County Planning Dep~ment
700 H Street
Sacramemo, CA 95816

RE: NOTIFICATION OF APPLICATION FOR CAI~ED FUNDING
FOR THE CONTINUATION OF THE LOWER MOKELUMNE RIVER
WATERSHED STEWARDSHIP PROGRAM

~ letter i~ to inform you that the San Ioaquin County Kesource Conservation Dimict is
~pplyi~ f~ a CALFED grnnt to continue the Lower Mok¢ltmme River Watt.shed
Stewardship Program ~ three year program was init’mted ~ 1999 under a otto-year
gr~nt from CALFED. This CALFED. funding application is intended to continue thv
program fmlding during years t~o and thrt~ of the pro~qram. A bfi~ dm~rlption of ottr
tnOlxml is provided below.

have questions, please

John B.
Pre~lent

Attachmeat

I --017583
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San Joaquin County Resource Come~vation Di~rict
1222 Monaco Ct #23
Stockton, CA 95207

April 14, ]999

County Board of Supervisors

222 East Wddocr Avenue, Room
Stockton, CA 95202
Fa~c (209) 468-3694

NOTIFICATION OF APPLICATION FOR CALFED FUNDING
FOR THE CONTINUATION OF THE LOWER MOIGELUMNE RIVER
WATERSH~_.D STEWARDSHIP PROGRAM

Dear Board of Supervisors:

TI~ letter is to int’orm you that the San .loaquin County Resource Conservation District is
applying for a CALFED grant’to continue the Lower Moke.lumne Rive~ Watershed
Stewardship Program. This three year program was initiated in 1999 under a one-year
grant from CALFED. This CALFED funding application is intended ~o cont~me the
program funding during year~ two and three of the program. A brief description of our
proposal is provided below.

If you have questions, please c~l.

Sincerely,

Pre~dent

I --017584
1-017584



Attachment

The San Jonquin County Resource Conservation District is applying for a CALleD
grant to continue the community-based watershed stewardship program for the
lewer Mokelumne River. Init~ed and fm~ded in FY99, this two-year continuation
propoutl includes three ele~I~mts:

Prepara~on of a lower Mokelonme Pover watershed stewardship plan ond
~mplementotionofpriorztywatershedstewordshipefforts. Thislocal, community-basad
wate~hed stewardship program will allow for urban and agricultural land uses within the
lower Mokelonme River watershed from Comanche Dam downstream to the Cosonmas
River, while providing for natural rasonree protection and enhancemant that most
appropriately suits the needs, land uses, and values of the watershed residents. A
wate~hed stewardship plan that brinss together stakeholders provides a forum for
information exchange and the development of sustainable waterehed maea~ement
practices. The conmmuityJoased coalition that cooperates voluntarily to develop a
wate~hed stewardship plan and participates in implementation will assure the plan’s
~ceass. This program will ultimately protect, restore and maintain waXershed health.

Imp~mentation of an Environmental Faem Plan that encourages voluntaO, ageicul~ual
assessment and reduction of non-point source pollutanls m the lower Mokelumne
Co,nmme~watersheds. The Lodi-Woodinidge Winegrape Commission, located in the
lower Mokdonme and Cosumnes wstershed~ is North America’s leading winegrape-
produdng regiorL The Commission is composed of 650 8rowers fannin8 ova- 65,000
aere~ ofvineyerd~. The Commission will use the Environmental Farm Plan model as a
basis for the next stage of implementing an area-wide intesrated farm program by
developing comprehensive tools that will allow ~rowers to quamitatively ~e the level
ofintegreted farm program adoption in their vineyards; devdop action plans to address
areas of environmental concern on their farms; and, assist growers in implementing these
action plans. The main focal points of the anvironmental farm plan are reduction of non-
point source pollution (e.g., pesticides and nitrate fertilizers) and @arian habitat
pre~-vafion and restoration.

Continuation of biological monitoring along tt~e lower Mokelumne _P~er. A coopera~ve
effort among California State University, Sacramento, Point Reyes Bird Observatory and
Fast Bay Municipal Utility District will conduct point counts for neotropical birds in
specific fixed locations along the lower Mokelunme l~ver. Data will be collected dining
several seasons for 3 years, pintu~d in a Geographic Information System. This information
will he used to allow land managers and residents to make informed decisions about
habitat preservation, habitat restoration, and land management activities that sustain
sensitive species within the watershed.
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ATTACHMENT B,
COMPLIANCE WITH STANDARD TERMS AND CONDITIONS
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Table D-l: Standard Contract Clauses and Related Proposal Submittal Requirements

Item~ gequtremen~~ ~                    "~x              ~    ~    ~    ~    ~

I --017587
1-017587
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DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES The R~sour~s

ADDITIONAL STANDARO CLAUSES

Recycled Maim/aJ~. Cordractor hereby certes under penalty of pellu~j that ~ (enter value or "0" here) percer~ of
the ~ goods and supples Offered or produ¢~ used ~n the pedorm~nce of this Agreement meets ~" exceeds the

I --0 1 7 5 9 0
1-017590
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~~’~)N CO~PUA~CZ S~AT~ENT

Xlm company namod above (here~ mfeared to as "prospective coWa’actor") hexeby cerdfies, unless
specifically exempted, compliance with Government Code Section 12990 (a-f) am1 California Cod~ of

d~veaolxn~L implementati~nandmahate~nce ofaNondiscrimia~’on Program. Pro~-’tivecontractor
agre~ no¢ to unlawfully discriminam, harass or allow ~m against any employe~ o~ ~oplicant f~
tmploymmt became of se~ raco, color, ancestxy, reaigious creed, national origin, disability (including
HIV andAIDS), nmdica[ condition (cancer), age, marital stmus, denial of family aad medic~.l care leave

~RTIFI~--~TION

I, the offu:ial named belay4 hereby awear tt~ I am duly audtorized to legally bind the pnx~pective
contractor to ~h¢ above d~scribed certification, I am fully aware tha~ this certification, e~cuted on the
d~e and in the caumy bdov~ is made under penalty of perjury ur~er aw laws of ~he $~ of ~fo~

John B. Meek Jr.

I --017592
1-017592



~U~A’~ION FOR (~. ~ N~ ~
ASSISTANCE ~. ~,~ s~M~n’~ ~. ~.~

Continuation of the Lower Mokelumae Rive
Watershed Stewardship Program

I /== 13=qStaqndard Fore1424 (ReV. 7-97)
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OMB Approval No. ~348-00~

Grant Program Catalog of Federal E stim~led Unobligated Funds New or Revised Budgel

or Aclivity Number FedeTal Non-Federal Federal Non-Federal Total
(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (~) (g)

Continuation Gr ~nt ~6541000 $G54,000

$                                      $                   $
TOtalS                                                                            $654,000                               $654,000

ObjectC1assCatog~ies (I~ Element 1    (2} Element 2 ’{3) Element 3 (4) (5)
a Personnel $ Watershed PI ~ Env. Fa~ $ Neotr. B£rd ~

e. Supplies $6,500 $6,500



(a) Grant Program                           (b) Applicant         (c) State ;, (d) Other SmJrc~s       (e) TOTALS

8 $ $

9.

12. TOTAL (sum of lines 8 = 11) $ $

13. Federal                                $                 $                 $
(This pro~os~l)                  $336,000          $84,665         $81,985            $84~085          $85,265

~5. TOTAL (sum of lines 13 and 14) $336,000 $84,665 " $81,985 $84,085 $85,265

16. $ $

~ n~n $318.000


