State of California
State Water Resources Control Board
DIVISION OF WATER RIGHTS
P.O. Box 2000, Sacramento, CA 95812-2000
Tel: (916) 341-5300 Fax: (916) 341-5400
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/waterrights

ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION FOR PETITIONS

This form is required for all petitions.

Before the State Water Resources Control Board (State Water Board) can approve a petition, the State Water
Board must consider the information contained in an environmental document prepared in compliance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). This form is not a CEQA document. If a CEQA document has
not yet been prepared, a determination must be made of who is responsible for its preparation. As the
petitioner, you are responsible for all costs associated with the environmental evaluation and preparation of the
required CEQA documents. Please answer the following questions to the best of your ability and submit any
studies that have been conducted regarding the environmental evaluation of your project. If you need more
space to completely answer the questions, please number and attach additional sheets.

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED CHANGES OR WORK REMAINING TO BE COMPLETED

For a petition for change, provide a description of the proposed changes to your project including, but not limited
to, type of construction activity, structures existing or to be built, area to be graded or excavated, increase in
water diversion and use (up to the amount authorized by the permit), changes in land use, and project
operational changes, including changes in how the water will be used. For a petition for extension of time,
provide a description of what work has been completed and what remains to be done. Include in your
description any of the above elements that will occur during the requested extension period.

See Attachment A to Petition, and the accompanying Attachment B (maps), Attachment C (Weber Reservoir Environmental Affects Analysis, and
Attachment D (photographs).

insert the attachment number here, if applicable: 1
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Coordination with Regional Water Quality Control Board

For change petitions only, you must request consultation with the Regional Date of Request
Water Quality Control Board regarding the potential effects of your proposed

change on water quality and other instream beneficial uses. (Cal. Code Regs.,

tit. 23, § 794.) In order to determine the appropriate office for consultation, see: May 21, 2018
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/waterboards_map.shtml. Provide the '

date you submitted your request for consultation here, then provide the following

information.

Will your project, during construction or operation, (1) generate waste or
wastewater containing such things as sewage, industrial chemicals, metals, O Yes @ No
or agricultural chemicals, or (2) cause erosion, turbidity or sedimentation?

Will a waste discharge permit be required for the project? O Yes @ No

If necessary, provide additional information below:

On May 18, 2018, El Dorado Irrigation District (District) contacted Ms. Michelle Snap of the Central Valley RWQCB (916-464-4824,
michelle.snapp@waterboards.ca.gov) to notify her of the District's proposed 2018 water transfer. The CYRWQCB has not provided any comments
as of this date, but the District will notify staff if any comments are received. The District provided Ms. Snapp with a copy of the Petition and this EIP
concurrently with the filing of the Petition with the Division. Also see Attachment A to the Petition.

Insert the attachment number here, if applicable: 5

Local Permits

For temporary transfers only, you must contact the board of supervisors for the Date of Contact
county(ies) both for where you currently store or use water and where you propose
to transfer the water. (Wat. Code § 1726.) Provide the date you submitted May 21,2018

your request for consuitation here.

For change petitions only, you should contact your local planning or public works department and provide the
information below.

Person Contacted: Not applicable Date of Contact:
Department: Phone Number:
County Zoning Designation:
Are any county permits required for your project? If yes, indicate type below. O Yes @ No
[ ] Grading Permit [ ]Use Permit [ ] Watercourse [ ] Obstruction Permit
L—_| Change of Zoning DGeneraI Plan Change |:|Other (explain below)
If applicable, have you obtained any of the permits listed above? If yes, provide copies. O Yes @ No

If necessary, provide additional information below:
Not applicable.

Insert the attachment number here, if applicable:
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Federal and State Permits
Check any additional agencies that may require permits or other approvals for your project:
|:| Regional Water Quality Control Board El Department of Fish and Game
|:| Dept of Water Resources, Division of Safety of Dams |:| California Coastal Commission
|:| State Reclamation Board |:| U.S. Army Corps of Engineers |:| U.S. Forest Service
|:| Bureau of Land Management |:| Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
|:| Natural Resources Conservation Service
Have you obtained any of the permits listed above? If yes, provide copies. Q Yes @ No
For each agency from which a permit is required, provide the following information:

Agency Permit Type Person(s) Contacted Contact Date Phone Number
Not applicable.

If necessary, provide additional information below:

Although not required, the District served notice of the petition on May 21, 2018 to Lauren Mulloy, the Department of Fish & Wildlife's Region 2's
water rights staff contact, as well as Kevin Thomas, Region 2's Environmental Program Manager - Fisheries, at 1701 Nimbus Road, Rancho
Cordova, CA 95670, 916-358-2909. To date, CDFW has not provided any comments on the District's temporary transfer petition.

insert the attachment number here, if applicable:

Construction or Grading Activity

Does the project involve any construction or grading-related activity that has significantly () Yes (@) No
altered or would significantly alter the bed, bank or riparian habitat of any stream or lake?

if necessary, provide additional information below:

Not applicable.

insert the attachment number here, if applicable:
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Archeology

Has an archeological report been prepared for this project? If yes, provide a copy. OYes @ No
Will another public agency be preparing an archeological report? (OYes (8 No
Do you know of any archeological or historic sites in the area? If yes, explain below. OYes @ No

If necessary, provide additional information below:

Not applicable.

Insert the attachment number here, if applicable:

Photographs

For all petitions other than time extensions, attach complete sets of color photographs, clearly dated and
labeled, showing the vegetation that exists at the following three locations:

D Along the stream channel immediately downstream from each point of diversion
D Along the stream channel immediately upstream from each point of diversion

D At the place where water subject to this water right will be used

Maps

For all petitions other than time extensions, attach maps labeled in accordance with the regulations showing all
applicable features, both present and proposed, including but not limited to: point of diversion, point of
rediversion, distribution of storage reservoirs, point of discharge of treated wastewater, place of use, and
location of instream flow dedication reach. (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 23, §§ 715 et seq., 794.)

Pursuant to California Code of Regulations, title 23, section 794, petitions for change submitted without maps
may not be accepted.

All Water Right Holders Must Sign This Form:
I (we) hereby certify that the statements | (we) have furnished above and in the attachments are complete to
the best of my (our) ability and that the facts, statements, and information presented are true and correct to the

best of my (our) knowledge. Dated May 21, 2018 at Placerville, California
V én,li,
WaterRight Holder or Authorized Agent Signature Water Right Holder or Authorized Agent Signature
NOTE:

+ Petitions for Change may not be accepted unless you include proof that a copy of the petition was served on the
Department of Fish and Game. (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 23, § 794.)

* Petitions for Temporary Transfer may not be accepted uniess you include proof that a copy of the petition was served
on the Department of Fish and Game and the board of supervisors for the county(ies) where you currently store or use
water and the county(ies) where you propose to transfer the water. (Wat. Code § 1726.)
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water from the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta, via the Banks Pumping Plant, down the west
side of the Central Valley.

The District delivers SWP water from the Aqueduct through five delivery structures
(turnouts). From each turnout, water is delivered to landowners through approximately 12
miles of District-owned concrete-lined distribution canals and 10 miles of pipelines to
metered farm turnouts. In addition to the water distribution canals and pipelines, the District
owns a terminal reservoir to capture operational spills, whereby the final field deliveries can
be made directly from the reservoir. While this reservoir historically has been utilized,
privately owned storage reservoirs have since been constructed that supplant its operation. In
addition to the SWP supplies, water has been made available through programs for water
regulation and storage in off-site groundwater basins and from purchases, transfers, and
unbalanced exchanges from other water agencies.'

Kern County Water Agency
The Agency was created in 1961 by a special act of the California State Legislature and

serves as the local contracting entity for the SWP. The Agency participates in a wide scope
of water management activities, including water quality, flood control, and groundwater
operations to preserve and enhance Kern County's water supply.” The Agency covers all of
Kern County, is the second-largest participant in the SWP, and has long-term contracts with
13 local water districts, called Member Units, and Improvement District No. 4 (ID4) for
SWP water.

The Agency’s Member Units are:

o Belridge Water Storage District

o Berrenda Mesa Water District

o Buena Vista Water Storage District

o Cawelo Water District

e Henry Miller Water District

e Kern Delta Water District

e Lost Hills Water District

» Rosedale-Rio Bravo Water Storage District
o Semitropic Water Storage District

e Tehachapi-Cummings County Water District
e Tejon-Castac Water District

o  West Kern Water District

e Wheeler Ridge-Maricopa Water Storage District

Description is from Dudley Ridge Water District 2012 Agricultural Water Management Plan
http://www.kcwa.com/about_kcwa/about.shtml
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(SFAR), just upstream of its confluence with Folsom Lake. No migratory fish species are present in the
Weber Creek drainage due to the downstream presence of both Folsom Lake Dam and Nimbus Dam on
Lake Natoma.

The known fish fauna of Weber Reservoir predominantly consists of rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus
mykiss) and several non-native centrarchid (bass and sunfish) species. Other native fish species that may
potentially be present in Weber Reservoir include Sacramento sucker (Catostomus occidentalis),
California roach (Hesperoleucus symmetricus), and prickly sculpin (Cottus asper). Non-native fish
species that may be present include brown trout (Salmo trutta), largemouth bass (Micropterus salmoides),
smallmouth bass (M. dolomieu), spotted bass (M. punctulatus), bluegill (Lepomis macrochirus), green
sunfish (L. cyanellus), and common carp (Cyprinus carpio).

No special-status fish or amphibian species are present in Weber Reservoir. California red-legged frog
(CRLF) (Rana draytonii) were historically (but not currently) sighted in ponds adjacent to lower Weber
Creek. However, the only current population of CRLF in the upper Weber Creek watershed is located in a
63-acre area known as Spivey Pond, owned by the American River Conservancy. Bullfrogs and non-
native predatory fish are abundant in Weber Reservoir, precluding the possibility of the presence of CRLF
in the reservoir. CRLF breeding occurs from mid-December through early April along the margins and
shallow parts of natural or manmade ponds, or wide, slow sections of streams without predatory, non-
native fish species. Breeding sites require inundation into summer for tadpoles to reach a size for
metamorphosis.

Weber Creek

No special-status fish or amphibian species are currently known to be present in Weber Creek. CRLF are
present in the American River basin, and have been historically (but not currently) sighted in ponds
adjacent to lower Weber Creek (see discussion of Weber Reservoir).

Rainbow trout, a spring spawner, is the only native trout species in Weber Creek, with non-native brown
trout, a fall spawner, potentially present. Other fish species that may occur in Weber Creek are as
described for Weber Reservoir. According to past studies performed during the early 2000s, the benthic
macroinvertebrate (BMI) community in Weber Creek is somewhat less diverse and abundant than
compared to other west slope streams, due at least partially to consistently low stream flows. BMI are the
primary prey for trout and native fish species. Though most BMI species are present as various instars
(life history stages) throughout the year, BMI production is highest in spring.

Water Transfer Effects on Weber Reservoir

The maximum water transfer from Weber Reservoir of approximately 800 AF would be released at rates
less than the observed maximum monthly flow (10.3 cfs in September 2016) that has occurred during the
proposed transfer period over the past 5 years (since 2012) in Weber Creek (Table 1). The maximum
release rate during the period of water transfer release would be approximately 10 cfs.







would also not significantly affect movements or migrations of any fish or wildlife species. Weber
Reservoir typically has little to no inflow during the July to September timeframe of the proposed Water
Transfer. Adherence to minimum pool requirements (Division of Water Rights Order WR 2007-0035-
DWR) would further protect habitat for those fish species that are resident to Weber Reservoir. Therefore,
the Water Transfer would not interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites. The impact would be less than significant (i.e., not

unreasonable).

Water Transfer Effects on Weber Creek

The proposed Water Transfer would likely have temporary beneficial effects to aquatic resources in
Weber Creek, due to an increase in magnitude of the low flows currently released from Weber Reservoir;
minimum reservoir release to Weber Creek is approximately 1 cfs throughout the year, depending on the
previous month’s inflow and reservoir storage conditions. The maximum flow observed during the
proposed transfer period (July 1% through September 30™) over the past 5 years was 10.3 cfs (in 2016),
with an average monthly flow of about 2 cfs over that time period (see Table 1). The entire Weber
Reservoir Water Transfer would be up to approximately 800 AF, and would occur in July and September,
resulting in maximum streamflows in Weber Creek of approximately 10.0 cfs.

Differences in wetted channel width and wetted area along the stream margins between the proposed
Water Transfer and historic (over the past 5 years) conditions would be negligible, as average water depth
is expected to increase only up to 3 inches. Such changes in depths and water velocities to microhabitats
(riffles, pools, runs) in Weber Creek would not significantly affect existing cover values for fish, or
negatively affect the quality of food-producing (BMIs) riffles in those habitats. Direct adverse effects to
aquatic resources would also be negligible, as potential effects to existing instream habitats would be
minimal to negligible.

In addition to the magnitude of flows, the ramping rate of increased or decreased flows may also have the
potential to adversely affect aquatic resources if it occurs at a rate that could immediately displace or
strand fish or other aquatic resources. The Weber Dam and Reservoir Operations Manual identifies a
ramping rate from the reservoir such that changes in Weber Creek in-stream depth would not exceed 0.5
feet per hour as measured at Weber outlet gage W-3. This rate was approved by the Department as being
suitable for minimizing or preventing stranding or displacement of those fish species present below
Weber Dam. The Water Transfer would follow this specified ramping rate. Additionally, potential effects
of ramping would be further ameliorated with distance downstream from the release point.

The proposed project would temporarily provide slightly more water (up to 800 AF) in Weber Creek and
into SFAR, Folsom Lake, the lower American River, the lower Sacramento River, and into the Delta.
This slight flow increase, spread over the months of July and September, would have negligible effects on
river flows, aquatic habitats, water temperatures, and resulting movements or migrations of any fish or
wildlife species. Therefore, the Water Transfer would not interfere substantially with the movement of
any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory
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wildlife corridors, or impede fish spawning, fish rearing, and the use of native wildlife nursery sites. This
impact would not be an unreasonable effect on fish and wildlife.

Other instream beneficial uses include water quality, which would not be significantly affected by the
proposed Water Transfer. All water quality standards would be met with the Water Transfer.

The high refill capacity of Weber Reservoir ensures that sufficient carryover storage would be available
in future years to provide required minimum flows, though the refill and/or spring release pattern of
Weber Reservoir in 2019 would be subject to a refill/conveyance agreement developed by EID, the
Buyers, and DWR in close coordination with Reclamation. Benefits to the aquatic environment
downstream of Folsom Reservoir as a result of the Water Transfer are anticipated to be nominal even in a
year like 2018 when Central Valley Project and State Water Project deliveries are reduced given the small
volume of water being transferred. Assuming the total Water Transfer was released in July or September
2018 from Folsom Reservoir, the proposed project’s releases from Folsom Reservoir would account for
less than 0.5 percent of projected LAR flows during July and September 2018, under both Reclamation’s
Central Valley Operations 50 percent and 90 percent operational forecasts (based upon May 17,2018,
Central Valley Operations Update provided for the American River purveyors).
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Photo 1: Weber Reservoir and upstream habitat (Goo

e screen shot June 24, 2015




Photo 3: Folsom Lake and upstream habitat (Google Earth image screen shot June 24, 2015

Photo 4: Folsom Lake and downstream habitat e screen shot June 24, 2015
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Photo 6: Proposed place of use within Dudley Ridge Water District (typical) (Google Earth image screen shot May 18, 2018)




	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17
	Page 18
	Page 19
	Page 20
	Page 21
	Page 22
	Page 23
	Page 24
	Page 25
	Page 26
	Page 27
	Page 28
	Page 29
	Page 30
	Page 31
	Page 32
	Page 33
	Page 34
	Page 35
	Page 36
	Page 37
	Page 38
	Page 39
	Page 40
	Page 41
	Page 42
	Page 43
	Page 44
	Page 45



