Public Comment
Instream Flow Criteria- Phase 4
Deadline: 4/18/14 by 12:00 noon

April 18, 2014

Felicia Marcus, Board Chair
Members of the Board
State Water Resources Control Board
c/o Jeanine Townsend, Clerk to the Board
1001 I Street, 24th Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Board Chair Marcus and Members of the Board,

4-16-14

Subject: Board Workshop: Recommendations for Developing Instream Flow Criteria for Priority
Tributaries (Phase 4)
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on Recommendations for Determining Regional Instream
Flow Criteria for Priority Tributaries to the Sacramento‐San Joaquin Delta (Delta Science Panel, February
2014). As our Executive Director, Tom Gohring, related in his verbal comments at your March 19, 2014
workshop, we read the DSP report with great interest. We note that the DSP approach is intended to
facilitate the State Water Resources Control Board in making relatively rapid progress on developing
landscape‐scale flow criteria for Central Valley streams.
As demonstrated in the Water Forum’s presentation at the Phase 4 Workshop, the DSP recommended
hybrid approach is nearly identical to the method we have used to develop the flow standard for the
lower American River. The most significant difference is that the flow standard for the American River is
not based on an extrapolation of regional findings but rather, site‐specific information. As the DSP
acknowledges, site‐specific flow setting approaches are more scientifically defensible.
We appreciate the Board’s recognition that our lower American River program has been proactive and is
advancing faster than the Phase 4 process. We intend to continue our coordination with your staff to
ensure that our approach remains consistent with the general approach adopted for the Phase 4.
The DSP recommendations emphasize the importance of stakeholder involvement. We appreciated
your comments at the workshop regarding the collaboration within the Water Forum. We have
benefited from diverse stakeholder involvement in implementing the many programs of the Water
Forum – including the development of the lower American River flow standard.
As you noted, processes involving diverse stakeholders are “messy.” Our process has, and continues to
be based on consensus. On April 2, Water Forum member Save the American River Association (SARA)
filed a complaint with the Board concerning the lower American River's water temperatures. This
complaint demonstrates that a healthy consensus process like ours has room for dissenting views. In
fact, SARA continues to participate actively in the Water Forum.
Notwithstanding SARA’s minority opinion, the other members of the Water Forum support the lower
American River flow standard and are committed to the ongoing collaborative process to develop a
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