Water Meeting 5/30/2024

Overall Appraisal Of the Process

O Lack Of Leadership

O Absence of Director Operations and Now His Resignation

O Little or NO confidence in what has been presented so far

O Told from beginning “this is an engineering problem”

O My job is “to find water for the developer”. Evidence of developer bias easily
interpreted by Maddaus as “what the customer wants”

O Breakdown in bidding process. Using same consultant for fourth time

O Asked in Improvements Meeting of Mr Sullivan. “Is this OK with you, John”. (Audio)

O No need for an urban plan. Lets save money. Unlike 2010



THIS IS A PLAN OF SPECULATION AND ASSUMPTION

ASSUMPTION #1. THE COSUMNES IS ASSUMED TO BE A CONSISTENT AND
RELIABLE SUPPLY OF WATER FOR A COMMUNITY OF 9,500 PEOPLE

Little concern is shown for revised climate policy and warming in the watershed.

Policy makers talk in terms of “when” and not “if”

No concern for the health of the watershed and the river which is scary

The winter runoff and low flow at the end of spring

Our water rights have been curtailed as recently as May 2022



ASSUMPTION #2. We Can Use Clementia Reservoir as a potable source and an

emergency supply of water

« The West Yost Story. $15,000. Talked to SWRCB but only about Clementia Quality

« SWRCB sent textbook response. Assumed CSD already had rights

* | met with Div Water Quality and was then asked to meet jointly with Division of
Water Rights and Dive of water quality

« Clementia may require an amended permit to change its purpose of use from
Recreational to Municipal use

« Clementia is permitted to store water from the river, but there is a restrictive
clause in the permit 16762 that allows only 3,900 af of water to be stored after
diversion.

 If you put that water in Clementia....you must do so at the expense of Calero

* The detail is on the SOLOS website in a series of letters addressing Storage and

Drainage.



 What does it take to amend a permit. (I am told this type of amendment to potable
use is difficult)

 Time and money (lots). The problems magnify with protest

 All this arose from a 1979 protest when PTF built Lake Calero. Its all on the
SOLOS website

« Who might protest? “Me and You” + Van Vleck Ranch + Downriver users who

protested in 1979+Friends of the River+Fish and Game

Assumption #3. Permit 16412 will lead us to the promised land

« A 1950 Permit with 400 acre feet of water that can be used in summer for
irrigation.

It has minor storage

« CSD has petitioned to change the area of scope to “all of Rancho Murieta”

« Suggested we could then use this raw water to water our golf courses

 We would then take our recycled water we make and give that to houses for

landscape watering



« THIS IS NUTS! In 1920, Granlee Family built an irrigation ditch (THE CIA) because
you cant get water below Granlee’s dam in low flow summers. The water goes
underground. In 2021, we gave Ms Anderson water from Clementia to water
alfalfa. The river was at ZERO flow. Even CIA did not work

« Historical flows, especially August and September are extremely low

« | am hoping this idea is already abandoned

e If you want protest...... this will get it for you. Put clean, raw water on your golf

courses.

THIS PLAN IGNORES RMCSD’s BIGGEST PROBLEM. WE DO NOT HAVE ENOUGH
WATER STORAGE TO SUPPORT 4,000 HOUSES PLUS COMMERCIAL AND PARK
USES AND 9,500 USERS.

| LEARNED THAT EXPANSION AT THIS LEVEL WILL GENERATE A SWRCB REVIEW
OF OUR SYSTEM



STORAGE IN A NUTSHELL. (Details on the SOLOS Website)

O 3,900 af of diversion

O CSD lost 650 af of water to evaporation from May 31 to November 1

O CSD has 450af of dead storage in very shallow lakes

O How is water quality impacted if you drain Calero at buildout

O With 2,800 af of “net water” when we stop pumping.....how much water is available
on November 1

O What happens if the river is curtailed on November 1. How long can we last

O What happens in year two of extended drought.

O How do you get water. (Hurricane Katrina Trailers?)

O If annual use (per Maddaus) is 3250 af per year....you never have a one year supply

O These plans make conservation inevitable

O How much conservation? What is the economic impact of 30% ? 50% ?

O CONSERVATION IS NOT A PLANNING TOOL. CONSERVATION IS A POLICY



Finally.....Clementia Drainage in a nutshell

O Clementia fills itself without river water.

O See the chart in the Clementia Blog on the SOLOS website

O 1,100 acre watershed...North and East of the Lake

O We have put average 100af of water in it from the river every year (the swim fill)
O License says replace with the river only for evaporation and seepage

O Development above Clementia makes all that drainage “urban stormwater”

O Urban stormwater cannot touch our lakes

O Urban stormwater can radically Kill the value of Clementia as an RMA asset

O If you kill drainage, the only way to refill Clementia is go back in the River

O YOU DO NOT HAVE A PERMIT TO DO THAT



GO GET A PERMIT OR TRY TO GET A PERMIT. WHEN YOU ARE DONE, COME
BACK AND GO A NEW INTEGRATED WATER MASTER PLAN....NOT AN ASSUMPTIVE
EXERCISE. WHILE YOU ARE AT IT, GET A PERMIT FOR AN EMERGENCY SUPPLY
OF WATER.

STOP FOOLING YOURSELF THAT YOU CAN SUPPORT 9,500 PEOPLE WITH AN
EMERGENCY WELL.

WE DO NOT NEED A “WATER WAR” TO SOLVE THIS.

WE HAVE BEEN ADVISED TO START A DIALOG WITH THE COUNTY TO MAKE THEM
AWARE OF OUR ISSUES WITH THE WATER SUPPLY.

YOUR “BIG REVEAL” WILL DETERMINE WHERE THE COMMUNITY GOES FROM
HERE






