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PROCEEDI NGS

(8:42 a.m)
MR HOGAN: My nanme is Ken Hogan. |I'mwth
the Federal Energy Regulatory Commssion. |I'ma

fishery biologist, and I amthe project coordinator
for the Santa Felicia project.

|'d like to start today w th having
everybody introduce thenselves. |[|f you could say
your nane, spell your nanme, and who you are with for
the court reporter, 1'd appreciate it. This is on
the record, and the transcripts will be available in
about 10 days on the Comm ssion's Wb site under the
e-library. So if anybody wants a copy of this
nmeeting, the transcripts are there. If you' re not

famliar with how to navigate our Wb site, catch ne

during a break and 1'll be happy to help you with
t hat .
Phi | ?

MR PETERS: |I'mPhil Peters. I'mwth

FERC s Ofice of General Counsel, and I'mthe
attorney assigned to this case.

M5. HOLSOPPLE: [|'m Carolyn Hol soppl e
Ca-r-o-l-y-n Ho-l-s-0-p-p-1-e, and for this
project, I'lIl be | ooking at special resources as

wel | as threatened and endangered speci es.
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M5. CARTER M nane is Emly Carter, and I'm
an environnmental biologist at FERC, and |I'm | ooki ng
at the recreation | and use and studi es.

MR CARPENTER |'m Matt Carpenter from
ENTRI X, I ncorporated, and I'ma consultant to the

applicant United Water.

MR PAUL: I'mDlip Paul, Di-Il-i-p, Paul,
P-a-u-1. I'mwth the Forest Service.

M5. PURPUS: |'m Linda Purpus, P-u-r-p-u-s,
wth United Water Conservation District. |'mthe

envi ronnent al coordi nat or.

MR CARDENAS: |'m Maurice Cardenas, with the
Departnent of Fish and Gane. |'ma fishery
bi ol ogi st .
Want ne to spell it?

THE REPORTER:  Sure.

MR, CARDENAS: Ma-u-r-i-c-e Ga-r-d-e-n-a-s.

MR DELLITH Chris Dellith of the U . S. Fish
and Wldlife Service, last nane is D-e-l-1-i-t-h,
and I'ma fish and wldlife biologist.

M5. COURTNEY: Betty Courtney, environnental
scientist, Departnent of Fish and Gane,
Co-u-r-t-n-e-y.

MR, EDMONDSON:  Ji m Ednondson,

E- d- m 0- n-d-s-0-n. I|'mhere on behal f of Cal Trout.
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|'"ve been a staff person for over 20 years.

MR COHEN: Ti m Cohen, C-o0-h-e-n, Rancho
Tenescal, T-e-me-s-c-a-|.

MR NELSEN. |'m Alan Nelsen, A-l-a-n
N-e-l-s-e-n. I'mwth the Water Resource
Engi neeri ng Associ at es.

MR DI CKENSON: |'m John, J-o-h-n, D ckenson,
D-i-c-k-e-n-s-0-n, engineering departnent nanager.
Uni ted Water Conservation District.

M5. KINNUN. Mchelle Kinnun, K-i-n-n-u-n,

Uni ted Water Conservation District.

MR HOGAN: Ckay. Thank you very nuch.

The reason for this nmeeting today is to
see how studies are proceeding in this two-year
study plan that United has proposed and has been
I mpl emrenting, and to get an idea of what's on track,
what's not on track, any issues that may have been
raised as a result of the prelimnary study results
or if there's things that have not been done to the
agency standards which should be getting done
differently. We'd like for hear all that
information today. And at this tine I'd like to
turn it over to, | guess --

Are you going to --

MR CARPENTER Wuld you like to start,
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John?
MR DICKENSON. Well, 1'Il just introduce
you, | guess.

"' m John Di ckenson with United Water
We enbarked on a pretty anbitious study plan |ast
year. Mst of you were involved with the
formul ati ng of those study plans. A lot of the
effort focused around our annual conservation
rel ease. W spent this year's budget primarily
gathering the data, that survey that provides the
anal yses that you all will need for conditioning a
license for Santa Felicia project.

And with that, 1'Il turn it over to
Matt Carpenter from ENTRI X, who has been doing the
majority of the studies. W have been using
subconsul tants and i ndependent consultants. The
district staff has been doing sone of the study work
t hensel ves, particularly in the field of water
quality and sonme of the other ones that we're
infinitely famliar wth.

Later on today we'll have our
hydrol ogi st join us, and he has a presentati on on
this year's release and the state of flows fromthe
Santa Felicia. And with that, "Il turn it over to

Matt Carpenter.
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MR. CARPENTER  Thanks, John. 1'Il stand
over here by these maps to gi ve people sone
per specti ve.

Before | get started tal king about the
studies that we're currently engaged in, | wanted to
go ahead and famliarize everyone with the watershed
that we're dealing with here. Qur area of focus for
the Santa Felicia project includes to about two
m | es upstream of Lake Piru, going all the way down
through the |lake, lower Piru Creek to the
Santa Clara River confluence. That's what we cal
our focus study area. W have kind of an area of
nore general study that includes the Santa O ara
River as it goes down to the ocean. United has the
facility further downstream And sone of their
operations up here are connected to that facility
downstream so we've been | ooking at nore focused --
sone focus studies on the Santa Cara R ver proper,
but the primary area of focus is the | ake area and
Piru Creek bel ow the dam

As it was nentioned, in terns of kind
of our consultation history, last -- or a year ago
Novenber, Novenber 2002 -- or Decenber 2002; |'m
sorry -- we net wwth the stakeholders for this

project and kind of broke into focus study groups to



20040205- 0412 | ssued by FERC OSEC 02/ 05/2004 in Docket#: P-2153-000

© 00 N o o b~ wWw N P

N N N N NN P PR R R R R R R
ag A W N P O O 00 N o O p»d W N -~ O

devel op plans that would be ultinmately approved by
FERC to address the concerns of the stakehol ders and
get us to the point where we could pull that
information together into an Exhibit E for the fina
appl i cation.

What happened al ong the way was we cane
up with a revised project schedule. And I think
everybody's got the handout, but |'ve included that
inthere, and a lot of the itens in the initial part
of this table show that that was really trying to
get the study plans approved and that was a very
fast-paced process. So starting in about June we
start the inplenenting, or conducting, a lot of the
studi es that we had outlined, and we continue to do
that probably all the way until July of 2004 to
collect all the data necessary, whether it be |inked
to seasonal resources or, you know, any nunber of
ot her factors, but that's what we're | ooking at and
taking it. W started in earnest in June and really
hit alot -- we did a lot of study work starting in
Septenber prior to the conservation rel ease that
John mentioned. There were a |ot of studies that
were focused around that and bracketed. So right
now, we're noving al ong.

On the next page, we put together a
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table that outlines the project study status, and,
you know, in some cases, it says the study is
ongoi ng, neani ng, you know, there's sanpling,
nmonitoring formoccurring, or that the fieldwrk has
been conpl eted and that, you know, we're in a
dat a- anal ysi s phase or sonething to that effect. So
we've initiated -- of our 29 studies, | think we've
initiated at least 22 of them Mst are closely
tied to field-season oriented things where we had to
gat her, for instance, sumertinme recreation data or
history flow data related to conservation rel eases.
So at this tinme we have a nunber of

studi es where the fieldwork has been conpleted and
we're ready to take the next step in bringing focus
study groups back together to decide how to best
anal yze that data so that we can ultinmately get the
condition via the |icense.

MR HOGAN: Do you have a schedul e for that
for focus groups and --

MR CARPENTER  Yeah. |It's near term and
was hoping to achieve that today, but |I'mlooking at
over the next nonth, maybe even over the next few
weeks.

MR HOGAN: Not all parties are here today.

MR CARPENTER Right. Right. But we'll

10
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reach out to the people that we' ve been dealing with
in the past. Probably nake a general announcenent
as wel | .

Let's see. You can kind of flip
t hrough here, and you can see --

Wuld you like me to go through every
study? Wuld that be the nost appropriate?

MR HOGAN: Yeah. That would be good to say
where you are on that study, what's left to be done,
and if you have kind of an idea for a conpletion
dat e.

MR CARPENTER Ckay. Gkay. On this sane
page that has the tables, there's sone detailed
text, but I"'mgoing to use this table for now
because it's right in front of me and I don't have
to flip all the pages, but you can | ook through
ei ther way.

Qur study Nunmber 1 is our Water Quality
Monitoring Program That's a study that's being
conducted by United's staff in coordination with ny
teamat ENTRI X, but it's primarily happeni ng, at
| east in data collection form under their
direction, and that's an ongoi ng nonthly process.
W have tenperature data being collected, water

quality sanples --

11
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MR DICKENSON: Wndmll is conpleted.

MR CARPENTER  Yeah. And the |ake-related
water quality information has been coll ected today.
And at this tine we're looking to bring that
i nformation together and start anal yzi ng and
interpreting it for the Exhibit E

Study Nunber 2 --

MR HOGAN: Do you have a conpletion date or
at least a draft for the Board?

MR CARPENTER Well, in many cases | think
we're think | ooking at incorporating these into the
draft Exhibit E in Septenber of '04. | guess it's
possible to rel ease data as it conmes avail abl e, but
| know that's what we're trying to shoot for right
now.

MR HOGAN: So you're planning on doing a
draft early in Septenber?

MR. CARPENTER:  Yeah.

MR HOGAN: In our letter which we requested
quarterly reports and so forth, we figured as soon
as you got studies conpleted, you could submt those
wth the quarterly report. It would give us an
opportunity to collect comments on those as you
conpl eted t hem

MR CARPENTER | think that that study is

12
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still ongoing. | nmean, not all of the field data is
col l ected --
MR HOGAN: |'mnot expecting it for studies

that are ongoing but studies that are conpl et ed.

The agency is confortable with just getting a

draft -- one docunment at the end in Septenber.

W' re confortable wwth that too. W just had a
thought that with the quarterly reports if you
conpleted a study, or at least a draft of the study,
you could file that the next quarter and give the
agencies tine to invite comments and address those
comments. But 1'll leave that up to the agencies.
VW won't deal with that.

MR MC EACHRON: Matt, so you know, the two
itens that are remaining in our study -- one is the
inflowinto the | ake and getting the sanples of the
tributaries. I'mgoing to go up there tonorrow
actually and see if one of themare flow ng because
we don't know if we're going to get another rain
event .

And the other thing is, we put the
tenmperature nonitors in at the very begi nning of
Septenber, and we'll be keeping those in for one
year. So we'll be pulling those out in Septenber.

MR PETERS: Wuld you mnd stating your

13



20040205- 0412 | ssued by FERC OSEC 02/ 05/2004 in Docket#: P-2153-000

© 00 N o o b~ wWw N P

N N N N NN P PR R R R R R R
ag A W N P O O 00 N o O p»d W N -~ O

nane. W have a court reporter

THE WTNESS: |'m Murray McEachron. |I'mwth
United Wter. MEachron, Mc-E-a-c-h-r-o-n

MR HOGAN:.  Yes?

MR CARDENAS: Do you want the agency to
coment now as to whether we would prefer the
rel easing of data studi es?

MR, HOGAN:  Sure.

MR CARDENAS: | think I'd like to have it in
sone interval order

MR CARPENTER  To kind of take a step back,
there are a nunber of studies where we're doing that
because we described it that way in the study plan
package. For instance, instreamflows, we've
col l ected data, and we're getting to a point right
now where we want to engage the agencies and the
st akehol ders in determ ning what the next analyti cal
step is going to be.

So in sone cases, we have data in its
raw form |t probably isn't nearly as val uable as
bringing it to another useful formand the engagi ng
the agencies to determ ne because what -- because we
had this call back in Septenber for instance, with
respect to interstreamflows where we weren't

exactly sure what species we're managing for. And

14
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so we're |l ooking at the data that we collected and
we need to engage the stakeholders in order to
determ ne what we're going to focus on.

MR CADENAS:. You said you started surveys,
for instance, in July, was it?

MR CARPENTER. Wel|, sonme surveys started in
July. But, like, for instance, instreamflows, we
didn't do anything until md Cctober.

MR CARDENAS: So we can actually start
conpiling that data and backtrack it into a
quarterly survey.

MR HOGAN: | think what FERC had a vision of
I's, once there was a draft report if submtted with
the quarterly progress reports, then you could have
it before Septenber. At |east you' d have a report
at that point. But the agencies are saying that
they would benefit fromthe raw data.

MR. CADENAS: Yeah, yeah.

MR. HOGAN: Do you have a problem submtting
that with the quarterly reports as you have thenf

MR CARPENTER | guess as long as it's been
reduced into a formthat -- | nean, unless you want
data sheets and the whole --

MR CARDENAS: You entered that into a flow

sheet; right?

15
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MR. CARPENTER. Yeah. And that's kind of
where we're at right now, is we're plugging and
checki ng sonme of our data.

MR CARDENAS: | think it would be worthwhile
to have that information just because we may have
sonme questions that cone up with the data, and it
woul d be nice to take it at the initial step --
right? -- than at the very end.

MR HOGAN: And we look at this as, you know,
we're on a very tight schedul e here and woul d rat her
flush out issues sooner rather than later

MR CARPENTER | think we've identified the
nunber of studies where that is going to happen.
There's other studies that they're just not going to
be at that step, and a ot of themare informational
in nature. For instance, you know, sone of the
recreational facility information that's really just
an inventory, we haven't received any input that
says, you know, "W need that in six nonths ahead of
the draft application.” It just needs to be in the
draft application.

But there are other studies where the
st akehol ders are driving the analysis. That's where
we would -- for instance, wildlife special status

species, here is the original map. It's the result

16



20040205- 0412 | ssued by FERC OSEC 02/ 05/2004 in Docket#: P-2153-000

© 00 N o o b~ wWw N P

N N N N NN P PR R R R R R R
ag A W N P O O 00 N o O p»d W N -~ O

of the survey work that we've done and engaged them
What's the next step? And then collect additiona
information. But that woul d be based on information
we woul d provide to the agencies. It wouldn't be us
just telling them "This is what we want to do." It
woul d be sitting down, everybody's |ooking at the
same thing, and deciding where we go fromthere.

MR EDMONSON: Can | just add a few points
for clarification? Has it been determ ned what
style or type this licensing process was to be?

MR HOGAN: This is a traditional |icensing
process.

MR EDMONSON:  And then, secondly, when the
release of this information is done, is it solely
t hrough the agencies or is it to all interveners?

MR HOGAN: It would be to all interveners,
to all parties.

MR EDMONSON:  Thank you.

MR HOGAN: Traditionally this information
should be filed wth the quarterly report and put on
the Comm ssion's Wb site and nade available to
ever ybody.

MR DI CKENSON: We al so have to consider that
whi |l e some of these studies relate to one anot her,

and in fact sonme studies proceed others or

17
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1 necessarily proceed others, others are stand-al one.
2 And so the stand-al one ones could be submtted in a
3 draft formin accordance exactly as proposed, but
4 sonme of the sequential ones won't ever be
5 stand-al one. They're going to cone out in Exhibit E
6 and be included. Right?
7 MR HOGAN: R ght. | understand that's where
8 you have a lot of intertw ned studies, but there are
9 stand- al one studies that are provided in the
10 quarterly report. The agencies and everybody here
11 Is working on a very tight time frame. So rather
12 than get the entire docunent in Septenber, if they
13 can have sonething in June -- you know, half of
14 It -- that gives themthat nmuch nore tinme and hel ps
15 everybody's schedul es out.
16 We're | ooking at a Decenber 31
17 deadl ine, and that's not just me saying it. That's
18 ny office director who signed the letter, and he's
19 followng this very closely. |I'mhere to stress
20 Decenber 31. You know, the agencies -- we want to
21 hel p the agenci es out any way that we can because
22 everyone is extrenely busy. So if we can get data
23 to themor a draft study before the Exhibit E they
24 can | ook at, that hel ps.
25 "1l let the agencies and United during



20040205- 0412 | ssued by FERC OSEC 02/ 05/2004 in Docket#: P-2153-000

© 00 N o o b~ wWw N P

N N N N NN P PR R R R R R R
ag A W N P O O 00 N o O p»d W N -~ O

your first groups as to how to anal yze data which
you say is going to take place within the next nonth
or so decide how you want to provide the data, and
woul d expect maybe a summary of how that neeting
goes --

MR. CARPENTER:  Sure.

MR HOGAN: -- filed with the Conm ssion.

MR CARDENAS: | was wondering, if it |ooks
as if we want to nodify sonething that we realize
that we maybe agreed to a certain process or
procedure earlier on when we had these initia
nmeetings that we would Iike to cone in and say that,
wel |, rather than have that, we realize that we were
wong and we'd |like to have that nodified, would it
be right now that we do this or --

MR HOGAN: Wen he conmes up to that study
and you find a flaw in something that's going on and
you realize there was a m stake, go ahead and bring
it up. |If you want sonething nodified, what | would
recommend is that you file it witing -- 1'd like to
hear it today, but file it in witing with
significant justification. Let's say there's a
study, and you found a new species, that's
significant justification. | don't know what you're

t hi nking of, but just good support for it and we

19
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will consider it.

MR, CARDENAS: Sure.

MR CARPENTER So the water quality
nmonitoring programis well under way and is expected
to be conpleted in Septenber of 2004.

Study 2 is Geonorphol ogy and Channel
Mai nt enance Flows. This study was initially -- it
| ooked to the fall of 2003 to initiate this study.
The recent fire activity that we had in the fall
kind of left us with conpleting other studies and
not starting this one until right now, and we've
conpl eted our Level 1 Rozgin (phonetic) style
geonor phi ¢ reach break analysis so that we could
start stratifying lower Piru Creek into geonorphic
units. And starting in February, this nmonth, we'll
be conducting quantitative anal yses throughout the
| ower Piru Creek channel to support sedi nent
transport anal ysis, channel maintenance fl ow
restriction, and things of that nature.

That process, the data collection
phase, nmost of it will occur in February, but we're
al so going to be | ooking at the post-spring runoff
to | ook at areas of deposition and things of that
nature since our rainfall in this area happens in a

relatively small window. So again, this is a study

20
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that we're anticipating having conpl eted sonetine
during the sumrer of 2004.
| ndi cators of hydraulic alteration --

MR PETERS: Can | ask one question?

MR, CARPENTER  Yes.

MR PETERS: (Going back to Nunmber 1, what was
the rationale for using the two mles that you
referred to where the --

MR HOGAN:  Upstreanf

MR PETERS: -- upstreamfromthe creek, the
di stance that you referred to?

MR CARPENTER | think that property, there
are five dec boundaries that were first defined by

the dec. The two mles, | don't know how accurate

that is, but it sounds right. | don't have the FERC

background on ny map so...

MR DI CKENSON: Yeah. O course, fromthe
| ake, distance is going to vary dramatically with
the | ake | evel because the |ake shifts horizontally
as the water level falls.

MR HOGAN: Fromthe high watermark?

MR DI CKENSON: Fromthe high watermark, it's
right at the high watermark. Just above the --

MR PETERS: So not into the creek, just the

reservoir. |Is that what you're saying?

21
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MR HOGAN: Well, the creek is part of the
reservoir.

MR DI CKENSON: Hi gh water is actually -- the
proj ect boundaries are actually defined as to the
top of the damas if the damwere about to
overspill, so the five boundaries do go up the
creek. Normal maximumis 30 feet or 40 feet bel ow
that, which nakes for a long stretch of the creek.
That's in the project neasures. There's a USGS weir
that we visited yesterday that says as a project
manager .

MR HOGAN:  You can use the weir from Santa

Felicia Damas a reference, how far upstream from

t he dam
MR CARPENTER Ckay. | think I can do that.
To take a quick step back, we actually
have -- in our mappi ng exercises we have river mle

stationed Piru Creek and Santa Cara River so that
we can have this consistently and where we're

tal ki ng about facilities, study sights and things of
that nature. River mle 0.0 for, quote, Piru Creek
bei ng the confluence for the Santa Cara River. W
nove upstream Al these maps have tick marks,
tenth-of-a-mle tick marks on them You get up to

the dam at about river mle 6.2, and if we draw a
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straight line through here through the | ake and the
extent of inundation is in the neighborhood of River
Mle 10. So we're tal king about roughly four mles
upstream of the damitself.

MR PETERS:. Thank you, Matt.

MR CARPENTER  Sure. Ckay. Indicators of
Hydraulic Alteration, this is a study that is being
conduct ed col | aboratively between ny team at ENTRI X
and United Water with Murray McEachron here. W're
in that process. There was an | HA study conduct ed
in the original application, and when we engaged in
t he study-group process to conme up with these study
pl ans, we determ ned that the best approach woul d be
to incorporate -- that study was kind of a nore
base- and-scal e study and we're kind of focusing on
Piru Creek itself within that |arger framework. So
we' re kind of enhancing an existing study, but it
required us to take kind of a fresh |look at all of
the data. So that process is ongoing in acquiring
historic data and building a data base that w |
support conducting that analysis. So this is a
study that is also slated for conpletion in sumer
of 2004.

And this is also -- in sonme ways this

i ncludes beta flows anal ysis | ooking at surface
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wat er - groundwat er interaction related to
conservation rel eases and hydrol ogi c response of the
Santa O ara basin and the groundwater and surface
waters that are included there.

Study 4 is Vegetation Mapping. This is
a study that the field survey work is conpleted. W
recently conpleted our draft G S mapping. These
maps represent that effort. These still need to be
QL d, but | thought I'd bring themjust to
denonstrate that we've done what we said we were
going to do, and this is the type of product that
fol ks shoul d expect, along wth, you know, a
met hodol ogy and di scussion of the results.

Wth this study, this is the kind of
study that we will have -- we can provide in the
next quarterly report because we have at |east a
summary of this information witten up. You know,
part of our challenge with providing results to the
stakehol ders is that witing for the Exhibit Eis a
little different than witing for a techni cal
report. And so to the extent that we can be brief
here, you know, and be dat a- heavy-di scussion
limted -- because we'd |like to save that discussion
for the Exhibit E unless it's pertinent at this

time. But for a study like this, we want to convey
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1 to FERC and the stakehol ders what we've collected
2 today, and frankly, we're not at a point where we're
3 ready to analyze it in the context of the project.
4 W' re | ooking at what the resources are strictly as
5 an inventory, and | think that's what was asked for
6 in the study-plan package.
7 MR HOGAN: Does that sound feasible to the
8 agenci es?
9 MR CARPENTER:  Maurice?
10 MR. CARDENAS: Can | go back real quick to
11 Nunmber 2?
12 MR. CARPENTER  Ckay.
13 MR CARDENAS: | wanted to know, John had
14 mentioned a while ago that they were going to try to
15 limt natural flows below Felicia Dam and | was
16 wondering if that is still -- does that still |ook
17 l'i ke you're going to do that, limt the summt
18 flows, natural summt flows?
19 MR DI CKENSON: Wl |, Yeah. W do that now
20 as our water rights dictate that we rel ease natura
21 flowup to 5 cfs. That's the way our water rights
22 are spelled out.
23 MR CARDENAS: And you're going to shut off
24 fl ows where you have indicated to show t hat

N
a1

that's --
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MR DI CKENSON: Right. W have a formula we
could share with everyone that we' ve devel oped to
descri be what the natural flows are, because, of
course, there's that significant project upstream of
us, Pyramd, that filters hydrologically on the
inflow. So the Blue Point gauge upstream of the
project is a natural flow, you know, so there's
ot her things that have to go into determ ni ng what
the natural flow would have been were Pyram d not
t here.

MR HOGAN: John, correct me if I'm wong,
but your water right and m ninmumflow requirenent is
5 cfs or inflow, whichever is less, but it's
definitely not a maxi num cap.

MR DI CKENSON: No. Wait.

MR HOGAN: |If you wanted to put nore than
5 cfs down through the system you coul d.

MR DI CKENSON: That cones out our
appropriated water, 5 cfs. Qur appropriation gives
us everything over 5 cfs.

MR HOGAN:. Just the way that you had it
phrased, you sounded |ike you had it capped at 5 cfs
| just wanted to clarify that.

MR CARDENAS: M point really was, when you

do t hese geonor phol ogy and channel mai ntenance
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flows, are you going to be doing that new subregine
m ni mum fl ows where they' |l be having that data for
t hose ki nd of rel eases?

MR CARPENTER. Wl |, the channel naintenance
flows, the way that they' re devel oped are based on

the local hydrol ogy, including disorder hydrol ogy.

But channel maintenance flows are a different event.

It provides sone opportunity to, you know, flush
sedinments and things like that, and to the extent
possi ble m ni mum you know, natural conditions as
opposed to regul ated conditions. In this case,
right now you're getting probably sonmewhere in the
nei ghbor hood of the right flowin terns of quantity
of flow, but it's happening in a different tinme of
the year than would occur in nature.
It's happening in Cctober. Channel

mai nt enance flow, if we come up with -- if we
predict a nunber, it mght be 300, 400 cfs for a
sanple, or sonething like that, and that's what
mai nt enance flows are kind of all about.

MR CARDENAS: You're tal king about higher
flow conditions rather than --

MR CARPENTER  Sedi nent transport.

MR CARDENAS: | was way off. You're talking

about --
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MR CARPENTER: To clarify, channe
mai nt enance flows are closely -- or they're directly
or related to sedinent transport. So that's what
we're going to be collecting information to find
out .

MR CARDENAS: Ckay. Sorry.

MR EDMONSON: Would you al so agree with ne
t hat channel maintenance fl ows can have a | arger
ef fect beyond the geonorphic condition of the
channel and sedinment: i.e., sea-setting vegetation
| arge woody debris, fish stock and all those kind of
activities?

MR CARPENTER  Sure. Sure. | think the way
we get to the nunber is nore a play to the
geonor phol ogy. There's wood recruitnent and all
kind of things that -- you know, flood plain
interaction. You know, that's part of the analysis.

St an?

MR GLOMCKI: Are these studies going to be
al so evaluating effects to aquatic species during
the tinme of the year that these studies are done,
aquatic species that are actual present, and wll
they al so address the effects to steel head which
aren't there now but some day could be in the

syst enf
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MR. HOGAN: Before you answer that, Stan,
woul d you identify yourself.

MR GLOMCKI: |I'm Stan d owacki,

Cal Fishery; Stan, last name GI|-o0-wa-c-k-i

MR CARPENTER Ckay. So you're asking about
the effects that of the species based on channel
mai nt enance, prescribed channel maintenance flows?

MR GLOMCKI: Do these studies just
effect -- just tal k about geonorphol ogy or are they
tal ki ng about species?

MR CARPENTER Like |I said, it's based on
geonor phi ¢ principles, but any change to the license
conditions, we'd have to -- sonebody is |ooking at
the effects to the other resources, not just, you
know, the benefits to, you know, sedinment and things
like that. It has to be evaluated in the -- nore
t he creek-as-an-organi sm context.

MR DI CKENSON: What's the relationship
bet ween this geonorphic instreamflow that we're
tal ki ng about, and the -- I'msorry channe
mai nt enance flows and the instreamflows? Maybe
these flows are considered under the instreamfl ow
studies, and that's where the --

MR CARPENTER | think that there's

information that was collected in Study 14, the
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instreamflow study that will help -- wll
facilitate maki ng decisions or calling inpact out as
a result of predicted or projected or prescribed
channel maintenance flows. So | think that we kind
of have enough -- we will have information in place
to conduct that analysis of effects on, you know,
fish, for instance.

MR GLOMCKI: Thank you

MR PETERS: |If | could ask one nore question
just so | can understand. This sounds like a trick
| awyer question, | know, but it's not neant to be.
| just want to understand the issue.

Let's say hypothetically, John,
yesterday the flow from Pyram d down was 20 cfs.
How woul d that effect your 5 cfs rel ease bel ow the
dan? What's the relationship between those two?

MR DI CKENSON: | would have to research the
wat er-ri ghts docunents, but | believe that that's
what that 5 cfs -- and it sounds like a cap --
means, is that we have the water rights fromthe
State Water Resource Control Board to appropriate
wat er above 5 cfs. And by appropriation here in
California, we nean that we're allowed to store that
water, making it then forward in tine. It's forward

intinme to the creek. |If we release that at a
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future point, it is appropriated water, and it's no
| onger natural water.

MR PETERS: GCkay. Thank you

MR. CARPENTER  Does anybody have any nore
questions about this anal ysis?

(No audi bl e response.)

MR CARPENTER So we tal ked about the
vegetation mapping. | think | described that. Wre
there any questions related to Study 4 after we took
a step back?

(No audi bl e response.)

MR CARPENTER. Ckay. We'll go ahead and
nmove on. W have two nore studies focused on
vegetation: Study 5 and Study 6. Study 5 is
Speci al Status Plant Survey, or rare plant surveys,
and Study 6 is a Noxious Wed Survey. Those are
season-dependant. They're spring surveys. They
happened during the course the three i ndependent
months in the spring and early summer where we're at
here in Southern California, and we're actually
goi ng to be conducting those surveys starting in
| ate March or early April. W have that kind of
flexibility with the way the protocol is spelled
out .

Betty?
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M5. COURTNEY: How nuch of that study area
was burned in the Piru fire?

MR CARPENTER | don't know that offhand. |
mean, that would be sonething we could | ook into.
I"msure Ventura County has sone burn area as does
the forest service, but | have no idea how nuch of
t he subwat er bur ned.

MR DI CKENSON: There was sone burned. The
study area under the watershed wasn't a significant
study area for the plants. They're nostly
associated with the Piru Creek corridor and not a
| ot of that burned.

MR. CARPENTER  Yeah. The buffer that we
have, sone of it was burned, but | honestly can't
tell you what percentage nmay have burned.

MR DICKENSON: It's a good question. |
woul d guess 15 percent.

M5. COURTNEY: |Is there a way to get that
information in the next couple weeks?

MR CARPENTER | suppose. | nean, we woul d
be dependent on sone ot her agencies and their
ability to provide that information, because ny
reaction right nowis that Ventura County i s going
to have information in one shape or formand the

Forest Service is going to have that information.
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And they're going to be not tied together, so we'l]l
have to seek that out.

MR MC EACHRON: | think | have A S of the
ar ea.

MR. CARPENTER: Do you?

MR MC EACHRON: So we could come up with a
cal cul ated area and overlay that on --

MR HOGAN: Are you saying a special issue
that you want to direct?

M5. COURTNEY: Well, I'msaying if those
areas were burned and you haven't had any surveys
done prior to now, you' re obviously going to get
di fferent species or no species, depending on the
severity of the burn. Sonme of the burn areas were
actual ly severe where the soils were actually
destroyed in the fire, and that is going to take

several years for those areas to start to conme back

MR CARPENTER  Well, | think what Murray had
indicated -- it sounds |ike he has got the @S
overl ay.

MR MC EACHRON:. Yeah.

MR CARPENTER W can take that and pop it
right into our veg map and see if it fits into our
buffer or where it goes. And then we can tal k about

how big that nunber is and what it's --
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MR. HOGAN. How to fix it.

MR CARPENTER  Yeah. What affect it m ght
have on our ability to fully assess what we said we
were going to assess.

M5. HOLSOPPLE: WMatt, in your original study
pl an, you had listed approximately 12 plant species
that were known to occur in the area or that could
occur in the area. Do your surveys -- are they
going to include all of those or have you narrowed
it down to a select nunber of plant species?

MR CARPENTER. W're going to be on the
| ookout for all of them There are sone species
that we suspect are nore likely to be there than
ot hers.

M5. HOLSOPPLE: But you are going to do
surveys --

MR CARPENTER W're going to be doing it
based on that |ist as well as noxious weed, where
we' |l have a suite of plants that we're focusing on
because we think they have a higher potential to be
t here.

So those studies are going to occur up
to, | believe, July of 2004, and so that's one of
t hose ones where in terns of reporting, we'll

probably be right up against -- you know, |ate
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August, Septenber tine frane for being able to
report that infornation.

W' re al so conducting a riparian
vegetation field survey this spring. W're going to
be taking a closer ook at -- we're nore or |ess
refining what we've done here in terns of | ooking at
vegetation in Piru Creek and the species that
I nhabit that area, but basically |ooking at the
community structure there and calling out unique or
i mportant features |ike flood-plain habitat, marsh
areas, wetlands, things of that nature, or
habitat-limting areas -- you know, areas where the
creek itself has very little of inportant habitat
type -- trying to get that information.

But also just trying to sem -quantify
how much fl ood-plain habitat is there and things of
that nature, you know, in here so that we can tie in
its relationship with sonme of the nature and
sensitive species that nmay be present in the area.

MR PETERS: WII| that study address the
Cal i fornia Condor Sanctuary?
MR CARPENTER:  The riparian survey?
MR. PETERS. Yes.
MR CARPENTER No, | don't believe it wll.

| think that we were going to cover that in our
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special status wildlife.

MR PETERS: [I'Il wait until that then.

MR. CARPENTER  Yeah. That's actually the
right study. The riparian surveys are just |ike the
speci al status plants. Those are going to be
surveys conducted up until early sumrer, data
anal ysi s through the summer, and probably sonme sort
of reporting elenment in August or Septenber of 2004.

MR CARDENAS: Are you going to include fish?

MR CARPENTER \We've al ready done fish
Those are in different studies.

MR CARDENAS: Cetting back to the thing
about these changes and rel eases, how did you do the
studi es when you had intermttent flows in the
sumer ?

MR CARPENTER Well, we didn't have
intermttent flows when we conducted the surveys.

W conducted them during base-fl ow conditions.

MR CARDENAS: That's the point | was getting
at earlier, is that we need to know what the fishery
habitat in the summer is going to | ook |ike now that
United is going to kind of follow this natural flow
regi me which neans that that section of river that
used to floww Il now be dry, the | ower section, and

there will be a section that will remin wet
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i edi ately bel ow the dam W have to know what
that is now W can't use the old data because the
old data was a continuous flow ng streamall year
long. Now we're going to have a short reach, a
shorter reach.

MR DI CKENSON:  No, no, no. That wll be
weat her and base-fl ow dependent, natural -fl ow
dependent. Natural flow can be and was what it was
| ast year, and that's at what tine -- between the
time the survey was done. | don't know what the
weat her is going to hold and whet her next sunmer
w |l be any different, but, you know, if we waited
to get all the different natural inflow conditions,
to do that, we would not be able to neet this
deadl i ne, and our studies are going to determ ne
what it is we need to do.

MR CARPENTER | think that what we've
intended to do with this study is what we do with
nost studies, survey habitat conditions under the
normal |owflow conditions, preferably not dry, so
that we can see what the limting habitat |ooks Iike
in terns of what is the worst-case conditions for
rearing habitats, for instance for sal nonids or
ot her fish that require deeper pools. Because if we

use that for our baseline, lowflow conditions, then
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we can build upon that in terns of what is possible
t here.

But that was what the flow was at the
time, and that's typically the range that it's in.
Under standi ng that maybe it will be zero at sone
poi nt and maybe it will be 20, but that wasn't what
was intended with the study. The study wasn't
intended to | ook at the variation in habitat under a
nunber of different flow streans. It was to go out
and identify -- inventory streamhabitat for the
pur pose of conducting instreamflow studies, and
stream studi es and things of that nature, aquatic
sanpling. So | think what you're getting at is a
few steps beyond the intent of the original study.

MR CARDENAS: Well, | guess | was under the
assunption that we would have internedi ate fl ows now
in the sumrer. The reason it's inportant and the
reason | want to bring this up is because the
red-1egged frog and the arroyo toad really need
natural flow regines for themto nmake it. You would
have this artificial condition, which I think it is,
where you have continuous flow, you have invasive
species that really do some havoc on the natura
species. You have bullfrogs that are very

successful in those continuous flow ng conditions.
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So with ny conversations | had with
John earlier, it was ny inpression that these new
flows were going to be, in fact, m mcking the
hydr ol ogy, the historic hydrol ogy, and that we
shoul d expect dry reaches of stream And that woul d
represent what we had in the past, but it seens to
me that that's not what we shoul d expect.

MR DI CKENSON: Well, we're doing studies
right now to determne what the |icense conditions
are going to be, and I can't speak to what the flows
are going to be until we go through this.

MR HOGAN: | think what |'m hearing is that
you' re study the existing environnent, and then,
fromthat data, you'll decide -- look at it and
determ ne, How can we benefit fromthe results? |Is
It good the way it is or does it need to be
I mproved? And from your experience and know edge
with the red-1egged frogs, you can say, "Wll, we
need a nore active flow reginme," or maybe John woul d
want to include that in their revised operation of
the project when they file their Exhibit E. And
also | assune you're | ooking at nodifying how t hose
projects are going to |l ook fromwhat you have fil ed
to date. | may be wong on that.

MR. CARDENAS: You nean fromthe habitat?
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1 MR HOGAN: Well, right now we have a budget
2 application before us where you have a proposal on
3 how you're going to operate the project. That

4 proposal hasn't taken any of these things into that
5 consideration, so | don't knowif you're going to

6 cone out with a nodification to that proposal based
7 on the comments or you're going to allowthe

8 Comm ssion to decide how that needs to be nodifi ed.
9 Ei t her way, Fish and Gane, you know, w || have an
10 opportunity to conmmrent.

11 We're going to be scoping this. So

12 based on the study results, you' re going to say

13 there's habitat down there, but the flowregine is
14 not suitable to providing the ultinmate habitat for
15 what ever species it may be, and this is the flow
16 reginme that we feel should be inplemented to help
17 that species. W'I| consider that along with al

18 the other issues that are comng in, and we wll try
19 to work out how best to Iicense the project.
20 The best way to do it, though, is to
21 get together with United and say, "This is how we
22 think you should nodify the proposal to FERC." If
23 they cone in with a proposal that works for
24 everybody here, we're nuch nore apt to go along with
25 It, and people are happier than if we decide how
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it's going to | ook.

MR CARDENAS: Just one thing that kind of
fortifies the idea of doing that is that imedi ately
upstream of Piru Creek Reservoir, Fish and Wldlife
Servi ce has now changed -- has required the
Department of Water Resources to change their flow
so that they, in fact, mmc natural flows for the
same reason you guys discussed earlier. So not only
Is there going to be now | esser flows during the
sunmer from Pyramd into Piru so that we pronote the
endem c species there, but that's what | thought we
were going to expect downstream

So basically what | would like to do is
get wth John at sonme tine and so we have enough
time toiron all of this out so that we can maybe
get the data if there is new data that needs to be
recorded so that we can nake sone determ nation
I"d like to have that done as soon as possible so we
can coordinate and nmake sure --

MR HOGAN:. What kind of data would you like
to have coll ected?

MR CARDENAS: Well, 1'd like to | ook at
their projected flow data. Under what conditions
woul d they expect the |lower river to go dry? How

often woul d that happen? Wth this whole new regine
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that's happening up as a result of Pyramd shutting

down it's sunmmer flows, | think that m ght have
sonmething to do wwth it. [I'mnot sure. So | would
like to have the creek -- | would |like to have the

time to have surveys done if it indicates that we
are going to have intermttent conditions in the
| ower creek in the sumer.

MR CARPENTER  What ki nd of surveys are you
tal ki ng about that haven't been identified here?

MR CARDENAS: Just flow data.

MR CARPENTER  So state discharge data.

MR CARDENAS: Yeah. And the rate and extent
that you have this data -- | nmean the extent that
you have continuous flow of surface water fromthe
damto wherever it subsides. Real straightforward.

MR CARPENTER | understand that and |I'm
just going to nmention one thing. In the next study,
| was going to describe the special status wildlife
habi tat surveys. One of the things that we've done
Is identify habitats for the sensitive species that
you' re tal ki ng about, you know the herps, and al so
the riparian, the vireo, and the sout hwestern bull
flycatcher in lower Piru Creek. And | think that it
woul d be extrenely valuable to talk to you and this

I's one of those focus study groups that is probably
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goi ng to have to happen first anyway because we have
a protocol survey starting in March where you guys
wi Il now have information to deci de what el se you
need to see. And, you know, based on what we've
seen today, there's sone limting factors that the
st akehol ders need to take into account before we
start engagi ng in grander scal e studies.

MR. CARDENAS: | think the sooner we get
together and start nmaking these neetings, the better
It's going to be, because | think I have questions
that we're just going to have to not take tine here
but settle out and then conme back to the group.

MR CARPENTER R ght.

MR HOGAN: | think what |'ve heard from Matt
I's he plans on assenbling these in the next four to
five weeks.

MR CARPENTER. Yeah. It's right here. It
says |l ate February, early March 2004, focus study
groups neetings, Study 8.

MR DI CKENSON: Are you just talking about
Study 8 now?

MR, CARPENTER  Yes.

MR HOGAN: | would just encourage those
agency personnel study groups to try to coordinate

now for a date 30 days or 40 days in advance. Don't
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wait until the end of February and say, "Hey, we
want to have a neeting next week."

MR CARPENTER. No. That's understand.
Thanks.

Yes, Stan?

MR GLOMCKI: Just what protocols are you
using for the riparian?

MR CARPENTER:  For the riparian?

MR GLOMCKI: Yeah. What was the protocol ?

MR CARPENTER:  For riparian mapping or for
aquatic habitat surveys? They're two different --

MR GLOMCKI: For Study 7, Riparian Survey,
what protocol ?

MR. CARPENTER  The protocol that was
outlined in the study-plan packet. It's ny
understanding, it was probably a hybrid -- as many
of the riparian studies are, it was based on the
focus study-group neetings we had a year ago
Novenber. So | can't say specifically what we're
doi ng there because | don't have the study-plan
packet in front of ne. But we are doing riparian
surveys and that shouldn't be confused wi th aquatic
habi tat surveys, which is an entirely different
study purpose, and we'll talk about that in a few

m nut es.
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In ternms of special status wldlife,
facilitating, aiding, and whatnot, to nove forward
wi th special status species protocol surveys, back
i n Novenber of 2002, we had identified four target
species: southwestern arroyo toad, California
red-1 egged frog, southwestern willow flycatcher, and
| east Bell's vireo. And we actually put those
protocol surveys into the plan.

The first step was Study 8, which was
to identify potential habitat for those species so
that we could identify where would we focus these
surveys on. Because what we're shooting for is
presence, not necessarily absence. It's |ike where
woul d they be if they're there.

And ultimately United has kind of, you
know, exhibited a desire to manage -- expecting,
based on potential, to be there and nmanage for the
habi tat as opposed to, you know, it's there one year
and it's not the next -- expect it to be there. So
that was why we took that nore course-scal ed
approach to that study. So that we coul d conme back
to this group, identify where the potential habitat
I's, and deci de where we want to get the nost bang
for our buck in terns of going out to find presence.

And we' ve conducted that wildlife
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study, and our GS map is in prep right now

There's a nunber of areas in lower Piru Creek --
sone parts of the lake, particularly the tributary
inlets, and the reach of Piru Creek inmedi ately
upstream of the damup to Blue Point Canp Gound is
also an area of particular interest for all of those
speci es.

MR HOGAN: Apparently you've identified the
habi tat, but you haven't done a species --

MR CARPENTER:  The protocol survey -- the
protocol spells out not starting until March, April,
and in sonme cases they need to be conducted once
during each nonth or any tinme for four days wthin a
six-nmonth period. So we've outlined that in our
study plans, and that's exactly how we intend to
pr oceed.

MR HOGAN: So the agencies actually want
on-t he-ground surveys, and they would just be
satisfied with the managenent of the habitat for
t hese speci es?

MR DI CKENSON: The reason | recall for
devel opi ng these protocol surveys -- and they are
limted graphically in scope by such -- but the
reason, as | recall, Betty, we knew we were going to

have habitats for species that m ght be conpeting
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for a certain flow or we mght map different
habitats for these different species, and we

woul dn' t know whi ch one to manage for unl ess we knew
whi ch one was actually using the habitat. So the

I dea was to do protocol surveys where we can and use

that information to nanage the habitat that is being

used --

MR HOGAN: That makes sense.

MR DI CKENSON: -- ahead of the habitat that
Isn't used.

MR CARPENTER  Yeah. That's a good point,
that there's an interdependency anong habitats.

MR HOGAN: And conflicting interests.

MR CARPENTER  Yes. Study 9 --

MR PETERS:. Before you go to 9, and the
reason | nentioned the condor issue is that | have a
map here that | pulled off the Forest Services Wb
site that may or may not be accurate. But if it is
accurate, it appears that that sanctuary
I ncorporates part of the project boundary --

MR HOGAN: O right down to it.

MR PETERS: -- up to Blue Point. So if
possi bly you coul d obtain an actual accurate map and
det erm ne whether or not that sanctuary incorporates

t he project boundary, that m ght be hel pful.
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MR CARPENTER Ckay. Yeah. That's the
first time |I've ever seen it.

MR DI CKENSON: |'ve never seen that
ext ensi on.

MR PETERS: Again, |'mnot saying that this
Is accurate. It's a Wb site of the Forest Service,
but I'msure they have hard maps that are nore
det ai | ed.

MR DI CKENSON:  You'd inmagine there would be
a public process before they'd extend the
boundari es.

MR CARPENTER  Well, we'll look intoit. W
can look into it soon and actually wap it into this
book, a study group neeting, and say, "Ckay. W're
in the sanctuary. W're not |ooking at that at this
tinme."

MR PETERS:. That's fine. Thank you.

MR CARPENTER  But | understand. You want
that map back?

MR PETERS:. You can keep it.

MR CARPENTER  Thank you. So Study 9, 10,

11, and 12 represent those protocol surveys all
being initiated this spring, sone termnating in the
m d- summer period. Sone may go a little bit |onger.

W' re probably not going to go nuch | onger than md
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summer just because we need this information to be
i ncorporated into the Exhibit E. So that's kind of
our w ndow right now.

MR DI CKENSON: Can we share a little bit
about who's doi ng what?

MR CARPENTER  Yeah. Yeah. Wth respect to
t he special status species protocol surveys, we have
a couple of different |ocal experts that are going
to be conducting the studies. Nancy Sandburg is
goi ng to be conducting the arroyo toad and
red-1egged frog surveys, and Jim Geeves is going to
be conducting the vireo and willow flycatcher
surveys. And those are both, you know, respected
scientists in the area dowmn here. They've done a
| ot of work and have worked often with the agencies.
And so fromny standpoint, we're just coordinating
t hem

M5. HOLSOPPLE: Are the agencies in agreenent
that these species that are being exam ned are the
only ones being | ooked at? | nean, you don't have
any other species? Because | printed out a list of
species that are in Ventura County, whether they're
listed as threatened and endangered, and there's
sone of those on here that are threatened and

endangered that there aren't specific citings to
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those, and I'mjust wondering if the agencies are in
agreenent with these four. Are there any additional
ones?

MR DELLITH As far as the federally listed
species, we're satisfied they're covered.

M5. HOLSOPPLE: Ckay.

MR CARPENTER Moving on to Study 13, which
I's Aquatic Habitat Studies, and this speaks to what
we would call the fish habitat side of things, where
we conducted habitat -- aquatic habitat mapping from
the confluence of Piru Creek to the Santa C ara
River up through to Santa Felicia Dam And we're
also in the process of collecting habitat data
upstream of the dam W collected this information
the lower Piru Creek information in the early fal
to facilitate finalization of an approach for
conducting our instreamflow studies that were
l'inked to that conservation release in Cctober, so
we needed to have habitat information in order to
properly stratify lower Piru Creek for transectiona
activity and things of that nature.

| can tell you a little bit about what

we found. Piru Creek at that base-flow condition,
5 cfs range, is really divided up into thirds. |If

you | ook at habitat based on presence of pools,
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ripples, and runs, they're all in the 30s
percentilew se, ripples being delineating habitat
unit. So there's generally a | ack of deeper

pool s -- deeper neaning greater than three feet
deep -- which is inportant when we start talking
about the suitability of habitats for species of
interest in this neck of the woods, which would be
whet her we're tal ki ng about rai nbow trout.
Certainly we're also | ooking at that habitat
structure as it's the results to the native non-deep
fishes as well which happen to be far nore abundant
in lower Piru Creek than trout.

So we're going to actually be going up
to upper Piru Creek and surveying that stretch
between the top of the | ake and Bl ue Poi nt Canp
G ound here in the near future. W're also going to
be pulling some information from Departnent of Fish
and Gane and Forest Service. W know that there's a
nunber of different habitat and popul ation studies
t hat have happened in that reach between Piru Lake
and Pyramd, so we're interested in trying to
synt hesi ze sone of that information and at | east
have it as we nove forward in this process.

Study 14 is our instreamflow study .

Wth this study back in August and Septenber of
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2003, we conferred wth our focus study group
menbership for actually inplenentation of this
study. How are we going to proceed? GCet it down to
a final approach, and that flow study was
interrelated with a nunber of other studies that
we're | ooking at, things such as, you know, change
in avail abl e habitat which is kind of a typica
approach to inflow studies. But we're also |ooking
at things like potential stranding issues of fish in
Piru Creek and the |ower Santa Clara River. As

fl ows receded, there was a nunber of different

t hi ngs happeni ng.

The primary focus of the instreamfl ow
study was to exam ne habitat -- changes in avail able
habitat in lower Piru Creek under a | ower flow
regime than is United s maxi num fl ow regi ne.

John?

MR DICKENSON: ['msorry. Maurice stepped
out. Does this answer his question? Does that
informati on answer Maurice's question regarding
habitat going to zero. Can we extrapol ate --

MR HOGAN: Wiy don't we wait until Maurice
cones back since it is his question

MR COHEN: Does this study neasure whet her

there's instreamflow to Piru?
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MR CARPENTER:  The instream fl ow?

MR COHEN:  Yes.

MR CARPENTER: No. No. The instreamflow
Is looking at the avail able habitat, whether it be
m gration habitat for salnonids or it be backwater
habitat for sticklebacks. That's what the whole --
under a different flow regine, we go out and we
survey specific areas under a different flow regine:
15 cfs, 25 cfs. 10 cfs. And based on that, we
refer to criteria that is associated with species of
interest. W cone up with a curve that hel ps us
extrapol ate what's going to be available to that
speci es under the -- in between and the outlying
kind of flow conditions. So even though we didn't
see it at 75, that curve will allowus to cut this
off at 50 maybe, depending on the power of our data
and things like that. That's kind of the whol e idea
Is howw |l a habitat | ook under a different flow.

Ji n®?

MR EDMONDSON: It's a very powerful tool.
Basically it shows you predictions on fish habitat
flows and quality of different flow streans so
you're able to begin the pick and fl ow process.

Matt, this pretty nuch is a PHABSI M

operation, | understand.
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MR CARPENTER. On lower Piru Creek it was.
| nmean, that was the approach we used to collect the
dat a.

MR. EDMONDSON:  So maybe this question is
premature because | think it shows up otherw se, but
you used this termof "mgration barrier eval uation
factor kind of process." Are you using the
Thonpson Protocol for that?

MR CARPENTER It's certainly in the spirit
of Thonpson. W don't know what the data | ooks |ike
right now, but we want to nmake sure it fits into the
Thonpson's box before we call it Thonpson. But |
think that's another conference period where we need
to neet with the agencies and say, "This is what the
data |l ooks like. Is this how we want to proceed in
anal yzing and interpreting it?" Maybe what you're
speaki ng about is looking at limting factor
mgration sites for focus on steel head mgration on
the Santa Cara R ver below the Piru Creek
confl uence novi ng down toward Santa Paul a and
Vent ur a.

VMR EDMONDSON: Are you going to have a focus
group to tal k about that protocol before you
actually go out there and do that?

MR CARPENTER Well, we've already collected
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t he dat a.

MR EDMONDSON: Right. But it's how you
Interpret the data.

MR CARPENTER  The interpretation, yes, we
are intending to --

MR EDMONDSON: We definitely want to have
Dr. Bill Thrush, our consultant on this project, be
part of that discussion group when it happens in the
future, because we have sone serious concerns about
t he Thonpson Protocol, not to do about it, but --

' mnot sure what to do about it, but Dr. Thrush
fromHunboldt State will talk to you about it.

MR CARPENTER  Yeah. | think, to answer you
question, we tried to collect as nuch data that
could be widely utilized in a nunber of different
anal yses, and | think we've hit that and that's why
we have all these great stakeholders to help us
deci de what to do as we nove forward. So that's an
I ntegral conponent of this whole thing.

John?

MR DI CKENSON:  Maurice, when you were out, |
asked a question and then we decided to wait until
you got back. Wiat | asked was: This instreamfl ow
bottle stuff that we've gone to great lengths to

acquire the data for, | asked whether that can be
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1 extrapol ated down to zero flow and an active aquatic
2 habitat and how it varies the flow And then | was
3 asking if that can be extrapol ated dowmn to zero flow
4 whi ch woul d answer your question about what that

5 woul d be expected to | ook |iKke.

6 MR CARDENAS: | don't know.

7 MR DICKENSON: | was asking Matt.

8 MR. CARDENAS: Wiat's his answer?

9 MR DICKENSON: | didn't get an answer to

10 t hat .

11 M5. PURPUS: We did -- for each reach we did
12 a stage zero flow al so study which would help with
13 t he extrapol ation.

14 MR CARPENTER: | think to get to kind of the
15 heart of what you're asking, Maurice, is that where
16 we do have transects, which are representative of

17 the three primary habitat units that we find in

18 lower Piru Creek, we will be able to utilize curves.
19 That tells us how much usabl e habitat is present at
20 zero or near zero flow Because we've |ooked at it
21 at 5 cfs, we'll have a better ability.

22 W haven't seen it at zero flow, but we
23 w || have sonme insight into what zero flow m ght

24 | ook I'i ke froma |ongitudinal perspective in terns
25 of linear river mles and how nmuch wet this area is.
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Li ke you were tal king about |ow surface flow and
not, that's an observed condition. You would have
to nodel it in a conpletely different way to predict
what m ght happen. You would have to apply before
it would go out.

MR CARDENAS: For 2 cfs?

MR CARPENTER  Yeah. Spend a |ot of noney.

MR, CARDENAS: Well, we'll talk. | think
It's going to be straightforward actually, but we've
got to get the ball rolling.

MR CARPENTER: Yeah. And that's what we're
tal king about. That's why we're here now, and we're
going to be talking for sure in the weeks to cone.

So the instreamflow study -- just to
gi ve you an idea of what we're | ooking at, these
mgration sites that we eval uated on the | ower
Santa Clara River, those were eval uated while United
was rel easing kind of the upper tier flows: 500,
400 cfs's. They basically ranped their flows up
pretty quick

Wthin 10 days?

MR CARDENAS: Onh, less than that.

MR CARPENTER:  Yeah. They were from5 to
500 within a few days. And at that tine, Mirray and

| went out and established these transects prior to
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the cl ose-out week, and there wasn't a drop of water
to be found anywhere on the Santa Cara River, or at
| east where we were | ooking at mgration issues. So
within a few days, you' ve got 500 cfs in. So we at
| east went out and devel oped standardi zed transect
and surveyed -- we basically collected information
to establish some state discharge rel ationships
under those flow conditions understanding that this
is a linked surface water, groundwater system and
that 500 this year is probably going to -- is going
to produce a different condition next year at any
gi ven point on the lower river depending on how
groundwater sits. But for the year, we captured a
nunber of different flows.
Betty?

M5. COURTNEY: Wen you did your sunmer
rel ease flows, did anything get to the estuary.

MR. CARPENTER  To the estuary? No. No.

M5. COURTNEY: How far down did you go?

MR CARPENTER It gets to the creek.

M5. COURTNEY: So you captured everything at
t he creek?

MR MC EACHRON:  Yes.

MR. CARDENAS: Ranping rates, we are going to

have to have sone -- if we're |ooking at the issue
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of frog and toad, then we're going to have to get
sone idea of what the expected ranping rates are
when you' ve got -- when United is going and if
there's construction, utilizing the hydrogenerating
system We would need to know what those ranping
rates woul d be and nmaybe nore inportantly when you
woul d expect to engage those -- you know, to
activate those generators, because it mght lie
outside those critical period -- according to the
map as critical -- you know, it wouldn't be as
problematic if you started doing it when you have
eggs or tadpol es.

MR HOGAN: So United will be proposing
ranping rates with their nodified application, and
you can provide comments on that.

MR. CARPENTER  Yeah. And actually, when we
conducted these studies, we went with the nodified
ranpi ng rate schedule and certainly our ranp down
whi ch was dramatically different fromwhat they' ve
done in the past.

MR EDMONDSON: This is kind of a dovetailing
of Study 14 and Study 3. | think it's generally
accept that there isn't any doubt in the evidence
I ndicating that steel head prior to the construction

had utilized periodically this creek, Piru Creek
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periodically, and | believe those observations are
tied to dates, as |least years. WII| Study 3, which
Is essentially a big part of this due to uninpaired
hydrograph -- how long of a record wll we have?
Is it a 50-year record we're shooting for?
Seventy-five-year record? Hundred-year record?
WIl this be done on nonthlies or an annual ? And
lastly, will there be sone type of a procedure

anal ysis that gives us at |east a dry-year,

wet -year, nornal -year prediction?

MR CARPENTER | think Murray can speak to
t hat .

MR MC EACHRON: Well, the period of record
iIs intermttent. W have good data on Piru Creek.
W have it froml think it's sonmething |ike 1928
al nost until the present. As you know, we have
projects that have been put in the river systemthat
have changed the natural flow, so you have to cone
up with calculations to actual neasure what the
natural flows are. How that relates, though, to
Piru down through Santa Clarais a little bit
tougher too cone up with

Is that part of your question, is how
it goes through the Santa Clara to Piru Creek?

MR. EDMONDSON: Not necessarily. Wiat I'm
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really striving to understand is, if your work, the

teamls work for instance, goes back to '28, that's a

very nice, good long record -- and it is a
simulation. Everybody understands that. | nean |
understand that -- but if it was able, for exanple,

t hat steel head were observed in 1938 at Bl ue Poi nt
just as a hypothetical illustration, and your
simulation indicated that 1938 was in the upper 20
percent of your season analysis a very wet year or
wet year, | think that's inportant information to
understand in trying to gain a handl e on the way
this ecosystem functions and may function and
dovetail on this project and water operations and
whet her it's even possible.

MR CARPENTER | think that we'll try and do
exactly what you're asking. W are collecting this
kind of information, and it's going to be in
different areas, and it shouldn't be that hard to
bring it together. But |like you said, some
information, |ike anecdotes, mght be hard to cone
across, but they exist. That's true. So | think
we'll try to do that.

So instream fl ow study, we're |ooking
to engage the stakehol ders to determ ne how we want

to nove forward in analyzing and interpreting this
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data. There's a nunber of different options, and
sonme of it is based on Study 15 results, which I'|
tal k about right now, The Aquatic Species Surveys.
One of the things that we have not pinned down in
our prior mneetings, whether they were focus
study-group neetings leading to this instreamfl ow
study or even when we were doing -- the study plan
devel opnment was trying to pin down species X per se.
You know, which species are we nmanaging for or are
we managi ng for a whole bunch or is there one in
particular we get that we don't want to nmanage for?
That hasn't really been decided, and that's going to
be a huge common denom nator in what kind of an
anal ytical tool as we nove forward with this really
good data that we have.

We pretty nuch can do anything with it.
It's just that we have to start picking and choosing
how we want to go down that path because there are a
nunber of conplicated steps to get to the right
answers. But at the sanme tinme, | think that the
data we have is going to provide a good insight into
where we want to go. But there are resource
managenent directives that are going to have a | ot
of input in what we choose, | think.

St an?
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MR GLOMCKI. Matt, do you know if any of
t hese studi es address or investigate changes in the
flow regi me upstreamfromthe stake Pyram d | akes as
a nmeans of making flows nore natural bel ow
Lake Piru? D d any of these studies address the
possi bility of changes in the flow regi nme, changes
in water rel eases from Castaic and Pyram d | akes
which are tapped into the state water table?

MR CARPENTER. Right now they're not rel ated

to this process. | nean, we have not engaged the
state in -- because | think what you're asking --
MR GOMCKI: Well, I'mjust asking has

anybody thought of it?

MR CARPENTER  Yes. W actually tal ked
about it in our focus of the neeting that we had
Novenber 2002, and | think what we wal ked away wth
was, you know, there's two pretty different things
going on there, and in order to bring the state into
the game m ght overconplicate this process right
now. But it's a question that was asked, and
don't think we ever really did anything --

MR GOMCKI: |s there anything preventing
changes in water rel eases upstream and tying that
into the whole process in the future? |Is the permt

going to be so, you know, binding, so like
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restricting that once it's set there's no way to
ever change the flow regi ne?

MR CARPENTER | don't think that's ever
true, especially if there's other federal
i nterventi ons.

MR DICKENSON: We did address this during
our study devel opnent, and the problemwe had with
not able to convey those considerations is (a) it's
not controlled by United water in any fashion, and
(b) FERC cannot put l|icense provisions on third
parties. The license conditions have to be on the
licensee. So we have to consider those existing
projects as they are.

MR HOGAN: W could wite an article that
said if the state rel eases these waters for certain
purposes United Water will have those flows as
rel eased, no questions asked.

MR GOMCKI: That answers ny question

MR PETERS: But in order to address Pyramd
directly, the Conmm ssion or sonme party will have to
ask for it reopened of that license itself, |
bel i eve.

MR. HOGAN. That's the hydro part. |Is there
a water release wthout the hydro on it at Pyram d?

MR PETERS: | think the they get -- their
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l'i cense provides for a mninmumflow from Pyramd
down.

MR HOGAN: But they can al ways increase
their --

MR PETERS: Right.

M5. COURTNEY: Well, | think Pyramd is in
t he process of changing their FERC |icense on their
rel eases so that it mmcs natural flows versus
having this 5 cfs per release. So that's in process
ri ght now.

MR PETERS: Have they filed for an anmendnent
to their license? O is this sonething they're
doi ng in-house, trying to decide what to file?

MR CARDENAS: | think it's all been set up
I think all the conditions have al ready been set. |
forget what they are.

MR EDMONDSON: Are they inplenenting their
condi ti ons?

MR CARDENAS: Yeah. | think it's already
wor ks, whatever it was.

You know when you guys were talking
about Pyram d, do you nean just Pyramd into Piru or
Pyramd into Piru and al so Castaic? Because Castaic
was al so just nentioned. Wo was the one that

brought that up?
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It was you, Stan. So how do you

mean -- thinking about running water from Pyramd
into Castaic and Castaic out?

MR GLOMCKI: |'mjust tal king about
augnmenting flows between Piru using upstream | akes.

MR HOGAN: Because we're not sure where the
Pyram d application is at the Conm ssion and we have
an ex parte rule, we cannot really discuss the
merits of that project. We will definitely | ook
into the record when we get back and find out where
it is. But if we can avoid discussing nerits of the
Pyram d project right now, |'d appreciate it.

MR CARPENTER So we've conducted a numnber
of aquatic species surveys focusing on fish. And
what we -- these surveys have been conduct ed
primarily in lower Piru Creek, and if we take a
break eventually here, we'll --

MR HOGAN: We're going to be taking one in
15 m nut es.

MR CARPENTER -- people can cone and | ook
at what we have in our draft map and they can get a
better idea of the kind of information we've got in
here. But we had a nunber of different fish
sanpling sites, and what we cane up with were

speci es that we thought we canme up with: partially
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arnored threespi ne stickl ebacks, the arroyo chub,
Santa Ana suckers and then a variety of
non-California native -- or certainly not this part
of California. Santa Ana suckers, | don't even know
iIf it's native to this --

MR CARDENAS: No. It's introduced.

MR CARPENTER:  Yeah. 1It's introduced to
this basin, but it's native to the region. And so
we have dusky (phonetic) suckers and hybrids of
dusky suckers, and Santa Ana suckers, and then we
have a bunch of warm water eastern sharkets
(phonetic) and things of that nature. But the
habitat in lower Piru Creek is real productive for
sti ckl ebacks and chubs and the Santa Ana suckers. |
don't have nunbers in hand yet -- reduced the data
to that point yet, but I can tell you we found a
| ot.

I n conjunction w th understandi ng what
speci es we have there, these surveys were conducted
the summer before the conservation rel ease. W
actual ly went out after the conservation rel ease as
well to see what happened, what was the spread of
fish. And | don't have the results, but we stil
found fish in a lot of the sanme places that they

were already at. | don't know in terns of nunbers
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how that relates. This is not a quantitative study.
VW were | ooking at kind of relative abundance. W
have strict Iimtations on how we can sanpl e these
habitats right now W can't do it by kind of the
conventional electro-fishing neans. W' re out there
seining cobbl ey substrains. So we're going to m ss
a nunber of species, but | think we have a good idea
of what the community structure | ooks |ike there.

In addition, during the conservation
rel ease period, particularly on the ranp down, we
spent a lot of tine |ooking at areas for stranding
the lower Piru Creek as well as the Santa C ara
River, and, as expected, there were a nunber of
| ocations where there was a | ot of stranding and
gradation as a result in our |ocal bird popul ations.
They were usually there before we were. And the
ability to identify stranding, unless you had a very
| arge group of individuals, was pretty chall enging.
It was really challenging to know when the habit at
m ght be water and things of that nature, but we did
identify a nunber of sites, and they're also on
these maps. At least the Piru Creek ones are. W
have a ot of themon the Santa Cara River. But we
focused on areas we knew would go dry first, and

t hen noved out fromthere.

68



20040205- 0412 | ssued by FERC OSEC 02/ 05/2004 in Docket#: P-2153-000

© 00 N o o b~ wWw N P

N N N N NN P PR R R R R R R
ag A W N P O O 00 N o O p»d W N -~ O

MR. CARDENAS: Wiere did you notice that
didn't go dry?

MR CARPENTER. In the Santa d ara?

MR CARDENAS: No, on Piru.

MR CARPENTER. Well, no, none of Piru went
dry.

MR. CARDENAS: |Is that right?

MR CARPENTER  Because we went down to 5.
W didn't go dowmn to zero. But there were habitats
that tenporarily had that flooded, you know, that
ranped down. So what we thought, | think -- and we
can kind of |ook at the ranping scale that we have
and the degree of stranding that we observed and get

an idea how we mght want to treat that in the

future. | think that the ranpi ng approach we used
recently was pretty good. | think it gave us an
anpl e opportunity to do the job. | think the fish

that get flushed into the |ower river have a | esser
chance because the |l ow Santa Cara R ver has a
coupl e of refuge sites, and otherwise it's dewatered
within 10 m nutes.

MR. CARDENAS: | think for the Departnent --
" msorry.

MR HOGAN. Go ahead.

MR CARDENAS: For the Departnent, | don't
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think we're concerned, except with the steel head,
with any of the fishery there, except for the
exotics, which are a nuisance. But the concern is
the frog and the toad. So even though you m ght not
be i npacting the fish, you can be really harm ng.
And | don't know if this would be the
time right now to ask United when they would
antici pate maki ng these schedul ed rel eases for, you
know, hydrogeneration and stuff. | think it was
Sept enber sonebody nentioned. |Is that right?

MR DI CKENSON:  You want to rundown nor nal
operati ons?

MR. CARDENAS: |Is that all right?

MR HOGAN: Sure. And actually, while you're
taking this opportunity, | have a rundown of the
conservation flows: how they' re used, why they're
done.

MR. CARDENAS: They're the sanme question.

MR DI CKENSON: Santa Felicia project is a
wat er conservation project, and by that, we nean
it's a flood water conservation project. The entire
rel ease fromthe lake is used for the -- appropriate
waters that are released fromthe | ake are used for
groundwat er recharge, and in |lieu of groundwater

recharge, we're in an overdrafted basin. There are
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a nunber of groundwater basins in the valley, and
then the Oxnard plain, which is al nost solely
recharged from Santa Clara River. So our nornal
operation here is to hold back all flows in excess
of 5 cfs over the year, and then, in the early
fall -- late summer, early fall -- usually the week
after Labor Day -- we ranp flows up to sonewhere in
t he nei ghborhood of 400 cfs and run it down unti
our water allotnent for that year is gone out of the
| ake.

The hydropl ant only generates a portion
of those flows. The hydroplant can run up to 100
cfs, and we typically rel ease 400 cfs fromthe
reservoir. The reason for that is it was not
econom cal to build generation capacity for 400 cfs
for something that's only used maybe five or six
weeks a year. Those waters then run down
Piru Creek, down the Santa C ara River recharging
the basin through infiltration. And each of
those -- and Murray McEachron here, our hydrol ogist,
has pretty good data on what |ast year's rel ease
| ooked Iike.

And what's left of those flows reaches
a facility of ours in the lower Santa Cara R ver

called the Treatnment Diversion, where they're
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diverted into refreshing grounds for percolation to
recharge the Oxnard plain, which nost of you m ght
know i s a textbook exanple of sea water intrusion
into the Oxnard plain where you take G oundwat er
Hydrol ogy 101 and you open up the textbook on sea
water intrusion and there's a picture of the Oxnard
plain in there.

MR HOGAN: So what's the significance of
timng of the flows?

MR DI CKENSON: Well, the significance of the
timng is that we want to keep the maxi mum vol une of
water if we can during the winter storm period which
runs through the md part of April or so. Follow ng
that, our recreation season opens up, and it's been
the policy of the district for the past 15 years or
so anyway to try to keep | ake levels high for the
recreation season, which then ends on Labor Day.
And that's why we start our release and bring the
| ake down after Labor Day. It provides the optinmm
wat er resource conservation function that the
product is designed to do, and it al so provides the
optimumrecreation opportunity for the water
surf ace.

MR HOGAN: So is it possible -- let's say

recreation was just not an issue. Is it possible
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to, instead of a water recharge or a recharge
service, it would be a flow nmaintenance of that
groundwater table? Could you provide, let's say, 10
cfs year round and have it's purpose just to

mai ntai n your ground |level all year round?

MR DI CKENSON: No. And the hydrol ogy stuff
that Murray can show us will show you. The resource
problens in this area manifest on the coast in terns
of sea water intrusion, in terns of overdraft of
aquifers and all of that.

MR HOGAN: That's what | nean by
mai nt enance. |f what cane out was the same as what
went in in percolation, wouldn't you be
maintaining -- wind up preventing salt water
I ntrusion?

MR DI CKENSON: No. Because that water these
has to get across these groundwater basins. There's
three | arge groundwat er basins between the
confluence at Piru Creek and the fore bay of the
Oxnard plain aquifers. And these percolations
happen -- you know, if we released 10 cfs, it would
not get past the five days. W release 400 cfs, and
we get --

What, Miurray?
MR MC EACHRON: It depended on the tine, but
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for two weeks we didn't get any water downstream

MR HOGAN: (Ckay. But if those groundwater
aquifers were full all of the time, wouldn't that
wat er nmake it go down?

MR. DI CKENSON: Yes. But there's a reason
they're not full, and that is agriculture and
muni ci palities and individuals punp the tar out of
these things, and they use that water for human
rel eases. And so 10 cfs won't satisfy the water
demand of --

MR HOGAN: | just threw 10 cfs out there.
What woul d satisfy the water demand?

MR EDMONDSON: Isn't there a nechani cal
solution where you could physically put this water
in a pipe to bypass those groundwater recharge unit
down to your intended point of diversion unit? And
so there may be sone alternatives, albeit costly to
essentially create an artificial overflow --

MR HOGAN: That doesn't get the benefit to
the streamthat | was | ooking for

MR EDMONDSON: It depends where your pickup
point mght be. If your pickup point happened to
be, for purposes of this illustration, at the
confluence of Piru Creek and Santa Clara R ver, if

you had water diverted into this pipeline for
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purposes of transmtting it through a 10-mle
corridor to get it over the top of that giant
sucki ng sound of the groundwater basins and then to
get it to United for the purposes of preventing salt

water intrusion on the Santa Clara flood plain, it's

a creative way to look at it. |'mnot advocating
that. |'mjust --
MR HOGAN: | guess what |I'mlooking for is a

better understandi ng of how the systemworks. |
didn't read it in the application

MR DI CKENSON: Miurray's presentation will
get to that.

MR HOGAN: | think I want to take a break.
We're on Study 15; is that correct?

MR. CARPENTER Yeah. And | can finish that
I n one sentence.

MR HOGAN:. Let's finish that up, we'll take
a break, and we'll we cone back and hear Murray's
present ation.

MR CARPENTER W have a couple of nore
surveys to do and we're going to conplete this
study. This information will be in summary form
used in our upcom ng focus study group neaning to
| ook at how to evaluate the instreamflow data in

addition to howit applies to the aquatic species
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that we observed. So they're Iinked.

So that's kind of a near-term
deliverable, but again, it's going to be summary
form

MR HOGAN: And after Murray's presentation
we' |l have sonme tinme for discussion if there's any
I ssues or concerns that the agencies want to raise
regarding the flows before we get into the
recreation stuff.

MR CARDENAS: WIIl | be able to ask one
ot her question that's in the study that maybe we
haven' t covered?

MR HOGAN:  You can ask it now.

MR CARDENAS: | don't know how nuch tine
this is going to take, but when we net initially,

t he Departnent had agreed that we would do this
macr oi nvertebrate study.

MR CARPENTER  Yeah; it's Study 16.

MR. CARDENAS: | had agreed that we woul d
supply perhaps our person to do that and that it
woul d be done for one season, one year. | have
since had conversations with one of the people that
were key in putting this protocol together, and it
can't be done in one season. This is a protocol --

this is a study that nakes a determnation as to the
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health of the stream | don't know gauged agai nst
what, the health of the stream based on these -- |
don't want to say long term but they're |ike
two-year, maybe three-year studies, that eval uate
the bird-year life in the stream the change and
that. And right now where we are | think is that we
just -- with this plan of doing it for one year, and
it just won't give any data in one year

MR HOGAN: It won't give any data at all or
any useful data?

MR CARDENAS: No. Because it's the sum of
being able to | ook at several years, so you can't
extrapol ate fromone year what it will ook like in
two years or three.

MR HOGAN: And how do you use this data to
make recommendations for a |license?

MR. CARDENAS: My understanding is that we
have -- wth FERC in other parts of the state, it is
now very common that they enploy this protocol

MR HOGAN: Well, | understand. But I'm
wondering how you use it to nmake recommendati ons on
a conditional license. Is it used for
adapti ve- managenent purposes after a license is
I ssued or are you witing a |license condition based

on the data coll ected ahead of tine.
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MR CARDENAS. No. Sone of the fol ks m ght
have adaptive managenent concerns. M discussion
W th our person, JimHarrington (phonetic) -- |
don't know if you know him

MR, HOGAN:.  No.

MR CARDENAS: -- we have discussed -- when
you nention this, you don't know if you're target
species, target specific, or you're tal king general.
| was nore general in this idea. | started thinking
that maybe -- one of the major concerns that the
Departnment has are the frog and the toad. Now,
based on that the critical period -- what we want to
do is have flows mmc those conditions and then do
the analysis -- the protocol on those natural flow
conditions. For steel head, you would not do that.
| don't know what the steel head fol ks want to do
wth that. But for the departnment, and speaking
wth Harrington, it seens that what we would want to
dois to mmc any condition -- natura
conditions -- do the studies several years on that,
and active managenent m ght be required, but it's
not at all on the sanme scale.

Because we're tal king about 3 cfs,
4 cfs. How nuch are you going to have to nodify

that flowto mmc sonething or to inprove the
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habitat? Not nmuch. So it isn't |like you were going
to be asking for 200 cfs nore rel eases or anything
like that. |If there was to be adaptive managenent,
it would be on a very, very small scale.

MR HOGAN: Wl |, adaptive managenent j ust
means that we build in nonitoring and a plan where
after a license is issued there's ongoi ng study or
monitoring. The license can be nodified w thout
having to do anendnents. The applicant will cone in
and explain that he's done this nonitoring. The
agency has | ooked at the study. This is what we
recomrend and the agency agreed. And we just say
okay. The new article says you're going to do this.

MR CARDENAS: In this case, that is what we
woul d think is necessary.

MR HOGAN: By doing that, we're not hol di ng
up a license issuance for ongoing studies. W are
| ooking for the potential need. W' ve identified
that there could be a better way to operate the
pr oj ect .

MR CARDENAS: That's exactly what | would be
| ooking -- that's how | was |ooking at...

MR HOGAN: Al right. Wy don't we take a
ten-m nut e break.

(Recess.)
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MR MC EACHRON: So | was going to show you
guys how t he conservation rel ease went this | ast
year. | thought it was a pretty good year to study
it. We had pretty much an average condition. W
had a little bit above average rainfall. The
groundwat er conditions were right around average, so
there's nothing -- you know, it wasn't extrene where
we had a high-flow year, and it wasn't an extrene
dr ought either.

"1l go over it. Unfortunately ny

first slide didn't cone in when | copied them but

we had 20 inches of rainfall. Average fall is
around -- pardon ne. Median fall is around 14
inches -- that was taken around Santa Paula -- so it

was a little bit above average.

At the beginning of [ast year at the
end of our release in 2002, we left the | ake at
27,508 feet of storage. So that's kind of where we
started out at the beginning of the water year. W
had 13,560 acre feet of natural inflow, and this
year was kind of different fromnost years in that
we had a couple different sources of additiona
water that cane into our lake. One is that we did
purchase our state water of 3,150 acre feet which we

have an option to do every year. |It's not always
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guaranteed to be 3,150 acre feet. |t depends on how
they're doing up north. And then also what we

call -- it was a one-tine deal. W had a Castaic
transfer of contract water that we had transferred
down to our |ake, and that was 2,700 acre feet.

MR SCHM DT: Mirray, are you going to post
this presentation --

MR MC EACHRON: | can point out sonething, |
t hi nk.

MR HOGAN: | think John agreed that he
e-mail sonmething to the parties.

MR DICKENSON: | don't renenber that, but we
can figure sonething out.

MR MC EACHRON: This is an XP, so if you
don't have XP, it doesn't work. But maybe there's
sonet hi ng we can do.

Ri ght before the rel ease, we ended up
wi th about 48,500 acre feet of storage of water in
our | ake, and we decided to rel ease down -- a
rel ease of a total of 30,600 acre feet, which was
going to take us down right to about 20,000 acre
feet of storage. That's kind of where we find our
m nimum pool. If we start taking it below that, we
can run into sone problens of noving the sand out

there in the delta down into our intake, so we |eft
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it right at that point.

MR CARDENAS: That's upstreanf

MR MC EACHRON: Yeah, that's upstream going
down. Exactly.

MR GLOMCKI: Wen you stated "one-tine
transfer,” what do you nean, "one-tinme"?

MR MC EACHRON: That was a deal that we had

wor ked out anot her year where there was extra water.

It was 2001. W were filling and spilling at our

| ake. We offered sonme of the flood flows that
Castaic could beneficially use those waters then.
So they took that water and gave it back to us this
year. So it was a great deal for us.

MR EDMONDSON:  Murray, can you go back to
the last slide if possible? Can you go back to 1?

For those quantities, the 6768, 1351
3150, et cetera, those are inflows?

MR MC EACHRON. Those are inflows.

VMR EDMONDSON: What was the evaporation | oss
during that period?

MR MC EACHRON: It runs right around 3,000
acre feet. And that's the reason why if you add up
all those, it doesn't add up.

MR EDMONDSON:  Thank you.

MR MC EACHRON: And that water actually I
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shoul d take out of -- nostly out of the natural
inflow. But anyway. .

Just to give you an idea of the
groundwat er conditions, this is the groundwater
condition in the Piru basin. That's the first basin
in our release that cones out of Piru Creek and goes
into Piru basin there. Just to give you an idea
that it was kind of an average year, this blue line
here is about where it was during the release. This
line here is on available storage. It's related
directly to the groundwater levels in Piru basin.

As you can see, throughout the 1950s, it was nust

| ower during a severe drought, 70 in the 1990
drought, and then our condition was right about
here. So if anything, it was probably a little bit
above average groundwater conditions.

Same thing for Fillnore basin. Here
again the conditions during the rel ease, the blue
line, and then the period 1955 to present was there.

kay. The release -- the rel ease went
as such here. W started out at 5 cfs. W ranped
up over two days. Got up to 400 cfs on the third
day. W held up for a few days, and we actually
ranped up to 500, back down to 400, and then, after

alittle over a nonth, we actually started dropping

83



20040205- 0412 | ssued by FERC OSEC 02/ 05/2004 in Docket#: P-2153-000

© 00 N o o b~ wWw N P

N N N N NN P PR R R R R R R
ag A W N P O O 00 N o O p»d W N -~ O

down to zero habitat. And I'll show you what
happens on the way down.

MR CARDENAS: Wy do you have to ranp down
so quickly?

MR MC EACHRON: | don't know how -- we did
this in order to do our instant flow studies. This
was sonething that we laid out in the studies on the
ranp down.

MR DI CKENSON: We devel oped this -- Betty
was involved. You were contacted. W did these
ranp things collaboratively with the stakehol ders.
That ranp down you say is rapid, but |I'm]looking at
dates there. It looks like it takes about nine days
to go from400 to zero.

MR CARDENAS: It's not rapid conpared to the
ranmp up.

MR GLOMCKI: Can that be changed in the
future?

MR DI CKENSON: Yeah. W designed that.

MR. CARDENAS: The ranp up and ranp down can
be renodified?

MR MC EACHRON: Yeah. Sure.

MR HOGAN: \What are the probable limtations
on that things nechanically?

MR DICKENSON: | can't think of any
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mechani cal ones. | think there are water resources
that m ght be as short as possible that we
recogni ze, you know, as affected, biological
communities. You know, we want to mnimze those
I mpacts. \Watever works best.
You know, we tal ked about this.

Ji m Ednondson provi ded us sone studies from | daho
t hat suggested certain ranping rates, but if you
cal cul ate those out on our volune of water and our
transfer, you can't get to our flow and back down.
W' d be out of water before you ranped up and ranped
back down. In other words, that blue area is a
fixed amount, and if you stretched it out |onger and
| onger, you know, you could never get up to the 400.

MR EDMONDSON: The val uable thing here if
' mconnecting the dots -- and | mght not be -- but
| believe what we tal ked about it in the entire
process about a year ago with the recognition that
t he conservation was an opportunity to collect a |ot
of information and not necessarily to set a
permanent, full reginme or ranping rate. It's to
col | ect data.

MR, MC EACHRON: Correct.

MR EDMONDSON:  And for all intents and

pur poses, it got done, and | think a part of
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collecting that data, as Matt tal ked about --

al l uded to, was observations on sone stranding and
sonme possi bl e know edge and data to di scuss perhaps
ranping rates in the future.

MR HOGAN: And, John, what was the
significance of the 4007

MR DICKENSON: Well, we're going to get into
t hat, because, as we tal ked about earlier, part of
our goal is to balance that resource anongst the
folks that paid for it. And this project and nost
of the activities are paid through the |evying of
groundwat er punp charges. And so we tried to
benefit the basins in accordance with their needs
and their proportionate share of the resource.

MR HOGAN: So it takes 400 cfs to do that?

MR DICKENSON: It takes 400 to get it down
to the coast, as | said earlier, where the water is
punped.

MR MC EACHRON: It's kind of inmportant to
remenber also that of this rel ease the natural
inflow-- we would have actually started punpi ng
down right here at this red line if all we had this
year was the natural inflow So it would have been
a fairly short rel ease.

Let's take a ook at what it did on
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downstream Now, during this release, what we do is
we go out to different points on down the

Santa O ara R ver and gauge at these different
points. This one happens to be at the end of the
Piru basin, kind of where the Fillnore Fish Hatchery
iIs down there. And so during the release, we'd be
gauging the river, and this is what we got down at
that tine at the Fillnore Fish Hatchery.

So if you notice, we had to wait. W
didn't get any water down for a few days. And then
we started getting sone down. At this point, we
realized we weren't getting anything upstream at
di version, so we decided, let's go ahead and kick it
up to 500. Maybe water on top of water, we'll start
getting nore -- we'll start getting sonething
downstream at diversion. That was kind of our goal

Sure enough, it did go up for alittle
bit. Then actually the water started percol ating at
a higher rate in the higher basin. It actually
started dropping. This was at the end of the
500 cfs it was dropping. | thought actually we were
going to |l ose the whole thing when we turned it down
to 400, but fortunately a channel started formng in
the Piru basin and the efficiency started to pick

up, so we started to get water.
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And then, at this point right here,

this is about 30 days after the rel ease started,

channel started formng pretty well. W started
getting water down past the Piru basin. It started
com ng across. But still, even at the end of this

rel ease, we were getting al nost 250 cfs down out of
the 400 down to near Fillnore there.

MR GOMCKI: The additional water, that's
the water from Castaic --

MR MC EACHRON: And the state water.

MR GOMCKI: -- and the state water?

MR MC EACHRON: Yeah. And al so additi onal
water that we released fromthe year before's
storage. W went below the release we did the year
before, so therefore there was sone water |eft over
fromyears prior

MR HOGAN: And this was for the purpose of
t he study?

MR. DI CKENSON:  And our water resources.

MR MC EACHRON: This our water resources,
yeah. W woul d have been doi ng sonet hing very nuch
l'i ke this anyway.

This is at the next point where |
engaged. It's called WIllard Road. And basically,

what we're | ooking at here, is how nuch is going
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past the Fillnore basin. This is fairly near
actual ly, Santa Paula Creek, and as you can see, it
took quite a few days before we actually started
getting any water down to there. W got a big shot,
but then all of a sudden is started tipping down
again, and then gradually it started working it's
way back up again also. W ended up at about
150 cfs out of the 400 com ng down.

MR CARDENAS: |s this below the nmouth of the
Santa Paul a Creek or above?

MR MC EACHRON: It's upstream of.

MR. CARDENAS: (I naudible).

THE REPORTER | can't hear you.

MR CARDENAS: |I'msorry. | asked himif the
di scharge out of Santa Paul a had any effect on what
he was seeing here.

MR MC EACHRON: No. Well, for one thing,
what | did here is | did take out base flows. [If I
am engagi ng sonmewhere where there is water right
there --

MR CARDENAS: Oh, this is surface water.
" msorry.

MR MC EACHRON. Yeah, this is surface flow
So | amjust |looking at the release -- this is just

the rel ease water. | take out base fl ow out of
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this.

And in the case of Wllard, there was
probably around 15 cfs base flow. \Were | was at
the fish hatchery, | think it was probably around a
half cfs. It was al nost down to not hing.

MR CARDENAS: And nost of the river is dry.

MR MC EACHRON: Ch, the entire section where
| engaged at Fillnmore up is dry. And then from
about the 23 bridge down to bel ow the Sespe, that
was al so dry too. Then we did our release. That
put nore water into the basin. And it actually
stayed wet for quite a while after that.

And this is what we actually got down
upstream of diversion of the rel ease.

So looking at it overall, 77 percent of
it went into the Piru basin, 90 percent went into
Fillnmore, and about 14 percent we got down past and
into the Freeman diversion

| mentioned when the channels actually
started formng we actually started getting nore
water. This was taken towards the mddle -- or
towards the end of the release or near the end.

This is right at Torrey R dge right here, and as you
can see, there was about a 30-foot-w de channel that

the water had to go across. This was a very

90



20040205- 0412 | ssued by FERC OSEC 02/ 05/2004 in Docket#: P-2153-000

© 00 N o o b~ wWw N P

N N N N NN P PR R R R R R R
ag A W N P O O 00 N o O p»d W N -~ O

standing area that percolates a |lot of water, and
that's the reason why all of our water was just kind
of disappearing in the Piru basin.

Then about a week later, | went out
there and it cut a channel. This is the exact same
point, but this water here, then, was four-feet deep
and was flow ng about eight feet per second and was
just hauling right past there. 1t didn't provide a
chance to really percolate into that area as well.

O course, it fanned out further down where we began
to lose water, but it helped out a |ot.

MR DI CKENSON: And that's why you have that
rise --

MR MC EACHRON: Yeah. It was at the sane
time | started getting that sane rise. W started
getting a lot nore water down. It was roughly at
the sanme tinme that this channel was formed. W were
hopi ng that the 500 cfs mght actually start cutting
a channel better, but it appeared not to hel p at
all.

That's it.

MR GLOMCKI: |If you were to cut a channe
artificially, howwuld that affect your regul ations
range? That's a very interesting question com ng

froma fishery.
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MR DI CKENSON: |Is soneone fromthe Board
her e?

MR MC EACHRON: Wy back, actually, they
used to cut a channel, and it's hard to conpare, you
know, because we don't have the sane conditions.
It's really hard to conpare it, but | assunme that
t hat woul d hel p.

MR EDMONDSON: Murray, | don't knowif this
is for you or for John, so I'll pose the question to
both of you. |In regards to the groundwater punping
and the fees and the current operations along the
basin and the river, would you characterize these as
shal | ow groundwat er extraction or deep groundwater
extraction?

MR DI CKENSON: Deep. Deep. | nean, they
are alluvial basin water table basins, and often
when we say "deep aquifer out of the Oxnard plain,”
we nean aquatic aquifers and they are sitting out
there wth the woody debris.

MR EDMONDSON:  How deep?

MR DICKENSON: On the Oxnard plain? They're
maybe down to 1500 feet. Here in the Piru basin,
I'd say frommaybe 100 feet to 300 feet, sonething
li ke that.

MR MC EACHRON: The fish hatchery goes
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deeper; right?

MR EDMONDSON: So in regards to follow up on
the Piru basin with 100 to 300 feet, if there's a
surface flow and the punps are turned on, does that
affect the surface water?

MR MC EACHRON: No, it really shouldn't.
Because we had about 70 feet to the groundwater
tabl e, so what happens down here doesn't have a
whole ot to do with what you're doing down here and
t he percol ation going down to it.

MR EDMONDSON: So it's not underfl ow.

MR, MC EACHRON:  No.

MR DICKENSON: It's saturated groundwater,
but long termthere is this large effect after years
and years of use until demands on the basin
ultimately neet supply of the basin.

MR EDMONDSON:  Thank you.

MR. HOGAN: Do you have any ideas as to what
the irrigation demand is maybe on a weekly or
nmonthly basis or irrigation demand in a week?

MR DI CKENSON: Yes. W have good nunbers on
those by basin and by aquifer and total district.

MR HOGAN: Is that sonething that you can
file with the Comm ssion, not necessarily -- maybe

for the past 10 years?
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MR DICKENSON: I'mtrying to think how it
relates to the Santa Felicia Damor Santa Felicia
pr oj ect .

MR HOGAN: Well, it relates to flows.

MR DI CKENSON: Well, we'll consider it.

W' |l think about it.

MR HOGAN: Well, | can wite an EAR for it.

MR DI CKENSON: W'l put sonething together
for you. I'mtrying to -- I'mtrying to think about
how it relates to Santa Felicia Damand it's
operation because it's being -- this water is being
| aundered, in effect, through nature, through the
groundwat er basin. So the demands of the
groundwat er basin is i ndependent of how we operate
t he project.

MR HOGAN: I'Ill tell you why. The project
serves a purpose for irrigation or a water supply.
There's a certain demand associated with that water.
And if | can understand how nuch water is being
utilized, | can understand how the flows that you're
rel easing and your fall release flow correlate to
your irrigation demands.

MR DI CKENSON: Maybe a better solution for
that is this overall basin, the Santa Cd ara basin,

and these basins going fromthe damto the sea are
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all classically overdrafted, and so the demands
exceed the supplies here in the district by
approxi mately 30,000 acres per year. And these are
designated by the state of California and ot her
entities, maybe the Bureau of Rec and sone others
that designate it. The Santa Cara River faces a
critical overdraft. So the demand exceeds supply.
There's not really a timng relationship between the
supply, the volunme that's required by the project,
and the timng of the use. There's no nexus.

MR HOGAN: So you never fill those
groundwat er aqui fers?

MR DI CKENSON: No. Nature does it all

MR HOGAN: On a typical water year, what
percent age of capacity are you rechargi ng those
groundwat er reservoirs?

MR DICKENSON: It's different for each basin

because the Piru basin --

MR HOGAN: |'m not | ooking for specifics.

MR MC EACHRON: I'Il put the Piru basin back
on.

MR DI CKENSON: Yeah. Put that Piru basin
back up, and we'll talk about it for a m nute.

Piru basin is the closest groundwater

basin to the project. Interesting point to note is
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that -- 1'll try to stay where you can hear ne.

MR HOGAN: | want to get where | can read

MR DI CKENSON: The project canme on |ine here
in'55  The Piru basin was in a -- one of the
reasons the Santa Felicia project happened instead
of the Sespe project which was proposed at the tine
was that the Sespe project woul d have been no
benefit to the Piru basin. The Santa Felicia Dam
was built at this tine. It didn't fill up unti
'69, and still, you see here in '67 all of a sudden
now -- this represents the point in time in which
Santa Felicia starts having affect on the basin, and
back here in earlier tinmes -- we have records back
even further that Piru basin was seriously depl eted.

Sanme is true in Fillnore. You don't
see the full benefit of the Santa Felicia project in

the basin there, but you can stop by on cold days

and see fromtine to tinme, it does fill, but
typically it's always below that pool filling up.
Wien it's full, it's still only rising water in
there. 1In fact, the rising water level -- | don't

know what the elevation is in Piru basin, but, you
know, if the walk down the Santa C ara River today

and it just rained -- in a normal sumer, if you'd
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wal k down the Santa Cara River, you' d walk from
here, it's just sand and dry -- depending what tine
of day it is -- and then it starts getting spongy
and water dries up out of the groundwater basin and
flows on the surface for maybe a quarter mle.

MR MC EACHRON:. Dependi ng.

MR DI CKENSON:  Dependi ng on how hi gh the
groundwater is. And then it percolates down to the
Fillmore Basin. And then that basin goes across the
dry Sespe to the Santa G ara R ver bed until you get
to the bottomof the Fillnore Basin, and then it
happens agai n.

Santa Paula Basin is a little
different. There's different geology there. It
crosses the fault, and when the water hits the
Santa Paula Basin, it tends to ride on the surface.
So the Santa Paula Basin is nore neither -- it isn't
recharged by the Santa Cara River nor does it
percolate. It's river release water. So past Santa
Paul a Creek. It runs straight on down to diversion.

MR MC EACHRON: Also, to add on to that,
this graph is an avail able storage; right? And it's
really hard to see because we have 55 years here.
The groundwater conditions were right down to here

was avail able storage in Piru basin before the
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rel ease. The release -- because the we put -- what
was it? -- about 20,000 acre feet in the Piru basin.
It cane up to about here, and this is all based on
groundwat er el evati ons.

MR. EDMONDSON: So the orange portion or the
orange area portion on that histogramrepresents the
cal cul ated anmount of surface groundwater over tine?

MR MC EACHRON: This is nore -- well, it's
nore | ooking |ike a cross section of a |lake. This
is the avail able storage. So if you go down to
here, it's roughly 50,000 avail able feet of storage.

MR EDMONDSON: Tell nme, is the white
avai | abl e storage or the orange the avail abl e
st orage?

MR DI CKENSON: The interface. 1In this case,
this is mnus one, mnus three. This is full at
zero, and now you can stick 20,000 in there to fil
it up -- 40,000 in there to fill it up. So at any
poi nt here, you need to stick 100 and sone thousand
in there in order to fill it up

MR EDMONDSON: So the interface of the white
and the orange is essentially the cal cul ated anount
of storage in conparison to the anount of water
available in this particul ar basin.

MR. DI CKENSON: Full feet.
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MR GOMCKI: Full basin being Iike Piru
or --

MR DI CKENSON: Yeah, this is Piru, and the
ot her one you showed was the Fill nore Basin.

If you | ooked at the downstream basi ns,
you woul dn't see this nice up and down and soneti nes
the full thing. Sone of the downstream basins just
do this. They're dowmn in the Oxnard plain. They're
punpi ng water from2- and 3- and 400 feet bel ow sea
| evel . And of course, we just turn off the punps.
It goes back to sea level, but what's happening is
the ocean is noving it through the aquifer.

MR. EDMONDSON: |s there waste water being
di scharged into the Santa Cara River?

MR DI CKENSON: Yes, at three |ocations. One
right out here past the airport in Ventura operates,
in Piru, and the city of Fillnore and Santa Paul a.

MR SCHM DT: There's al so Val encia down the
street.

MR DICKENSON: Yes. That's comng in down
the street.

M5. COURTNEY: What happens in the future
when the potential result of Fillnore and
Santa Paul a establishing a new treatnent plant and

not releasing into the Santa Cara R ver.
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1 MR DI CKENSON: Yes. And in those

2 considerations -- that's being discussed, so

3 everybody knows -- the city of Fillnore and the city
4 of Santa Paul a have hired a nodel er and they're

5 wor ki ng with our groundwater departnent to nodel

6 what that would be. | don't have the answer for

7 you.

8 MR GLOMCKI: John, you said the water

9 demands exceed the supply on average 30,000 acre

10 feet per year. \Were is that occurring?

11 MR DI CKENSON: Well, that's districtw de.

12 MR GOMCKI so that's in all three basins

13 conbi ned?

14 MR, DI CKENSON:  Yes.

15 MR GLOMCKI: Not necessarily the Oxnard

16 flood plain. That's everywhere?

17 MR DI CKENSON: Not everywhere. But what

18 happened is the problens accrued off coast, because
19 that's interfacing with the ocean. So as those guys
20 punp, the sea water cones in and fuels the aquifer.
21 W have had good luck. During the '90s, we had the
22 wett est decade on record, and we had record
23 recharges fromthe sea and where the only instance
24 that we found in the record of actually pushing sea
25 wat er back in the aquifer
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MR GLOMCKI: Can they get their water from
anywhere el se?

MR DI CKENSON: Not in these upper basins.
There's not any facilities.

MR GLOMCKI: |'mtal king about where the
problemis occurring. Can these ag people get the
wat er anywhere else, and let's not even worry about
cost .

MR DI CKENSON: Yeah. At cost, there's a
coupl e projects on board that go to producing that
30, 000-acre overdraft. One is the city of Oxnard is
currently discharging all their waste water out of
Oxnard, and the city of Oxnard is working with
United and other projects to treat that waste water
and serve it to those ag users. There are sone that
are just a slamdunk. There are sonme that are just
a bunch of trout farns that dirty all the pipelines,
that deplete the wells, that could just easily be
changed over to reclainmed water because who cares.
Food crops -- there's a big issue about food crops
and reclainmed water and the safety of it.

Anyway, the answer is yes. There's
ot her water sources, in fact, fromdischarges
sonmewhere in the order of 3,000 acres. O course,

they don't want to spend all this noney, treat, and
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it give it away. They want to trade that for

addi tional punping. The alternative water source
down on the aquifer plain, the state water project
I's through Cal |l eguas Municipal Water District, and
it runs sonething on the order of $700 per acre
foot. Local groundwater costs you sonewhere on the
order of $150 an acre foot. So it's a huge leap in
cost to go to inverted water. Not to nention in an
ecol ogi cal sense, you know, how much can we really
be relying on punping nore water out of the delta
for local needs if we have | ocal water resources
that we should be using.

MR GLOMCKI? |s anybody worrying about this
overdraft?

MR DI CKENSON: Ch, yeah. That's what we're
here for. That's our whole vision. And that's why,
when we go through these things, we seemto be
fighting for every drop here for groundwater
recharge. That's the reason why, what we are set up
to do. That's our m ssion.

MR GOMCKI: Can United water set limts?

MR DICKENSON: No. CQur |legislative
authority is limted. W have no ordinance
authority at all other than the recreation district.

There is an agency on the Oxnard plain that happens
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to wear that hat. |It's called the Fox Canyon
G oundwat er Managenent Agency, and there is a very
el aborate system of allocations, punping allocations
and very strict penalties for exceeding those
al | ocati ons.

MR HOGAN: Does United have any conservation
I ncentives to water users?

MR DI CKENSON: Well, this Fox Canyon GVA is
a very severe conservation incentive. The GVA
charges a groundwater extraction fee. Currently
it's something like $3.50 an acre foot. |f you
exceed your allocation, you pay $750 an acre foot.
But in these upper basins -- Santa Paul a Basin has a
di fferent groundwater nmanagenent regul atory act.
It's a two-seated agency that tells people how nmuch
t hey can punp.

Fillmore and Piru Basins are nmanaged

by -- there was a groundwater nmanagenent act with
the state of California called AB 3030 and there's
an AB 3030 groundwat er managenent group that nanages
extractions in the Piru and Fill nore Basin.

MR EDMONDSON:  John, just allocation,
custoner allocation -- just ballpark -- between ag
and ot hers?

MR DI CKENSON: Bal | park districtwide I think
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you' re tal ki ng about maybe 75.

MR HOGAN: If everybody's satisfied, we're
going to get back to --

MR SCHM DT: | just have one nore question.
Wien that peaks above zero there, does that nean
that there's free-flowing water there in the
Santa Clara River?

MR, DI CKENSON:  Yes.

MR MC EACHRON:  Yes.

MR HOGAN: Let's try to get back to the
study plan. If there's nore questions or concerns
about how the water is used in the systemafter we
have a final application we will have a scoping
docunentation. People can raise those issues and
concerns at that tinmne.

Thank you for that presentation.

MR CARPENTER W left off actually with
Mauri ce asking a question about what happened to be
Study 16, Macroinvertebrate Surveys, and we kind of
flushed out how sonme of the |longer termstuff m ght
get bl ended into an adaptive managenent approach or
condition or sonething like that. What we're
| ooking to do, though, we are |ooking to go out and
identify community structure, you know, even if it

IS a snapshot, because invertebrate surveys are
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meant to be an indicator of how -- and of course
many years of data, no matter what kind of organism
you're trying to tract is better than one, but one
gives you an idea. And a lot of that has to do with
tol erances of those macroi nvertebrate species, what
they can tolerate water qualityw se, sedinent size,
things like that. So | think we're still looking to
get that snapshot, at least in the area bel ow the
dam

MR HOGAN: Traditionally, if you're | ooking
at adaptive managenent and there is operational
changes -- you should see what's there now, their
current conditions -- and then you nodify current
operations and see what it's doing to the
macrovertebrae popul ation. You nake conpari sons.

MR CARPENTER. Right. And this is another
study that has geographic inplications. There's
variant | and uses in the area, and, you know,
there's a very small opportunity area to | ook at the
result of the lake -- not the results of the |ake --
the | ake's affect on the invertebrate conmunity
wi t hout other |arger scale |and use activities
interacting with it.

For instance, further downstream on

Piru Creek, there's a |lot of |and-use activities
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that have nothing to do with the project per se. So
I think what we're |ooking at is |ooking at the
reach that's on United property of being indicative
of having a relationship with the rel eases and the
operation of the dam

MR CARDENAS: But | would guess that there
weren't -- you know, | don't know the protocol. |
haven't gone out. But | would suspect that there
are sone changes that occur year after year that
can't be determned in one year. |1'mnot going to
try to think about it real quick.

MR. CARPENTER  Yeah. 1In a regulated system
li ke this one, you have a better opportunity to
see -- you're nore likely to see the same comunity
patterns under a regul ated scenari o.

MR CARDENAS: That woul d be the obvious to
see how consi stent any factor is or any neasurenent
Is or whether it's not consistent over a period of
time. But there is a longevity that's needed.
There is atime line that's needed to actually be
able to tract this.

MR CARPENTER Right. And that's what nakes
adapti ve managenent hel pful

MR. CARDENAS: The thing that it seens to ne

you're saying is you would like to have it done in
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one year.

MR. CARPENTER No. |I'mjust saying we need

to have that snapshot. W need to establish a
baseline. | nmean, it's just like with the fish. W
can do that, too, for years and years and years.
But we need to establish a baseline at sone point so
that as we nove forward we know where we were at one
point, and right now there isn't anybody in the room
who knows where we are comunity structurew se.

MR CARDENAS: R ght. But that baseline |
woul d guess would be to begin the inplenentation of
t he study, rather than doing something different,
then comng in and enploying --

MR HOGAN:  You're proposing to do the study.

MR. CARDENAS: You are?

MR CARPENTER  Yeah. W're going to do
this, and it's likely that we will submt an
application that doesn't have three years of data
because we haven't begun collecting the data.
However, if we can build that future nonitoring into
the license or extend it into the |license, then as
long as it has that --

MR HOGAN: You're proposing to do the
forestry right now and continue to --

MR CARPENTER Yeah. And go fromthere if
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that's what's necessary.

MR HOGAN: Their proposal in the application
can be nodified.

MR CARPENTER: Correct. So there's the
potential there for that, and that's why we need to
do that first, so we can establish what the next
step is. The first thing we need to do is find out
what is there and whether there are indicators of
di stress and things |ike that and establish that
basel i ne so we can nmake deci sions and nove forward.

Study 17 is Lake Piru Gane Fish Survey,
and what we're doing here is doing a couple of
different things. W're |ooking at existing records
from Departnment of Fish and Gane, recreation area
managenent at the | ake, and the U S. Forest Service
related to population information that they have at
Piru Creek above the | ake because there's likely to
be an acluvial (phonetic) fish connection between
Lake Piru and Piru Creek up through Pyram d.

So we're going to be | ooking at the
primary species. The managenent species in
Lake Piru is a |large anount of bass. So we're going
to be | ooking at spawni ng habitat, rearing habitat,
things like that within lake. A lot of that is

going to be based on anecdotal information. | nean
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that's how we're going to get with a lot of folks
that regularly use the | ake and rather than go with
a needl e- and- hayst ack approach, we're going to have
peopl e that fish there often lead us to areas at
that we should focus on. But bottomline is we're
going to establish where is, the spawni ng habitat,
you know, kind of the critical habitat for bass
managenment speci es.

But we're also going to take a | ook at
Piru Creek above the |lake to see if there's trout
spawning and if there is sonme sort of acluvial
bit -- so we're just going to really |look for redds.
VW' re not tagging any fish or trapping or anything
like that. We're just going to do kind of a passive
survey for trout redds.

And then we're al so going to exam ne
reservoir stocking information. W're trying to
establish a connection wth Departnent of Fish and
Gane to extract that information that has been
collected in the past. There's a ot of information
which is really difficult to get your arns around
where it is, and so we're continuing on that pathway

to get information fromthe Departnent and from

Forest Service so that we can synthesize it and draw

sonme sort of connection to the gane fish resource at
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1 Lake Piru.
2 So we're | ooking at sone field surveys
3 later this spring, and it's likely to take us
4 t hrough the sumrer to get the data necessary from
5 the resources that we've identified.
6 kay. Study 18 is Existing Recreation
7 Use Survey. This was, | think, our first big effort
8 of 2003. W started in the md to late spring with
9 the Menorial Day holiday period. OQur efforts were
10 focused on the Lake Piru recreation area, so we
11 approached that survey in 3 ways. One was we
12 devel oped a questionnaire survey to be handed out to
13 every vehicle -- you know, every set of visitors
14 that cane through the gate at United over the course
15 of what we would call the "peak-use period."” So
16 that would be May through October. And in this
17 case, that was handed out in bilingual form and we
18 just encouraged people to get those filled out, hand
19 themin, and we had a fairly poor return rate. But
20 we got enough to achieve the statistical power that
21 we needed according to ny recreation planning folks.
22 W al so conducted surveys of -- surveys
23 of -- observation surveys of use of various kinds,
24 whet her it's boating on the | ake or picnicking,
25 beach-going, all those different -- fishing. W had
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11 stations along the road that we toured yesterday
that is acceptable to the public along the |ake
shore, and at regular intervals we basically tallied
the various categories of use. And that was
conducted between -- that wasn't an everyday thing.

| think we were doing --

MR DI CKENSON:  You said regular intervals.

It was actually on design randomintervals: so many
random weekdays, so many random weekend days.

MR CARPENTER: Yeah. W had established it
when we did the study-plan devel opnent. That was
the direction we got fromPark Service. And so
we' ve col |l ected that information.

And then we al so did sone active survey
wor k where, because we were getting some poor
returns on the questionnaire where we interfaced
wth folks bilingually, we still did the English and
Spani sh thing and tried to kind of enhance our
return on sone of these things by actively seeking
folks out. And we primarily did that on weekends
because we knew we woul d get nore bang for our buck.
You can spend a weekday out here, even during the
sunmer, and it can be a little slow

So we ended up getting sonething |ike

300 questionnaires returned over the period. And so
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right now we have a lot of information, and we're
actual | y devel opi ng a database to put that
information into and then start being able to do
sonme analysis with it. But the questionnaire data
that we ended up drawing fromthis kind of survey is
pretty -- it's not easily reduced. So the
recreation planning fol ks that we have working on
this have to really think about how they're going to
set up that database so that it's functional for
statistical analyses and things |ike that as we nove
forward. So that's kind of an ongoi ng process, and
it's likely to be conpleted sonetine md sumrer of
2004.

MR HOGAN: So this potentially could nmake it
into one of the reports before Septenber --

MR CARPENTER It's possible.

MR HOGAN: -- but otherwise it will be in
Sept enber .

MR CARPENTER It's possible. Yeah. Once
we start really reducing the data and seei ng what we
can do with it, I mean, we mght be able to give out
sone raw data and be able to say, "You know, this is
what we wanted fromthis process.” | nean, that was
one of the steps that we had identified in that the

study-plan process. It's just nmaking sure did we
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get the information that we wanted. You know, did
we mss the opportunity or did the opportunity m ss
us, and right now we're thinking that the
opportunity m ssed us, that we went out and did what
we could and the opportunities just weren't all that
good, but we could be there. | guess we'll let you
know in the next quarterly report whether to expect
sonet hing |ike that.

Study 19 is this Regional Rec
Assessnent, and it | ooks at simlar recreational
opportunities in this geographic area, you know, the
greater Los Angel es and Sout hern Central Coast area.
And this is |like one of those studies that's kind of
I ndependent. It's the kind of thing that we can do
with sone maps and things |ike that, and we just
have not initiated anything on the study. But we
don't foresee it challenging to conplete the study
because the information is already in hand. So as
the opportunity conmes up for us to conplete the
study, we will get it in. W're not anticipating
it's going to be a very long effort. It's just a
matter of when we actually start in earnest on it.

Study 20 is a Rec Facility Condition
Inventory. A lot of this information is already

included in United's Lake Piru rec area -- their
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recreation plan, but we're going to essentially
update that plan, or the information in it, by you
know doi ng an ADA, Anerican D sabilities Act survey
of all the facilities. W think we already know
what's going on there, but we have to broaden the
scope a little bit to nmake sure we fully cover all
the facilities there.

M5. CARTER |Is there a regular mai ntenance
schedul e for the recreation areas?

MR DI CKENSON:  Uh- huh.

M5. CARTER And will be that be | ooked at
any further in the conplete Comm ssion report?

MR DICKENSON: That's a good place for it.

MR. CARPENTER  Yeah, that's a good pl ace for
it. | agree. W have a rec plan, and the rec plan
outlines all that stuff, and that's going to really
be the backbone of this. So we'll get it in there.

MR DI CKENSON:  Just so everybody knows, our
existing license allows for us to have a recreation
programup there in Lake Piru but does not nandate
it in any fashion. So there's been no FERC
I nvol vement in our recreation facilities other than
when we fill out the survey fornms and we hand it to
themand so forth. But there is no real FERC

connection to the recreation.
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MR HOGAN:. Howis it that you' re goi ng about
notivating yourself to do a recreation progranf

MR DI CKENSON:  You know it is a slight --
originally the recreation programwas set up by our
board of directors to be fully self-funded. So the
gat e- house fees paid for the maintenance of all the
facilities. Most of the major capital facilities
out there were constructed under grants from either
the Departnent of California Boating and Waterway or
other entities that had sone sort of grants
avai l able. Qur rec manager is a master at applying
for rec grants. He's been really successful over
the | ast 20 years or so of getting things in up
t here.

So up until the last few years the
thing was all self-supporting. Costs of running the
system have since exceeded that, and now the genera
fund of the district is floating the rec program up
to about 200,000 a year. The Board wasn't keen on
doi ng that, but, you know, we're primarily a
groundwat er recharge entity, but if there are
auxiliary things that are good for the public, we
m ght as well participate in them

MR HOGAN: Are you considering increases in

fees or anything of that nature to offset sone of
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t he costs?

MR DICKENSON: It could be. |If the
operating costs keep increasing through the
regul atory armof the park's funding, we m ght have
to. W're in a tough spot, because the state park
systemis still heavily -- but was even further nore
heavi | y subsi di zed by general fund tax noney from
the state for many years. So when you're in
conpetition wth sonmething that gets to raise incone
tax on everybody, it nmakes for tough conpetition,
you know.

MR. CARPENTER Ckay. [|I'mgoing to go ahead
and nove forward to Study 21, which was Witewater
Boati ng Assessnment. This was a study that was
devel oped and coordinate -- we developed it in
coordi nati on wi th stakehol ders in Novenber 2002, and
we actually revisited how we were actually going to
implement this with -- we had initially laid it out
that American Wiitewater woul d hel p us coordi nate
this activity. So we got together with them prior
to our conservation release in the fall because that
was the study period for whitewater boating
opportunities. And we cane up with a two-contro
fl ow approach at 400 and 200 cfs. Anmerican

whitewater and Sierra Cub R ver Touring Section
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locally here cane up with -- | think it was an
abbreviated |ist.

Right, Chris?

We had about 22 or 23 participants on
the first event

MR SCHM DT: Yeah, 22 on the first one.

MR CARPENTER  There was a huge anount of
interest, and I think we had 18 or 19 the second
time. And we did those on consecutive weekends. W
tried to mandate that we had the sane fol ks running
the creek, but it was an all-day endeavor two days
in OCctober, and we did what we said we were going to
do in terns of video docunentation. W used a
standardi zed questionnaire. W had an open Q and-A
period after each run

| think what we did find was that under
400 cfs it was kind of a high-flowthing. And it
was kind of fast, but you could take it all the way
down to the Santa Cara River. Under 200 cfs, they
seened -- it mght have been a little bit nore fun,
but you'd have to pull out probably before going all
the way to the Santa Clara River. But overall, it
sounded |i ke everybody had a -- you know, it was an
enj oyabl e experience, and we had people who were

generally interested in giving us constructive
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1 input. So | feel it went fairly well.
2 Ri ght now we're goi ng through our video
3 docunentation. And we're kind of using an intern
4 project at one of the local filminstitutes to
5 produce this video, and so it's taking us sonme tine
6 to get through that process. So over the course of
7 t he next probably three or four nonths, we'll see
8 that video cone into play, and we'll probably have
9 data to start working with. And | guess | would
10 antici pate sonetinme during the sumer having sone
11 sort of deliverable for interested parties.
12 MR PETERS:. Kris, would you m nd sayi ng your
13 nane for the court reporter
14 MR SCHM DT: Kris Schmdt fromthe
15 Ri ver Touring Section of the Sierra O ub
16 MR PETERS: Thank you.
17 MR CARPENTER  Study 22, Non-Boating Fl ow
18 Assessnent, and this was sonething that focused a
19 | ot of angling opportunities. W cane up with a
20 free-fl ow approach to | ook at | ower flow conditions.
21 H gher flow conditions didn't seemto be in the
22 cards for -- | actually coordinated a bit here with
23 Ji m Ednondson from Cal Trout, and he actually turned
24 me | oose on sone |local entities, Sespe and Matilija
25 Fly Fishers, and ultimately we cane up with a survey
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formthat's been applied on a nunber of other FERC
projects in California and back East. And we
recrui ted sone |ocal volunteers. Had three

| ocations on Piru Creek where we actually went out
and we were -- they were -- you know, they were
trying to mmc their angling opportunity.

| guess nost of the participants
weren't interested in staying there all day and
seei ng how many fish they would catch, so they
really paid attention to what we had on the survey
form Looked at things Iike castability. You know,
Is there opportunity to catch? |Is the creek
wei ght abl e? What's the surface velocity like for
the type of fishing that you' re doing? And all that
stuff was related to | evel of experience and things
like that, real simlar to the approach we used with
t he whitewater survey, you know, based on skill and
desired outconme. How does this feel to you?

And that study actually is -- we have a
| ot of data. We have one nore opportunity we have
to take to go do a base-flow survey. W got kind of
pushed out by the fires in Novenber, so we're
headi ng out to do that hopefully in the next nonth.
Right now | think we're | ooking at reducing the data

and getting that study wapped up in md sunmer of
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2004.
2

MR SCHM DT: Do you have any idea at this
poi nt what the approximate flows are that are
opti mum for fishing?

MR CARPENTER  For fishing? | have no idea.
They're |l ower for sure. W used 50 as our peak and
50 was a little nmuch. So 25 and 10 seemto be a
little bit better. So that's just kind of off the
top of ny head.

Study 23, Land Managenent Revi ew.

Just to take a step back to Study 22,
this is a msrepresentation. There is no video
docunentati on for the non-boating flow study, not
for any particular reason. |It's just a typo.

Study 23 is a Land Managenent Revi ew.
It's a table-top exercise | ooking at existing plans,
policies, and regs, and their consistency with
concurrent operations -- current and future
operations -- just to kind of |ayout what the
regul atory framework is for the project area.

MR PETERS: John, | have a coupl e of

questions here. Are there currently plans to expand

the marina, existing nmarina?

MR. CARPENTER: John can answer that
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questi on.

MR DI CKENSON: There's a desire to do so.
As | nmentioned, our cost stuff at the park exceeds
the avail able resources. W had a master plan for
enhancing the park about five years ago -- four or
five years ago -- and we had an architect design
things. And this wll tie into this study as well
as visual resources and sone other things. There's
a Lake Piru Recreation Master Plan that was al |l uded
to earlier, and that was adopted by our board of
directors and we have a, CUP, conditional use permt
fromthe county of Ventura.

The park operates under a | and-use
permt fromthe county of Ventura. The water
facilities under the state of California are exenpt
fromland-use control -- land planning, or zoning
Issues. In that park, there's an increased marina.
There's a proposed potential floating pool, general
store, clubhouse conplex, and then enhanced RV sites
for that park. And right now we're in the process
of -- because the district is not interested in
funding it, we're in the process of trying to
negotiate with concessioner to try to do that
devel opnment in exchange for sonme |ong-term | ease for

t hose parklands. And those negotiations have been
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going on for sone nonths, and I'm not sure of the
fruition of them

MR PETERS: Wuld that al so enconpass the
size of the vessels that would be allowed to use the
reservoir?

MR DICKENSON: Well, | think sone of that is
addressed up in the whitewater boating section if
you' re taking the smaller vessels on the reservoir.
In terns of |arger vessels on the reservoir, | don't
know that we have a limt on size in our ordinance.
I"d have to look it up.

MR PETERS: Wbuld that address whether the
| arger vessels would be allowed to discharge to the
reservoir or whether they have to have on-I|and
of f | oadi ng of waste and so forth?

MR DI CKENSON: Ch, yeah. Sure. W
absolutely will without a doubt. W have -- out
there on the reservoir there are floating restroons
that are cormon in lakes in California. They say
the SS rel ease, and you can dock right up on them
and use the facilities without going to shore and
driving a long way. So there are a couple or three
of themon the | ake.

M5. HOLSOPPLE: | wondered what those were.

MR DI CKENSON: Yeah. Those are boaters
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restroons.

MR. CARDENAS: John, do you guys have
full -body contact.

MR. DI CKENSON:  Yes.

MR HOGAN: | m ssed the question

MR CARDENAS: |If they're allowed full-body
cont act .

MR PETERS: What does that nean?

MR CARDENAS: A lot of the reservoirs in
California don't allow body contact at all so that
will limt the size of boats.

MR EDMONDSON: It's a state law dealing with
what they call internal reservoirs for those
reservoirs that are directly tied to nunicipal water
supplies for full-body contact, a | awer termfor
getting in the water.

MR PETERS:. Sounds |ike WAWF Westling.

MR EDMONDSON: That's on the other side of
the SS reservoir for you folks not fromtown.

But it's fairly -- for Santa O ara and
the lake, it's not conpletely unique, but it is a
little unusual. Most of the our reservoirs in
Sout hern California preclude full-body contact.
MR. DI CKENSON: For sanitary reasons.
MR PETERS. Right.
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MR CARPENTER Ckay. Study 24 is Land
Managenent |nventory using G S outlining various
| and- use zoning attributes and natural and sensitive
resources in the project area. This is an exercise
that is kind of ongoing. W have a nunber of other
G S tasks going on, so this one has actually been
slated nore toward the summer of 2004 period to
facilitate getting sone of this other G S work done
that we are doing related to the field survey work.

Vi sual resources study. R ght now
we' re | ooking to conduct that study in either this
spring or in the early summer of 2004. And it's
likely at that we'll only be able to incorporate the
results -- we mght be able to summari ze them but
again, this mght be one of those studies that
occurs |late enough that it ends up being directly
entered into the Exhibit E
Yeah?

M5. CARTER. Are you going to be | ooking at
the trash pile by the power house in that study?

MR. CARPENTER  The trash pile?

M5. CARTER. The bone yard.

MR CARPENTER  Ch, the bone yard. Well, |
suppose we will. W're looking primarily at various

sensitive receptor sites, and that falls kind of in

124



20040205- 0412 | ssued by FERC OSEC 02/ 05/2004 in Docket#: P-2153-000

© 00 N o o b~ wWw N P

N N N N NN P PR R R R R R R
ag A W N P O O 00 N o O p»d W N -~ O

a weird area because it's relatively inaccessible to
nost of the view shed. So | think nost of the focus
Is going to be relatively | ake-oriented, but we can
ki nd of make a note to |ook for that kind of thing
as wel | .

MR HOGAN:  You can address it the way that
you just did.

MR. CARPENTER:  Yeah.

Study 26, 27, both of these studies
i nvol ve historic or cultural resources. The
original application addressed nmuch of this, and |
think we're just |ooking to do an update.
I's that right, John?

MR. DI CKENSON: Yeah. The origina
application had detail of cultural resources,
inventory and assessnents in them W inadvertently
i ncluded sone stuff in the initial application that
shoul d not have been included in the original
application. So we're going to have our cultura
resource person nodify those docunents so they can
be included in the final application.

MR. HOGAN:  You can also just file them
separately as confidential docunents.

MR, DI CKENSON:  Ckay.

MR HOGAN: So we won't put themon the
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Internet and publicize themto the world.

MR. DI CKENSON: Probably what we'll do is do
both them

MR HOGAN: Typically what they do is

separate the docunents marked "Confidential," and
we'll just keep themoff the Internet. However you
want .

MR DICKENSON: W'l probably do it both
ways so that we can have a cultural resource -- the
study is done included in our Exhibit E. So there
w || be sone docunents attached to our Exhibit E
That original report can go as prom sed.

MR CARPENTER:  Study 28 follows a simlar
track but it's a Project Hi storic Study and
Eval uation, really just |ooking at the Santa Felicia
proj ect and whether there are features of it that
qualify as having an historic quality or other
elements that are, | guess, wthin the area of
i nfluence of the project. That's sonething that
United is working on in-house.

Study 29 is a --

M5. HOLSOPPLE: May | interrupt and ask a
question?

MR. CARPENTER Yes. Sure you can.

M5. HOLSOPPLE: You had nentioned yesterday
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inthe site visits that you were in contact with a
native American, and he was going to help you with
sone studies. D d | understand that correctly, your
consultation? 1Is he going to like help to identify
any ot her possible Indian-sensitive sites that m ght
have been there in the past?

MR DI CKENSON: | don't know what he was
going to do. Wat | was going to do with that
consultation is just have a full-day neeting with
hi mand do the tour pretty nmuch |ike we did, have
hi m| ook at our cultural resources study and visit
sonme of those sites, and just get his feedback on
how he'd |i ke us to proceed.

MR HOGAN: Is he associated with any
particular tribe?

MR DI CKENSON: Yes. He's associated with
t he Chumash, but he's partially Tavatiam from
San Fernando M ssion, which is the tribe from
that -- it was the Piru Indians fromPiru.

M5. HOLSOPPLE: The reason that | asked that
IS because | forgot to nmention that I'mdoing to the
cul tural resources in case you' re wondering who is
the field person is for that. So |I'malso do that
resource. You can add that to your know edge.

MR PETERS: Wuld you mnd spelling the
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names of those two tribes for the court reporter.

MR DICKENSON: Yes. [I'll have to wite
them Chumash is G h-u-ma-s-h, and Tavatiamis
T-a-v-a-t-i-a-m

MR PETERS:. Thank you.

MR CARPENTER Ckay. Study 29 is a little
bit of a catchall study that we identified back in
Novenber of 2002: Project Engineering/ Qperations
Chal | enges and Opportunities. And it's the kind of
study -- kind of a forumthat allows us to kind of
| ook at the facilities and the operations and
exchange ideas. And United's kind of a -- they're
taking the lead on facilitating that.

MR DI CKENSON: Right. W were asked in our
initial consultation and al so during the study-plan
devel opnent to address issues of physical features
that could be used as mtigations and so forth.
These included fish-passage facilities. W were
asked about decomm ssioning the project and sone of
t hese nore physical prograns that mght fall out of
this, to address those and have sone sort of
wite-up that's included in the application, and
that was -- this was supposed to include all of
t hose.

W have sone issues of piping through
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the dam W di scussed yesterday in our tour the
fixed point of outlet at the bottom and this study
Is to incorporate sone rough engi neering sol utions
to those chall enges and what those costs and what

ot her problens or challenges m ght ensue as a result
of those solutions would be detailed in that.

MR PETERS: Wen we were there yesterday, |
saw a sign on a power house called "Heli Spot
Water." |Is that for fire prevention?

MR DICKENSON: Fire. Forest Service and

county fire and CDF, California Departnent of

Forestry Fire, both use that flat area bel ow the dam

as a helipad during wild fires. They run water off
the dam for conbating fires. |It's a condition also
of our original license that we provide water for
fighting fires.

MR HOGAN: Al right. W have just alittle
bit after 12:00. | want to get your opinion. W
can take a break, go to lunch, and cone back. And
what 1'd like to hear after lunch -- or continue on
now -- would be the agency's perspective on any of
the studies, if things are going according to plan,
how you think United s been performng according to
t he agreenent everybody has laid out today in this

nodi fied process we've laid out, and | just want to
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get your overall feeling of where we are.

So if you have significant issues you
want to discuss, we'll take a lunch break. If you
guys are pretty quick as far as your topics, we can
sit through and | eave after your done. 1'lIl |eave
it up to the room What you guys want to do?

M5. COURTNEY: | think we should just finish.

MR HOGAN. Ckay. Anybody el se?

MR DELLITH | agree.

M5. HOLSOPPLE: Is there anybody who is not
in favor of continuing right now?

(No audi bl e response.)

MR HOGAN: Al right. Do you want to take a
short break?

MR GLOMCKI: Can we take a short break?

MR HOGAN: W can do that. Short break. A
quarter after.

(Recess.)

MR HOGAN: 1'd like to take this opportunity
to have the agency respond to the presentation that
we' ve heard today as far as ongoing studies in
progress, how they're being conducted, and what
their overall feelings are.

M5. COURTNEY: | guess first | would ask if

you could sort of explain what the rest of the
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1 process is going to be for all of us.

2 MR HOGAN: (Ckay. Right now we're entering

3 into the second year of studies. United is required
4 to file a nodified Exhibit E or a new Exhibit E to
5 their application by Decenber 31, 2004. At that

6 time, we wll review, as Comm ssion staff, the

7 adequacy of that application and nmake a

8 determnation as to whether we're going to accept

9 the application or whether it's still deficient.

10 Upon acceptance of the application, we
11 wll then initiate our |egal process, which wll

12 I ncl ude scoping of issues. Right now we're |eaning
13 toward -- since we've done site assessnent

14 yesterday, we're |eaning toward paper scoping rather
15 t han havi ng another neeting up here. Basically if
16 we're going to do a paper scoping it neans we get a
17 scopi ng docunent, and everybody wi Il be provided an
18 opportunity to wite comments or rai se new i ssues
19 and so forth.
20 Based on those comments, we can either
21 proceed wth an REA, which is Ready for
22 Envi ronnental Analysis, or if there's sonething that
23 really needs to be done or addressed we can wite
24 anot her addition informational request, wait for

N
a1

that information, and then issue an REA
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And then we will proceed with our NEPA
docunent, Issue a Draft and File, and then
eventual ly the Comm ssioner will make a decision in
the formof an order for a new license or denial, I
guess.

Does that answer your question?

M5. COURTNEY: Ckay.

MR HOGAN: So this isn't your |ast
opportunity to voice an opinion

M5. COURTNEY: R ght. | just wanted to
figure out exactly where we were and how nuch was
left.

MR HOGAN: And it's common practice for us,
in the acceptance letter we will issue a schedule on
how we proceed.

So woul d anything Iike to provide input
as to how they feel this process as it is nowis
goi ng?

MR CARDENAS: | don't know because there
hasn't been nuch contact as far as ny experience
with this goes.

MR HOGAN: So you'd like to see nore --

MR. CARDENAS: Yes. |I'd like to see where
things are and have a chance to maybe have input, if

possi bl e.
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MR HOGAN: That kind of brings ne up to a
good point. In our deficiency letter, we issued
back in --

When did we issue that letter, John?
["ve got it in the file sonmepl ace.

MR DICKENSON: | believe it was February.

MR HOGAN:.  February '02?

MR DI CKENSON: | believe so.

MR HOGAN: In that letter, we did require
United to provide quarterly reports to the
Conmi ssion and all parties on the progress for
exactly the reason that you're claimng you fee
l'i ke you're out of touch. United hasn't been -- as
far as we know, has not been diligent in providing
those quarterly reports. W have two that have been
filed.

MR DI CKENSON: Right. There was one due in
the m ddle part of Decenber.

MR HOGAN: Wi ch has no one been filed, and
woul d have been the third one. And then the next
one woul d have been for the period through Decenber
to February. So that's com ng up

MR, DI CKENSON:  Ckay.

MR HOGAN: | would like to use this neeting

in lieu of the February one, but know ng that you've
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al ready m ssed one. W know where we're at right
NOW.

MR DICKENSON: | wanted to ask you at sone
poi nt whether | can file this.

MR HOGAN: Could you file this with your
transcripts?

THE REPORTER. Are you nmarking this as an
exhi bi t?

MR HOGAN:  Yeah.

THE REPORTER  What exhi bit nunber?

MR, HOGAN:. A

(Exhibit A was marked for

identification and is annexed hereto.)

MR HOGAN: So it's very inportant that
Uni ted becone diligent in submtting those reports
given this process that we're in, this nodified
process that we're in. So we'll ignore the fact
that we didn't get one for Decenber. This neeting
will constitute February's, and three nonths from
the end of February, we shoul d have anot her one.

MR DI CKENSON:  Very good.

MR HOGAN: And that will help the agencies
stay on track with the program It will help FERC
stay on track with what's going on. And when those

drafts are available, it should give us enough tine
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to review them by Septenber.
Do you think it would be beneficial if
you had nore face-to-face tine?

MR CARDENAS: 1'd like to have face-to-face
time. |1'd like to have a chance at that
face-to-face tinme to review the data, raw data if
it's there. | don't care. | can draw sone
concl usi ons from our data too.

MR HOGAN: What | would recommend is that

t hose wor k-group neetings that you' re planning on

putting together, if an agency says, "Yeah, we would

benefit from having a copy of the raw data,” | don't
necessarily need to see that as pushing that one
thing to be filed, but |I would recomend filing it
wth any entity who is requesting it.

MR CARPENTER  Ckay.

MR HOGAN: Does that sound fair?

MR CARPENTER  That sounds fair.

MR. CARDENAS: That sounds good.

MR. CARPENTER  Actually, for us, as data
beconmes avail abl e, whether it's reduced data -- in
that form-- that's a big step for us. It costs a
| ot of noney to reduce data. There's a lot of --

MR HOGAN: |'m not expecting you to, you

know, change your schedul es of producing stuff. |
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can take your data sheets. That's fine with ne. It
doesn't cost a lot to photocopy data sheets. So
it's sonething for your work group to deci de, what
ki nd of product you can get and what the agency wil|
expect. | don't want to m cromanage at that |evel.
I just want to nmake sure that we're going to stay on
track, The agency doesn't take on quite a burden to
make sure their involvenent, accel erated schedul e,
as well as United' s isn't burdened. So we want to
make sure that everyone continues to work together
because that Decenber 31 deadline is very close. |
can't stress that enough.

MR DI CKENSON:  Very soon.

MR HOGAN: Yes. |It's com ng quick.

MR CARDENAS: | don't have to follow a
formal process here or should 1? Do | need to c.c.

you if I"mmaking a request for data or for a

neeting or -- | nean, | don't --
MR HOGAN: | would say if you're not getting
results, go ahead and give ne an e-mail. But I

don't think that's going to be an issue.
Ri ght ?
MR, CARPENTER:  No.
MR. HOGAN: Does anybody el se have sonet hi ng
they'd like to add?
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Go ahead, Jim

MR EDMONDSON: | just wanted to foll ow your
gui del i nes of the agencies, and | assune the
Iinteresting parties. 1've been involved with a few
relicensings over the past, | guess, 10 years, and
|'ve seen an energing trend about adaptive
managenent which | support, Cal Trout supports, that
Is we don't have all the answers. W feel
confortable with some. W feel confortable in
maki ng sone initial steps, and we encourage the
nmonitoring to see howit's progressing. That's
adapti ve managenent. In these very uni que and
conpressed proceedi ngs, going down the traditiona
path, if the applicant was to not advocate adaptive
managenent approach in their application, would it
be within the purview of FERC to consider that as a
possi ble |icense anendnent in the |icense?

MR HOGAN: Article you nean?

VR. EDMONDSON:  Yes.

MR HOGAN: Absolutely. It does not
necessarily have to be proposed by the applicant in
order for FERC to approve it.

MR. EDMONDSON:  And, John, I'mnot saying it
in an adversarial way at all.

MR. DICKENSON: What | hear is that at some
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1 point we're going to be -- it's possible that at
2 sonme point we're going to be at odds about how nuch
3 water gets to be used or how this |icensing | ooks.
4 At this point, nmy understanding is the Commssion is
5 the judge here. The Conm ssion is a judicial body,
6 not a participate in the process. They're
7 ultimately going to resol ve whatever issues we have.
8 MR PETERS: As far as disputes over mninum
9 flows and so forth, that's probably true, yes.
10 M5. HOLSOPPLE: If you do not cone to an
11 agreenent, we'll take what information each of you
12 provi de and nmake a judgnent on it.
13 MR HOGAN: And sonetines, even if you were
14 to cone to an agreenent and we did not support that
15 agreenent, we could override it as well.
16 MR, DI CKENSON:  Yes.
17 MR EDMONDSON: As a traditional process in
18 this conpressed schedul e versus the collaborative
19 process, whatever the termis used now as an
20 alternative, there isn't a set box in process that
21 allows parties to negotiate areas of agreenent,
22 identify areas of dispute, reach a settlenent
23 agr eenent .
24 This particular process is leading to
25 subm ssion of a draft application, an application
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deci sion by the agency as to whether it's acceptable
or not, and then get the ball rolling with, you
know, the paperworKk.

MR HOGAN. Correct. That does not preclude
parties fromsitting dowmn at a table --

MR EDMONDSON: | ndependently.

MR HOGAN: -- independently and trying to
hamer out, whether it's a sem-settlenment or it's
full-blown settlenent, on how you want the project
to the licensed. And if you were to do that, we
woul d be happy to have the application -- even
t hough we have the application Decenber 31, 2004, it
woul d not prevent you from anmendi ng your application
after that date with the settlement. So if that's
the route you fol ks wanted to take, the Conm ssion
Is very favorable towards settl enment agreenents.

MR PETERS: Just one second.

(D scussion held off the record

between M. Peters and M. Hogan.)

MR HOGAN. Yes, sir.

MR SCHMDT: Up to this point, | just wanted
to say that I'll work with United Water on the
controlled flow studies on whitewater. | don't know
what the conclusion of the study are or what data

will be unl eashed, but at least in the coordination
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1 of the studies and the execution of the event, it

2 was a real collaborative process. John was rea

3 hel pful in giving nyself and an assistant access to
4 do an exploratory run to make it a safe and

5 productive event. So | just wanted to say that at
6 |l east in that respect it's been quite a pl easant

7 experience, especially in contrast with maybe sone
8 ot hers |'ve experienced.

9 MR HOGAN. Geat to hear.

10 M5. HOLSOPPLE: CQur invitation nust have

11 gotten lost in the mail sonmewhere for those two

12 days.

13 MR CARPENTER It was an ex parte thing. It
14 was a focus study group.

15 M5. HOLSOPPLE: | think soneone el se had

16 their hand up

17 MR, HOGAN. St an?

18 MR GLOMCKI: Yeah. | was wondering first
19 about formal consultation wth you guys, when that's
20 goi ng to happen?
21 MR HOGAN: 1'd have to | ook at our regs.
22 s United proposing to becone a
23 desi gnated consulting agency for the site?
24 MR DI CKENSON: W hadn't considered it.
25 Isn't that part of devel opnent of the NEPA
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requi rement s?

MR HOGAN: |I'mnot too sharp on it.

M5. HOLSOPPLE: | believe at any point an
appl i cant can request to be the independent
consul tation person to do consultation with other
agenci es.

MR CARPENTER Is that Section 10 then?

M5. HOLSOPPLE: Section 7

MR GOMCKI: Section 7. W'Ill need a
federal nexus. That woul d be you guys?

MR HOGAN: If United doesn't do it, |
bel i eve what happens is our NEPA docunent woul d be
used as our biological assessnment. And that's what
initiates consultation. Depending on what | call in
t he NEPA docunent .

MR DI CKENSON: Now, there is a nethod
wher eby the applicant can beconme the NEPA docunent
confer?

MR HOGAN: In the alternative |icensing
process, which we're not in. W're about four or
five years too |late.

MR GLOMCKI: So is the Bureau of
Recl amation involved in this in any way?

MR HOGAN: Not to ny know edge.

Anybody el se?
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MR GLOMCKI: | have nore questions

MR HOGAN: Spit it out.

MR GLOMCKI: These questions don't have to
be answered now. Probably be better for you guys
just to wite this down and start thinking about it:
In which study will you be addressing an inventory
of large woody debris in Piru Creek, which is an
i mportant part of fish habitat.

And then, in which ways are you willing
to change the flowregine to mmc a nore natura
flowi ng creek, especially in the January through
June period? And | guess that's probably Study 29.

Now, we're kind of interested in what
are you guys willing to do to get the creek a nore
natural flow reginme? Are you willing to think
out si de the box? You know, what ideas are you guys
willing to explore on that, |ike applying nore water
to the California water project? Charging custoners
nore? You know, things like that. W're kind of
Interested in that.

Because |'msure that you will request
that the way the rel eases are nmanaged now -- | nean,
we're going to request that things will be different
wth the new |icense.

MR HOGAN: As far as a new flow regine, |
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think what we need to do is get studies in, and that
will be part of the proposal.

Large woody debris, | don't if you guys
are studying that now

MR. CARPENTER It was sonething that was
di scussed, not as a line item but it was discussed
when we were devel oping studies nore related to the
fish habitat assessnent. | can say with a high
degree of confidence that we've inventoried what's
there in addition to all the other riparian- and
fish-habitat attributes.

W don't have anything specific |ooking
at | arge woody debris right now | think that the
recruitment potential in Piru Creek is extrenely
doubtful that |arge woody debris plays an inportant
role, but that's just nme throwi ng that out there.

But | think we got it covered in Study 13 or 14, one
of those, the habitat survey study. If we didn't
wite it down, it nmeans it wasn't there.

MR CARDENAS: Matt, | tell you, | think you
know that | did a |ot of steel head stock for severa
years in Santa Barbara and Ventura counties, and
I've done surveys all the way from coastal screens
into some of the w | derness screens, and we have

sonme very isolated areas. And | understand what
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| arge woody debris nmeans when you're trying to
define a steelhead or a trout stream It's very
critical. It has a lot of weight toit. If it's

mssing, it really notches down the health of the

stream

But unfortunately, in Southern
California, we don't have |arge woody debris. |I'm
not quite sure. | imagine there's several reasons

for that, but it's just absent in nost streans, even
i f they're, you know, streans that are river systens
that have very little human use or even historical
human use. So realizing that it's a real inportant
el ement in analyzing steel head streans, it wl]l

al ways give you a real |low rating when you do it
here in Southern California because it's taxed.

MR. HOGAN.  Jin?

MR EDMONDSON: |'d like, for the record,
extend ny appreciation to the private | andowner for
his cooperation. |t makes this whol e process
pl easant and ripe with potential, because what | saw
yesterday fromthe Santa Felicia Damto the
Santa Clara River was rich and unique and ripe with
opportunity to break an entirely new ecol ogi cal
par adi gm

I"mafraid | don't agree with Murice
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1 because | did see | arge rel ease species,
2 specifically gallery-force cottonwod, which only
3 you'll see once every 15 or 16 years. | saw
4 sycanores only on Q25 or Q50 bench of flood plain.
5 | think we have a real opportunity here
6 considering that we're dealing with an ecosystem
7 that's probably had maj or depravation for at |east
8 300 years. The potential is, in ny nonbiologist,
9 nonhydr ol ogi st 20-year advocate -- potential here
10 for inprovenent is large, particularly with
11 cooperation of the |andowner.
12 MR HOGAN: | would concur with what you said
13 as well. The | andowner participation has been very,
14 very valuable. W appreciate it.
15 M5. COURTNEY: | thought you woul d have the
16 restaurant open today.
17 MR COHEN: Well, if you had voted for |unch,
18 maybe we woul d be.
19 MR HOGAN: So in general, the fol ks who have
20 been involved with this since |ast Septenber, do you
21 think things are going well or not so well?
22 | see heads noddi ng but the court
23 reporter can't get heads noddi ng.
24 M5. COURTNEY: Well, | was sort of
25 di sappoi nted that the bio surveys were not conducted
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| ast sunmmer, but | recently today found out that
there were financial limtations and that was the
reason they weren't conducted. And | think that
form of conmunication is not sometines projected to
the rest of us, and we're sort of left out of the

|l oop as to why and how and when things were actually
bei ng done.

MR HOGAN: So we'd like to know why things
are schedul ed when they are?

M5. COURTNEY: At |least kept in the |loop as
to why things were being done.

M5. HOLSOPPLE: Hopefully the quarterly
report will aid in that.

MS. COURTNEY: Right.

MR DI CKENSON: | heard fromthe Conm ssion
here that the quarterly report should be filed with
you where nobody | ooked at them

MR HOGAN: They should be filed with al
parties.

MR DICKENSON: Gven to all parties.

MR HOGAN: R ght. Especially the
interveners. They have priority. Everybody who
you' ve been consulting with, it's inportant to you
know, keep themin touch.

One thing I'd like to have nodified
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about the nonthly reports, going through them | had
a hard tinme figuring out whether there was a
schedul e change in the study or not because it
wasn't identified. | had to keep going back to your
study schedul e and the progress on the study to see
if it was on tinme. |'d rather know if you're just
tal ki ng about progress in the study and you haven't
changed the schedule that | know that it hasn't been
changed. But if you have change it, I'd like to see
that it's been identified as being a slated schedul e
change and the reason for it in the quarterly
report. That would be beneficial to me, and | think
it would be beneficial to nost parties.

MR SCHM DT: Well, we finished the
whi t ewat er study four nonths ago, and | haven't
really seen the data. |If | had ny w shes, | would
want to see sone of that data.

MR HOGAN: And that goes along with what
we' ve been discussing. As drafts are filled, stick
themin the quarterly reports. And in your worKking
groups, you know, if someone asks for the data,
pl ease provide it. Because if you don't want to get
rail roaded Decenber 1, keep everyone aware of what's
going on. |It's a preenptive strike.

Anybody el se have comment s?
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St an?

MR GLOMCKI: | just would |ike to add,
changing the flow reginme to benefit steel head,
arroyo toads, and red-legged frogs, it all happened
at once. The nore a natural flow reginme can be
mani pul ated -- the nore you can nmani pul ate the fl ow
regime to ook like a natural streamin these parts
of the world, the nore it's going to benefit all the
species, and the nore you're going to be satisfying
all the agencies at the sane tine.

MR HOGAN: Let ne ask a question. You talk
about mani pul ating flows. Does that nmean that you
just want sonething that would follow the natural
habi tat, not necessarily at the sane |evel of flows
that would be natural for Piru Creek? Just nmaybe --
this is the wet nonths -- maybe this tine of year
they get the 5 cfs, and during the dry nonths go
down to 1 or 2? | mean, what are you | ooking at?
Just follow ng hydrodraft --

MR GLOMCKI: Sonething like that, yeah.
Sonet hi ng nore natural.

MR HOGAN:  Sonet hi ng where that woul d
col l ect the water but just not necessarily the
Piru Creek type of graph.

MR GOMCKI: Rght. It wuld have to be
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scal ed dowmn. W don't want all the water. W want
to work with you guys.

MR HOGAN: So is that sonething that United
can | ook into?

MR DI CKENSON: Yes. Absolutely. |If there's
any possibility for a wwn-win here -- if we're not
havi ng the water resources taken from our
constituents, then it's the sane yield fromthe
project. It's exactly what we want ed.

MR HOGAN: | think that's the kind of
out - of -t he-box thinking the fol ks are | ooking to.

MR DICKENSON: Qur job is to try bend that
overdraft problem

MR EDMONDSON: Just as a scheduling
suggestion, Ken, | think it's possible that cone
Sept enber when the draft application is on paper and
surfaces in totality, there will be a brief w ndow
of opportunity for the parties to neet and to seek
areas of agreenent. | think it wll be extrenely
hel pful if the applicant is the one who wants to
step forward and initiate that process, and |'l|
just let the applicant know that I'mvery interested
in that process. |'ve been successful in working in
that process, and no offense to FERC, but | hate

turning over all the controls to a judge if | can
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1 have sone control over ny destiny and settl enent.

2 MR HOGAN: And the Conm ssioner woul d

3 prefer, fromny experience, that you guys nmake what
4 wor ks for you on the ground in the settlenent is

5 better than what we can see. Nobody likes it when
6 we deci de.

7 MR. EDMONDSON: | was very happy on your

8 January 20 order on the Eel (phonetic) River that
9 was issued. | think it was great.

10 MR HOGAN: All right. Some people are

11 happy; others are not.

12 MR DI CKENSON: Can | ask one too?

13 MR HOGAN:  Absol utely.

14 MR DICKENSON: On the sharing of data, it
15 woul d be better, | think, if we could get the data
16 requests -- if we get requests for raw data in sone
17 sort of witten formso there's a record of that. |
18 mean, otherw se --

19 MR CARPENTER. W can make a |ist of what
20 data is available and the formthat it's in. For
21 instance, with Kris' situation, I mght be able to
22 say, "l've got questionnaires. | can nmake you a
23 copy, but | don't have your data reduced into an
24 Excel spreadsheet yet,"” but I can give an estimte
25 of when it would be in a spreadsheet formor
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1 sonething. So we can kind of come up with a list of
2 avail abl e --
3 MR DI CKENSON: | worry about comuni cation
4 and either us not hearing the request clearly or the
5 request not being made clearly and then down the
6 road people are upset because "I asked for that and
7 | never got it."
8 MR HOGAN: One way to maybe address this is
9 when you' re schedul i ng your work-group neetings, at
10 the neeting say, "This is the data | have avail abl e.
11 Wuld it be beneficial if I provide it to you?"
12 If the answer is yes, then, "I can
13 either bring it at work or" -- if the answer is "No.
14 I'"d like to see it in a nore condensed version,
15 then, "Ckay. 1'll have it at the next neeting." |
16 mean, | have no problemw th that, scheduling being
17 done by e-nmmil and you have it in witing if you
18 want that witten record. But | think that's a good
19 opportunity to say,
20 "What are your data expectations? Do you have it
21 available? 1Is it helpful to you?"
22 MR DICKENSON: That's a good idea. Maybe
23 your list of available data could be something we
24 have to send out on e-mail periodically, and then we
25 get e-mail requests back.
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MR CARPENTER  Ckay.

MR HOGAN:  Sounds |ike there has been sone
m nor breakdowns i n comuni cation, and hopefully we
can fix that. Fromwhat |'ve seen, the studies seem
to be going -- progressing fairly well in ny
opinion. |'mnot here hands-on and | haven't been
in years, but there's definitely significant effort
from our perspective being nmade here.

If that's everything --

MR NELSEN. We represented in the past
mul ti pl e users such as nmutual water conpani es of
wat er com ng down the creek. Wat kind of
consi deration does this process | ook at for uses of
water? We've tal ked about -- Stan has nenti oned
different -- altering the flows com ng out of the
creek for biology reasons.

MR HOGAN: Are those downstream wat er
rights?

MR, NELSEN:  Yes.

MR HOGAN: | would inmage that water rights
are state water rights. So if thisis a5 cfs
al l ocation collectively dowmn the stream --

"Il let you field that one.

MR PETERS:. | think it's beyond our

jurisdiction.
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MR NELSEN. Well, it goes beyond what the
all egations are, but we're tal king about how the
rel ease affect how these --

MR PETERS: Well, obviously the vol une of
the rel eases will have inpact upon those issues, and
there's nothing that I know of to prevent your
client or group fromintervening to rai se whatever
I ssues you mght want to raise.

MR HOGAN:  Absol utely.

MR PETERS: Which also puts you on the |ist
for receiving the information that we tal ked about
earlier.

MR HOGAN: And there is still a scoping
process that we have so those issues can be raised
at that tinme as well. You can file information al
the time. W're constantly accepting infornation.
There's nothing to stop it. |If there's sonething
that you think that we're not aware of, please nmake
us aware of it.

MR PETERS: R ght. Even though it may be
beyond our reach, there's nothing to prohibit you
fromraising issues that you think may be inpacted
by the Conm ssion's deci sions.

MR EDMONDSON: The nexus of state -- the

state has primary jurisdiction over water rights
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certainly in these proceedings, and the state Water
Resources Control Board | believe will be -- an
application will be filed wwth the 401 O ean Water
Act for certification of this project. They can
deci de whether they want to waive it or take action
upon it, and that wll provide the water-right

hol ders an addi tional venue to share their concerns
In these proceedings. This is actually the state
agency that has the primary responsibility to
protect your client's interests.

MR HOGAN: Is there anything el se?

(No audi bl e response.)

MR HOGAN: Well, | want to thank everybody
for comng today. | think this was a productive
nmeeting. We definitely learned a |ot.

M5. HOLSOPPLE: Enjoyed the weat her

MR HOGAN: Real |y appreciate your
participation.

(TIME NOTED:  12:58 p.m)
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STATE OF CALI FORNI A ) Ss.
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES )

|, MAXINE M LLER, Shorthand Reporter and
Notary Public, Certificate No. 929568, for the State of
California certify:

That the foregoing proceedi ngs were
taken before nme at the tinme and place therein set forth;

That the proceedi ngs were recorded
stenographically by ne, and were thereafter transcri bed
under ny direction and supervision, and that the
foregoing is a true record of sane.

| further certify that | am neither
counsel for nor related to any party to said action, nor
In any way interested in the outcone thereof.

I N WTNESS WHERECF, | have subscri bed by
nane this 9th day of February, 2004.

MAXI NE M LLER, Notary Public 929568
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