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Dear Chair Hoppin:

We write to inform you of our strong support of your staff’s pmposal to amend the Central

* Valley Regional Water Quality Contro] Board’s Basin Plan fo revise the selenium control plan.
for the San Joaquin River. Approval of this amendment will allow an extension of limited
discharges from the Grassland Bypass Project andaddltimlal time needed fo complete the fimal

stages of treatment for the project.

The &rassimd Bypass Project is a very successful éramage control prograim; it is part of the
selenium contro] program of the Central Valley Regions Wateri"ty Control Board and
s:elemmtswlmmmnndmlyloadpu“ ﬁartheSmJoaqumRiver This has all been
amemphshgd by innovative programs developed by farmers - within the drainage area. Tke
ultu: drmnagelsmsmtheSanJoaqmnVaneyhm-_mgfmowa_ ritar
sollmms have been clusive. The Grassland Bypass Project is one of the shini tcs of
ive management of agricultural drainage. Approval oflsemclalwmtde
anop" tunity for the Project to see through to completion further technological advances. and
improvements in discharges. Thxspmhasreoewedfrmncfgfhc
U S Bureau of Reclamation, the State of California and local entities and has been fecognized
for its inmovative and effective approach to drainage control.

This 15-year-old selenium control programi has been a resounding success for water qualityin® -
ﬂwSanJoaqumever ‘The program was developed in the early 1990°s bythemgmng@f‘fheﬁrst
Use Agreement allowing drainage water to be- conveyed in'to the federal San Luis Drain. This
ﬁrstUse Agreement was developed in collaboration with a wide vatiety of federal and state
agencies including the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation thse U.8. Fish & Wildlife Service, the U.S.
'Emmnmtai PmtecnonAgency the California Central Valley Regional Water Qu lity Control
, and the California Department of Fish and Game as well as local fatmers, mllmpal
waterusersmtheDefta,andactxvepaz'ucrpatmnbyenmomneﬂ%al he program

: 1sgovemedbyan Oversight Committee comp .:ofexecunvesfwmthcﬂwm of

o on,Eﬂvmmental Protection Agency, Fish & Wildlife Service, Department




Game, and the Central Valley Regional Water Quahty Control Board to deal with any problems
that might arise.

he Grassland Bypass Project has successfilly reduced the amount oféramage water discharged
fmm ﬂ:ns arca:into the San Joaquin River by 77% and a correspondmg réduction of selenium and
salt by 89% and 77% respectively since the project’s inception in 1995, The drainage area that -
contributes 1o the Grassland lypass Project is comprised of 97,000 acres of highly. productive
land contributing to the economic viability in the state. The economic value: ofagmultural crops
inthe area is over $300 million per year which is a critical component of economic. recavery

Over $Iﬂz4 milli 'nhs beerl spem to-implement the current program. The federal government
has dﬂ!ectiy committed $19 million to this effort: through its San Joaquin River Salinity
Management Program annual appropriations. Additional federal funds have also contributed
mﬂmcﬁy hrough cotiservation programs to member districts. The State of California has
coniributed $47 million through bond-funded grants and local farmers have contributed $38
million. Additional time:and funds will be n to complete the final stage. This
mﬁ@m returns meny times-over to the' federal govemmem and the state and local eeonomy
through jobs and taxes.

It has been:suggested that the Use Agreement’s 10-year extension be reduced to a one or two-
year'extensmn to accommeodate the San Joaquin River Restoration Program goal of returning
to-this stretch of the San Joaquin River in2012. The project, however, is subject to
tﬂrmmaﬁon atany time xf the Oversight Committee determines that it is producing an -
sptable adverse erivironmental effect or if ongoing’ ebltgaﬁens for load reductions-are tot
met. Intl ,wrmmahzxgﬂtepmjectmtheshorttermmll not guarantee less selenium in the
San .Ieaqum River. In fact, this projectis an b nt mianageimerit tool for achieving the best
possible water quality in both the wildlife: refuges and the San Joaquin River.

’Ihe m«-ye&r extension is needed to-complete the final stage of implementation - treatment and
drainagy plan for zero: discharge - and allow time for the development, financing, and
implementation of trestment technology. If the project terminates after 1 ot 2. years and the
dtscharge is taken out of the San Luis Drain, it will be devastating for the region’s private, state,
and federal refiiges and for the San Joaquin River, The drain water will continue to flow with or.
without thls plan and with or without irrigation. The absence of this Project would result in
unmanageable drain water backing up and making its way into wildlife refuge delivery systems
mat have been cleaned up by the Grassland Bypass Project. Rainfall events create runoff and.
floods from Silver: Creek high-selenium local runoff would, absent the Project, flood the
Grasslands. Thereisa drainage conveyance system in place now that has been very successful
and protective of the Grasslands, the refuges and the San Joaquin River,

We end theGrassiand lasm drainers for their proactive approach to comply with
z dress longstandi gdralnagcproblcmsmtthmJoaqmanerBasm We
suppm*t the Basin Plan Amendment which allows for the delay n 1mplementatmn of the Mud
Sleugh water quality objective until 2019. This project is a win-win for agriculture and the

ironment by keeping agriculture in production, maintaining jobs, and holstcnng the local and




regional economy while also improving the quality of the San Joaquin River and the
Sacramento-San Francisco Bay Delta.

Thank you for your consideration and support of the amendment.
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Members of the State Water Resources Control Board
Tom Howard, Executive Director




