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Order : b,‘R 3% 14 

Saurce : Putah Creek 

Counties : Yolo, Solano, 'and Napa 

DECISION BG9 
10658, AND 10659 

On February 7, 1957, the State Water Rights Board, predecessor of the " 

State Water Resources Control Board (Board}, adopted Decisfon H59 approving 

le 

Applications 11199, 12578," and 12716 oF the United States Bureau of Reclamation 

(Bureau) and ordering that permits be issued subject to certain terms and conditions. 

Paragraphs II, 12, and 13 of the order provided for releases of water into the 

channc! of Putafl Creek, for the Bureau to gather certain information and report to 

the Coard, anti t!~at the ffoard, prior to %he expiration of a I!&year trial period, 

may mr:ke further orders concerriing proper re?eases of water from the Monticello 

He 5 :: t-i r) i r ii I 1 d p ;I s t P 11 ,I: ;J t-i 0 ’ ~wrsion hm F'c!r downstream use and recharge of groundwater 

ar_lcl c:y!:ic er~~i ng if~vf~sti9ati~~!!;:; , r1ih3surc~1ents, and studies to be made by the Bureau. 

Oil P"rJY'Ch 2, ‘iq!‘iq3 ttx? flur~~a:~ filed a petition to set aside Conditions 11, 

j :I . . . , and II!,) ;~'Iorig \ili th the corresponding conditions incorporated in Permits 10657, 

j.::,fj’-~~, ad i(h5f;‘i) arrd rcp1c~w them wi,th 3 monthly schedule of releases past the 

P~t.2.h Divers’ion Dam. The F_hi~cSu’s petition was the subject of a public hearing, 

and on Aprii is, 1970, the Ociard issued a decision and ztn order amending Decision 869. 

The amended decision atiopted the proposed fixed monthly release schedule and extended 

tkc Pwrd's reserved jurisdiction to December 31, 1974. 'The continuing jurisdiction 

:daj ~x"scnded by thi.c:e c;ubscqucnt Board orders t3 June 30, 1979.. 



appeared at this hearirq snd prwented ~testimory in suppijrt olr their contention that 

the ex-isting schedule prov~ides insufficient flows for surface rights and groundwater 

recharge. The ,bsociation proposed a new release schedule rJhic.h would correct 

al?eg~~d deficiencies in the current release schedule. Other par-tie 

additl:rsnal testimony ,in favor of increased releases for f.ish and w 

The Bureau and the Solar10 County Flood Control and Water 

The wickrw? !;aken at the hearing having been duly corrsidered, the 

Board finds as follows: 

1, Tcs1:imony and exhibits cxmc~rning changes in groundwater storage and 

the rclat'ion between Putah Creek flows and groundwater recharge are contradictory 

and inconclusive. The collection of additional data to monitor the effects of any 

release schedule will be inconclusive due'to the cffectof project spills. 

_.2._ 



2. Project spilis contribute much more to maintaining groundwater 

recharge than do controlled releases. 

3, Both the existing fixed release schedule developed by the Bureau and 

tht: proposed schedule developed by the Association are based on different assumptions 

wt~ich affect the respective rclc!ase schedule. The Bureau's use of flow data dwhg 

periods of project spill causes the minimum required flows to be underestimated . 

wh-i'lc t-he Association's disregard of the unimpaired inflow to the project causes 

ma& by bc;'th the bureau and the Association indicate that a new schedule using 

Elt”!:lcr.11:5 of both t;he As.socia 1‘:ior-t proposal and the current fixed release schedule 

wil’i ec?,t s!:!y’ve to sl:p],ly water fo,- groundwater recharge and prior surface diversion 

P 9. Flow in excess of F‘i,ve cubic 

Davis Gaging Station doir:s not percolate to 

as 5~face water. 

t- 3 . Solano Frojcct yield is used 

been ava'ilable without the Solano Project. 

feet per second in Putah Creek at the 

groundwater but flows into the Delta 

to supply municipal needs in Vallejo, 

Fairfield, Suisun, and Vacavillc. Shortages in deliveries to these municipalities 

could rtiz<ult in a hazard to public health. Should a prolonged drought occur, 

proviLr'oci should be made to ~~~cigh the effects of reduced.flows in ,Putah Creek 

against the possible health hazards which may occur in those municl"palities who 

may be unable to s!~pply riccessary municipal needs ,from other sources. 

6. Appl.ications 1119Y, 12578, and 12716 were approved by the State Water 

Rights, Coard on February 28, 1957 and Permits ZI!657, 10658, and 10659 were issued 

s hl1 T' ?. ‘1 :; 1: t; !.‘ 1°C.’ ri f’ [.I? t” . ‘The arwndwn~t; to f..hcse permits set forth ,in this order 



constitute an ongoing project in accordance with the provision of the California 

Environmental Quality Act (Public Resouvcec; C'ode Section 21000 et seq.) and the 

State Guidelines because the governmental approvals aftee* April 5, 1973, do not 

’ 
0 

: 

involve a greater degree of responsibility or control over such permits than the 

governmental approvals received prior to that date. 

NOW, WEREEORE, IT IS ORDERED, ‘I’HAT: 

Conditions 11 dnd 1% of Decision 069 and the correspondence cond,it,ions 

contained in Permits 10657 9 '50655, and 10659 are amended as follows:. 

II, Permittee shall release water into the Putah Crcic\k channel from 

l%mt’icello Reservoir a::d past the Putah Diversion Usm in accordance with the 

follok/ing schedule: 

@a_ . 

Oct. 

Required Releasr? fcfs) ..-- ,- --._. -__.“I- ._.....A..“. -_._.i. 

20 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

JUI-I. 

Jul. 

Aug.. 

Sept. 
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To the extt:!nt Llr~contrnllcd run:,~ff to Putah Creek downstream f!*OM the 

Pu!:ah Uiversiun Darn is sufficient to sustain, in whole or in part, a flow of five 

cubic fxt per second at the Davis Gage, the required release from storage may be . 

reducr?d accgrdingfy, prov-jdcd, h<)k/fzver, a live stream is majntained between Putah 

Diversion Dam and the gaging sta,tion Putah Creek near Davis (Mjle 7.2) with a 
. 

0l'inirnurn flow of five cu5ic feet per second a';, the Davis Gage. 

12. Permitt~~:e shall si:bmit to the bard with its annual progress reports 

i)r a t 5 uch ti,thcr times as t:he Boa*-d may request: daily records of diversions to 

Permi ttee shal 'I al 'I w authorized representatives of the Board 

________-_ __. . . -- 



The following permit terms he added to Permits 10657, 1065B, and ]iC65g: 

21. Should a prolonged drought create an emergency by threatening the 

water supply to municipalities dependent on the Solano Project, the Board may, 

upon petition by permittee and opportunity for hearing , modify the release schedule 
. 

set forth above for the duration of such emergency. 

22, Pursuant to California Hater Code Sections 100 and 275, all rights 

and privilege s under this permit and under any license issued pursuant thereto, 

?:ncluding method of dr'version, metnod of use, and quantity of water diverted, are 

subject to the cont.inuing authority of the State Water Resources Control Board in 

accordance with law and in the interest of the public welfare to prevent waste, 

unreasonable use, unreasonable method of use, or unreasonable method of.diversion 
.I 

of said water. 

?‘he continuirq author5I;y of the iioard lnay be exercised b,y imposi;1g specific 

rw~uirments over and above those contained in this permit with a. view to minimizing 

waste of water and to moetinq the reasonable water requirements of permit&c without 

unreasonable draft on the source. Permittee may be required to implement such pro- 

grams as (1) reusing or reclaiming the water aIloc&ed; (2) using water reclaimed 

by another entity instead of all or part of the water allocated; (3) restricting 

diversions so as to eliminate agricultural tailwater or to reduce return fivw; 

(4) suppressing evaporation lo sses from water surfaces; (5) controlling phreatophytic 

growth; and (6) installing, maintaining, and operating efficient water measuring 

devices to assure 'compl~iance with the quant'ity 'limitations of this perrni> and to 

dcturmine accurately water use a s against reasonable water requirements for the 

authorized project. No action will be taken pursuant to this paragraph unless the 

-6- 
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Board det?rT.lYiirlc?S, aft.cr nol.ice to affected parties and opportunity for hearing, 

‘i 

i 

waste discharges which have any substantial effect upon water quality in'the area 

ia 
Involved, and (2) the water quality objectives cannot be achieved solely through 

the control of waste discharge. 

Date: 3lNE 2?, 1979 We Concur: 

/:I i’ ‘$4. [‘N’I~$ I;ACj(NAN 
- .__. ..“.I.. __._. -..__~__.-_-__-_..- . ...” _..._. - ._.._. ._ __.___ ._..__. _____ 
k!‘. @cm M;i@mn, Ghaiman 

/S/’ I_. L. MITCHELL .-l----L --~--..--^--_ 
9_. L, Mitchell, Member 

/ :j / id 1 1. 1. 1 A I,? ?I . PI 1 i.. I.. 1: F; 
__~___,.___~,___._ .._. ^-..--.....I_ ----.-_1,-,-"_ _-_.--._..I-____~ 

1 c y’ :> Mdx r 

/S/ CARLA M. BARD 
__l_I_-l-.^.--_-I^"._I_L_-_I-I-_ 
Carla M. Bard, Member 
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