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AB 2121
pDeadiine: 3/26/10 by 12 noon

ECEIVE

Fax: (916) 341-3620

Jeanine Townsend, Clerk 0 the Board MAR 26 2010 5 7 pa
State Water Resources Control Board 'F /o d

COMMENT LETTER: AB2121 POLICY SWRCB EXECUTIVE

To whom it may concer:

We ask that vou give this AB2121 recommended policy a closer look. We are home owners at The
Sea Ranch, and have always atilitized low flow devices, drought tolerant landscaping, and other
environmentally friendly options at our home.

1 belicve the SWRCB staff-recommended proposed policy, applicable regionally, could have a
drastic, negative impact ot The Sea Ranch. It could leave The Sea Ranch without water supply for
days or cven months each year. The proposed policy should be revised to require that the CEONOMIC
impacts on current water users be taken inio account. The policy should be svaluated by including
burden as well as benefit. Water needed for The Sea Ranch shouid not be ro-dedicated to instream
flow, especially when it is not even necded for that purpose.

-- The Regional Criteria would limit the diversion scason 10 December 135 - March 31 Historicalty
and currently, we arc and have been allowed to operats oUX wells, diverting from the aquifer
undetlying the South Fork Gualala River, year-round as long as river flows are within the permitted
range. We adhere tigorously to the required water volums bypass flows for fish protection, and
typically operate she wells from December July, although 1t the 2008-2009 drought, pumping didnt
begin untit February 2009,

-- The proposed policy would require huge flows in the South Fork Gualala River before we could
operate the wells. The flows would bave to be about 10 times greater than the current permitted
policies commeonly referred to as Term 14 of The Sea Ranch Water Diversion permit. '

- Effects during drought will include very severe conservation measures. Even with such measures
in place, our rescrvoir is likely to dry up quickly after March 31 and is unlikely to be refilied if
drought continues. The Sca Ranch has an excellent walter conservation program and a very low
gallons per capita per day usage.

-- There is no low-cost Or otherwise feasible work-sround. A greatly expanded storage TeSErVOIr
requires a site that may not exist, huge funding, and new water rights. A desalination plant presents
major environmental and econormic issues. Obtaining the permits for either would be difficult, and
permitting and construction would be costly and of questicnable feas bility.

—_ Effects could be significant loss of the $2 billion property value at The Sea Ranch. Resaic

markets in other developments that have lost their water supply have a small fraction of their initial
value.
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