July 5 Planning Meeting for July 11, 2023 Meeting with Butte, Plumas, Yuba City

Review Existing documents:

Kunde notes from 9/3 and 9/9/2020 meetings with Feather River Contractors
identifying their concerns and issues

Dec 2020 Cooke brainstorming responses to Feather River issues

Discuss DRAFT 7/11 Agenda

1.

Sites - General Description

a.
b.

Facilities

Operations

1. Diversions from Sac River by year type

il. Releases to Sac River by year type

1ii. Effect on Oroville operations

1v. Relation of Sites operations to SWP operations

Sites - Current Status

a

b.
c.
d.

EIR

Water Right Permit Application
Schedule
Draft SWP Contract Amendment (for 4 SWP Contractors)

Sites and DWR Response to Sept 2020 Feather River Contractor Issues

a. Issues raised
b. Responses
Q&A and Followup
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Sites SOC Group Call with Butte, Plumas Yuba Sept 9, 2020
And Call with Butte Sept 3, 2020

IDENTIFY NON-PARTICIPANT ISSUES
FOR A SITE CONTRACT AMENDMENT

Participants:
Butte County - Paul Gosselin

Plumas County FC&WCD - Rob Thorman
Yuba City - Greg Young
Sites Group - Jeff Davis, Robert Kunde

Yuba City (Greg Young)
1. CO in Oroville - Yuba big issue with DWR
a. Yuba gets CO in SLR (on the books), but no Article 21, so impact on carryover a
concern
b. Yuba went to DWR on this:
1. Yuba wanted CO in Oroville

ii. DWR said no
iil. Yuba presented other solutions, DWR rejected them

c. Yuba would like to bring this into Sites discussions
2. CO in SLR (concern similar to Yuba concern from DCF
a. what water spills first? If Yuba loses SLR CO due to Sites, then Sites should
make up the loss. Ideas are:
L. if move Sites water in the fall for SLR storage, then Sites water should
spill before Yuba CO
it. given lower Sites quantities than DCF, Sites should consider limits on
Sites SLR storage
iil. Sites should consider exchange agreements:
(1) Sites makes up the Yuba CO loss by providing equivalent Table A
to Yuba

(2) Sites Participants to provide water in Oroville toYuba
(3) exchanges should not cause a financial hit to Yuba e.g. if Sites
provides water from Dry Year Transfer Program, this is much
more expensive than CO water and Yuba should not bear the
incremental cost
3. Does Sites storage in SLR cause the state variable to increase? According to Lightle,
there is no clean way to separate these effects. There could be an indirect effect of
increasing Yuba’s SWP costs
a. [aside: unclear if North SWC have a variable charge, even if so, Sites cost
increase would be small for them]

4. More water in the SWP system is good, so expect Yuba would be supportive of Sites so
long as water supply and cost impacts to Yuba are mitigated
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5. A stack of Contract Amendments is too much for the NOD SWC Boards, so try to fold
into some other process.

Plumas (Rob Thorman)

6. Thinks Plumas can support Sites

Butte (Paul Gosselin)

7. Butte’s priorities re Sites impacts to Butte are
a. First, water supply
b. Second, Lake Oroville water levels (recreation impacts)
c. Third, minimize rice fallowing (local economic impacts)
8. Political
a. Butte Board of Supervisors unhappy with DWR on Oroville issues - mixed
feelings

b. NGO’s in Chico are opposed to Sites

Butte - Sept 3 Call among Gosselin, JDavis, Kunde - Notes

9. Davis initial comments
a. explains why Sites Contr Amd important
b. Sites water to come from Sac R existing TC/GC diversions, no Feather R
diversions
c. We want to get all SWC to support or not object. What would this look like for
Butte?
10. Gosselin comments:
a. Butte had concerns with prior CVP/SWP coordinated operations studies which

showed some Oroville lake lowering to to save cold water for Shasta? Could this
happen with Sites? It would be a concern.

b. Butte Board of Supervisors - would have concerns regarding

1. unfunded reimbursements from DWR and

il unintended Sites consequences for Butte?

iil. Board is split on relative importance of enviro vs water supply issues

Is there any benefit to Butte from Sites?

Suggests SWC strive for Butte to be neutral on Sites

No harm to Butte means what does it do to Oroville lake levels?

With DCP, analyses showed pretty significant impacts (lake levels) to Oroville;

pretty firm NOD opposition to DCP, so it would be helpful to disassociate Sites

from DCP

g A Contr Amd would require the Butte Board to be briefed, so politics will play a
role. Can’t do a Sites Contr Amd under the radar.

h. Butte perceives a constant desire for NOD to SOD water transfers which Butte
perceives as a negative. The WtrMgmt tools lessen pressure for North to South

mo oo
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transfers - does Sites? If so, this is a positive for Butte

1. Davis states for SWC M&I, Sites would lessen NOD to SOD transfers
because it is an additional a dry year supply

ii. Kunde states SWC Ag has little Sites participation so the Ag NOD to SOD
pressure may be mostly unchanged by Sites.

(filename C:\Users\rkund\Documents\ CSUB_Drive Backup\B\Sites SOC\FR
Issues\NPIssues Butte Plumas Yuba Sept2020 Consolidated.wpd)
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Sites SOC Group Call with Butte, Plumas Yuba Sept 9, 2020
And Call with Butte Sept 3, 2020

IDENTIFY NON-PARTICIPANT ISSUES
FOR A SITE CONTRACT AMENDMENT

Participants:
Butte County - Paul Gosselin

Plumas County FC&WCD - Rob Thorman
Yuba City - Greg Young
Sites Group - Jeff Davis, Robert Kunde

Yuba City (Greg Young)
1. CO in Oroville - Yuba big issue with DWR
a. Yuba gets CO in SLR (on the books), but no Article 21, so impact on carryover a
concern
b. Yuba went to DWR on this:
1. Yuba wanted CO in Oroville

ii. DWR said no
iil. Yuba presented other solutions, DWR rejected them

c. Yuba would like to bring this into Sites discussions
2. CO in SLR (concern similar to Yuba concern from DCF
a. what water spills first? If Yuba loses SLR CO due to Sites, then Sites should
make up the loss. Ideas are:
L. if move Sites water in the fall for SLR storage, then Sites water should
spill before Yuba CO
it. given lower Sites quantities than DCF, Sites should consider limits on
Sites SLR storage
iil. Sites should consider exchange agreements:
(1) Sites makes up the Yuba CO loss by providing equivalent Table A
to Yuba

(2) Sites Participants to provide water in Oroville toYuba
(3) exchanges should not cause a financial hit to Yuba e.g. if Sites
provides water from Dry Year Transfer Program, this is much
more expensive than CO water and Yuba should not bear the
incremental cost
3. Does Sites storage in SLR cause the state variable to increase? According to Lightle,
there is no clean way to separate these effects. There could be an indirect effect of
increasing Yuba’s SWP costs
a. [aside: unclear if North SWC have a variable charge, even if so, Sites cost
increase would be small for them]

4. More water in the SWP system is good, so expect Yuba would be supportive of Sites so
long as water supply and cost impacts to Yuba are mitigated
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5. A stack of Contract Amendments is too much for the NOD SWC Boards, so try to fold
into some other process.

Plumas (Rob Thorman)

6. Thinks Plumas can support Sites

Butte (Paul Gosselin)

7. Butte’s priorities re Sites impacts to Butte are
a. First, water supply
b. Second, Lake Oroville water levels (recreation impacts)
c. Third, minimize rice fallowing (local economic impacts)
8. Political
a. Butte Board of Supervisors unhappy with DWR on Oroville issues - mixed
feelings

b. NGO’s in Chico are opposed to Sites

Butte - Sept 3 Call among Gosselin, JDavis, Kunde - Notes

9. Davis initial comments
a. explains why Sites Contr Amd important
b. Sites water to come from Sac R existing TC/GC diversions, no Feather R
diversions
c. We want to get all SWC to support or not object. What would this look like for
Butte?
10. Gosselin comments:
a. Butte had concerns with prior CVP/SWP coordinated operations studies which

showed some Oroville lake lowering to to save cold water for Shasta? Could this
happen with Sites? It would be a concern.

b. Butte Board of Supervisors - would have concerns regarding

1. unfunded reimbursements from DWR and

il unintended Sites consequences for Butte?

iil. Board is split on relative importance of enviro vs water supply issues

Is there any benefit to Butte from Sites?

Suggests SWC strive for Butte to be neutral on Sites

No harm to Butte means what does it do to Oroville lake levels?

With DCP, analyses showed pretty significant impacts (lake levels) to Oroville;

pretty firm NOD opposition to DCP, so it would be helpful to disassociate Sites

from DCP

g A Contr Amd would require the Butte Board to be briefed, so politics will play a
role. Can’t do a Sites Contr Amd under the radar.

h. Butte perceives a constant desire for NOD to SOD water transfers which Butte
perceives as a negative. The WtrMgmt tools lessen pressure for North to South

mo oo
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transfers - does Sites? If so, this is a positive for Butte

1. Davis states for SWC M&I, Sites would lessen NOD to SOD transfers
because it is an additional a dry year supply

ii. Kunde states SWC Ag has little Sites participation so the Ag NOD to SOD
pressure may be mostly unchanged by Sites.

(filename C:\Users\rkund\Documents\ CSUB_Drive Backup\B\Sites SOC\FR
Issues\NPIssues Butte Plumas Yuba Sept2020 Consolidated.wpd)
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From: Quin La Capra [glacapra@katzandassociates.com]

Sent: 7/5/2023 1:42:16 PM

To: KEITH DUNN [keithdunn@me.com]; Jerry Brown [jbrown@sitesproject.org]

CcC: Kevin Spesert [kspesert@sitesproject.org]; Ann Newton [anewton@katzandassociates.com]; Sara M. Katz
[skatz@katzandassociates.com]

Subject: RE: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

Thanks, everyone! We're ready to send once everything is signed and final.

San Diego - Los Angeles - San Francisco

From: KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 5, 2023 10:59 AM

To: Jerry Brown <jbrown@®@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com>; Ann Newton
<anewton@katzandassociates.com>; Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: Re: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

The Senate will pass it today and send to the Governor - who is vacationing in Montana....

Keith Dunn
(916) 273-6567 office
(916) 290-2900 cell

OnJul 5, 2023, at 11:58 AM, Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org> wrote:

Looks good. Ready to go when after the bills get passed and signed by the Governor. Thank you!

From: KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>

Date: Wednesday, July 5, 2023 at 10:30 AM

To: Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Quin La Capra <qglacapra@katzandassociates.com>, Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>, Ann Newton
<anewton@katzandassociates.com>, "Sara M. Katz" <skatz@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: Re: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

Looks good, no edits from me.

Keith Dunn
(916) 273-6567 office
(916) 290-2900 cell

On Jul 5, 2023, at 11:23 AM, Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org> wrote:
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Looks good to me...no additional edits.

Please get final ok from Jerry and Keith and get ready send out after the Gov signs it...expecting the Senate vote today
and Govs signature before the end of the week...

Thanks for putting this together!

Kevin

From: Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 5, 2023 10:19 AM

To: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>; KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>; Kevin Spesert
<kspesert@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Ann Newton <anewton@katzandassociates.com>; Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>
Subject: RE: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

Hi all,
With the final vote and Governor’s signature expected soon, | wanted to send the updated statement for final review.

Please let us know if you have any additional changes or questions!

Thanks,
Quin

ERAE AN

San Diego - Los Angeles - San Francisco

From: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>

Sent: Wednesday, June 28, 2023 5:23 PM

To: KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>; Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com>

Cc: Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Ann Newton <anewton@katzandassociates.com>; Sara M. Katz
<skatz@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: Re: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

I've completed my suggested edits in sharepoint and | think | covered Keith’s changes as well. We should wait to release
until after confirmation of the legislature passage and the Governors signature. thanks

From: KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>

Date: Wednesday, June 28, 2023 at 1:59 PM

To: Quin La Capra <qlacapra@katzandassociates.com>

Cc: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>, Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>, Ann Newton
<anewton@katzandassociates.com>, Sara Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: Re: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

My edits are below - THANKS!

2023 (310) 774-7639

CA Budget Agreement Includes Sites Reservoir in Permitting Reforms Initiative
Maxwell, Calif. — The Sites Reservoir Board of Directors would like to commend and thank Governor Gavin Newsom and
the California State Legislature for working together to pass an Infrastructure Permitting Streamlining legislative package
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that will allow eligible projects certified by the Governor to use a streamlined approval process to get essential
infrastructure into construction and operation for the benefit of all Californians.

In May, Governor Newsom introduced proposals to streamline permitting and project review for critical infrastructure
projects, like Sites Reservoir, that would help meet the state’s climate and economic development goals and will
become law upon signature of the Governor.

“We're grateful to Governor Newsom and the State Legislature for their leadership and support of much-needed
permitting reforms,” said Jerry Brown, Executive Director of the Sites Project Authority. “These reforms will allow us to
reduce costs by millions of dollars and move the project forward so Sites Reservoir can provide a resilient and reliable
water supply for California’s people, environment, and farms.”

The passage of these critical legislative proposals adds even more momentum to the Sites Reservoir project, which is
nearing key milestones, including a consideration of a water right permit by the State Water Resources Control Board
and the certification of its Final Environmental Impact Report/Statement.

Sites is an off-stream reservoir proposed north of the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta, where it would provide unique
water supply and environmental benefits during dry periods, especially during extended drought. Additional information
can be found at www.sitesproject.org or on Facebook and Twitter at @SitesProject.

Keith Dunn

Dunn Consulting
www.keithdunnconsulting.com
1121 L Street # 700
Sacramento, CA 95814

Office Phone: {916) 273-6567
Cell Phone: {(916) 290-2900

OnJun 28, 2023, at 1:34 PM, Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com> wrote:

Here you go!

From: KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>

Sent: Wednesday, June 28, 2023 1:33 PM

To: Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com>

Cc: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>; Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Ann Newton
<anewton@katzandassociates.com>; Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: Re: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

Can you please just send as an attachment - | never have luck logFong into Microsoft - thanks

Keith Dunn
(916) 273-6567 office
(916) 290-2900 cell

On Jun 28, 2023, at 1:30 PM, Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com> wrote:

Hi Jerry and Keith,
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We drafted a statement for the upcoming state budget and permitting reform announcement that Kevin has edited. The
draft is ready for your review here: Statement on CA Budget Agreement - DRAFT

Let us know if you have any questions!

Thank you,
Quin

<image001l.png>

San Diego - Los Angeles - San Francisco

<Statement on CA Budget Agreement - DRAFT.docx>
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File Provided Natively
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CONTHA COBTA
WATER DISTRICT

e@‘ié’ ng
July 5,2023
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b DONTRA COSTA
WATER DISTRIOT

COWD REQUEST

Written commitment from Sites Project to SWRCB
* Clearly stating the seniority of LV water rights

* Add specific diversion criteria in Sites water right terms for
protection of CCWD’s Delta water quality

* Commitment to future coordination and cooperation to
optimize both Sites and LVE project benefits
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CONTHA COSTA
WATER DHETRIOY

DRY PERIOD DIVERSION LIMITS

* No diversions between January and March if the Delta
excess flow is less than 3,000 cfs

* No diversions between April and September in Shasta
critical years or Sacramento River Index dry and critically

dry years

* Consistent with the Calsim modeling for Sites ops
e Limits Delta water quality and water supply impacts to
level analyzed in Sites CEQA

» Should not affect Sites project yields, since these
diversions were not included in the planning models
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CONTHA COSTA
T OWATER DMETRICY

SEPTEMBER DIVERSIONS

* No diversions in September if X2 is greater than 80 km

* LTO BO requires Fall X2 to be less than 80 km in wet and
above normal years

« Wilkins Slough bypass criteria is 5,000 cfs in
September, not protective of Delta water quality

* The additional limitation should not impact Sites
project yield, because September is in excess
conditions only in very wet years, when X2 is required
to be less than 80 km
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CONTHA COSTA
WATER DHETRIOY

DIVERSIONS AT THE BEGINNING OF
FXCESS SEASON

e No diversions until X2 is less than 80 km

* Significant impacts on Delta water quality when Sites
diversions start before X2 is less than 80 km, due to
delaying the freshening of the Delta

* The impact to Sites project yield should be small

* Historical WAA model: Would limit Sites diversions
for 4 days in December 2006, for 10 TAF reduction in
diversions in the 22 years analyzed
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CONTHA COSTA
® WATER DHETRIOT

DIVERSIONS AT THE BEGINNING OF
FXCESS SEASON

» Sites diversions in the first month that the Delta goes into excess conditions have
the potential to cause a significant impact to Delta salinity when X2 > 80 km

Salinity impact Versus X2
L

11— S ——

4{}{} .................... s SIS SO S .

Max increase in EC at Jersey Point {us/om)
#
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CONTHA COSTA
WATER DHETRIOY

WATER QUALITY IMPACTS TO CCWD

December 1957
Sites diversions = 2,806 cfs
X2: 84 kmin NAA, 85 kmin Alt3

Without Sites Diversions With Sites Diversions: 1.2 TAF additional LV
releases

Rock Slough,
Intaks

150Cl.

i P

vvvvv COWD Transfer
Facility -

Middle River |
Pumping Plant.

SWP &xpm‘?[
Punne ©

SWP Export
Pumps
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From: Quin La Capra [glacapra@katzandassociates.com]

Sent: 7/10/2023 1:46:27 PM

To: KEITH DUNN [keithdunn@me.com]; Jerry Brown [jbrown@sitesproject.org]; Kevin Spesert
[kspesert@sitesproject.org]

cC: Ann Newton [anewton@katzandassociates.com]; Sara M. Katz [skatz@katzandassociates.com]

Subject: RE: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

Attachments: Statement on CA Budget Agreement.docx

Hi all,
| saw the Governor wrapped up his press conference, so | wanted to see if we are good to distribute the press release
now? Attaching the final version for reference again.

Thanks!
Quin

San Diego - Los Angeles - San Francisco

From: KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 5, 2023 10:59 AM

To: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com>; Ann Newton
<anewton@katzandassociates.com>; Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: Re: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

The Senate will pass it today and send to the Governor - who is vacationing in Montana....

Keith Dunn
(916) 273-6567 office
(916) 290-2900 cell

OnJul 5, 2023, at 11:58 AM, Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org> wrote:

Looks good. Ready to go when after the bills get passed and signed by the Governor. Thank you!

From: KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>

Date: Wednesday, July 5, 2023 at 10:30 AM

To: Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com>, Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>, Ann Newton
<anewton@katzandassociates.com>, "Sara M. Katz" <skatz@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: Re: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

Looks good, no edits from me.
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Keith Dunn
(916) 273-6567 office
(916) 290-2900 cell

OnJul 5, 2023, at 11:23 AM, Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org> wrote:
Looks good to me...no additional edits.

Please get final ok from Jerry and Keith and get ready send out after the Gov signs it...expecting the Senate vote today
and Govs signature before the end of the week...

Thanks for putting this together!

Kevin

From: Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 5, 2023 10:19 AM

To: lerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>; KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>; Kevin Spesert
<kspesert@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Ann Newton <anewton@katzandassociates.com>; Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>
Subject: RE: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

Hi all,
With the final vote and Governor’s signature expected soon, | wanted to send the updated statement for final review.

Please let us know if you have any additional changes or questions!

Thanks,
Quin

San Diego - Los Angeles - San Francisco

From: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>

Sent: Wednesday, June 28, 2023 5:23 PM

To: KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>; Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com>

Cc: Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Ann Newton <anewton@katzandassociates.com>; Sara M. Katz
<skatz@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: Re: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

I've completed my suggested edits in sharepoint and | think | covered Keith’s changes as well. We should wait to release
until after confirmation of the legislature passage and the Governors signature. thanks

From: KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>

Date: Wednesday, June 28, 2023 at 1:59 PM

To: Quin La Capra <qlacapra@katzandassociates.com>

Cc: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>, Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>, Ann Newton
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<anewton@katzandassociates.com>, Sara Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>
Subject: Re: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

My edits are below - THANKS!

2023 (310) 774-7639

CA Budget Agreement Includes Sites Reservoir in Permitting Reforms Initiative
Maxwell, Calif. — The Sites Reservoir Board of Directors would like to commend and thank Governor Gavin Newsom and
the California State Legislature for working together to pass an Infrastructure Permitting Streamlining legislative package
that will allow eligible projects certified by the Governor to use a streamlined approval process to get essential
infrastructure into construction and operation for the benefit of all Californians.
In May, Governor Newsom introduced proposals to streamline permitting and project review for critical infrastructure
projects, like Sites Reservoir, that would help meet the state’s climate and economic development goals and will
become law upon sighature of the Governor.
“We're grateful to Governor Newsom and the State Legislature for their leadership and support of much-needed
permitting reforms,” said Jerry Brown, Executive Director of the Sites Project Authority. “These reforms will allow us to
reduce costs by millions of dollars and move the project forward so Sites Reservoir can provide a resilient and reliable
water supply for California’s people, environment, and farms.”
The passage of these critical legislative proposals adds even more momentum to the Sites Reservoir project, which is
nearing key milestones, including a consideration of a water right permit by the State Water Resources Control Board
and the certification of its Final Environmental Impact Report/Statement.
Sites is an off-stream reservoir proposed north of the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta, where it would provide unique
water supply and environmental benefits during dry periods, especially during extended drought. Additional information
can be found at www.sitesproject.org or on Facebook and Twitter at @SitesProject.

Keith Dunn

Dunn Consulting
www.keithdunnconsulting.com
1121 L Street # 700
Sacramento, CA 85814

Office Phone: {916) 273-6567
Cell Phone: {(916) 290-2900

OnJun 28, 2023, at 1:34 PM, Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com> wrote:

Here you go!

From: KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>

Sent: Wednesday, June 28, 2023 1:33 PM

To: Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com>

Cc: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>; Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Ann Newton
<anewton@katzandassociates.com>; Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: Re: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

Can you please just send as an attachment - | never have luck logFong into Microsoft - thanks

Draft_0025770



Keith Dunn
(916) 273-6567 office
(916) 290-2900 cell

On Jun 28, 2023, at 1:30 PM, Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com> wrote:

Hi Jerry and Keith,
We drafted a statement for the upcoming state budget and permitting reform announcement that Kevin has edited. The
draft is ready for your review here: Statement on CA Budget Agreement - DRAFT

Let us know if you have any questions!

Thank you,
Quin

<image001l.png>

San Diego - Los Angeles - San Francisco

<Statement on CA Budget Agreement - DRAFT.docx>
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Real Estate Team
Weekly Check-In — Agenda

Affordable Water, Sustainably Managed

Our Core Values — Safety, Trust and Integrity, Respect for Local Communities, Environmental Stewardship, Shared Responsibility
and Shared Benefits, Accountability and Transparency, Proactive Innovation, Diversity and Inclusivity
Our Commitment — To live up to these values in everything we do

Meeting Information:

Date: July 10, 2023 Location: Virtual — Microsoft Teams

Start Time: 2:00 p.m. Finish Time: 3:00 p.m.

Purpose: Real Estate Team — Weekly Check-In

Kevin Spesert Jeff Mathews Trishna Patel

Conner McDonald Caitlin Nielsen

Discussion Topic Topic Leader

1. Overview and Opening Comments Kevin

2. Field Work — Previous Week’s Recap Conner / All
a. BREAK

3. Field Work — Current and Upcoming Conner / All
a. Geotech - Red Stick - Pre-Siting - July 13
b. Geotech - Red Stick - Field Work - Anticipated July 19

o

Geotech - Funks - Piezometer Completion - Week of 7/17 or 7/24

o

Geotech - Banyan - Piezometer Completion - Week of 7/17 or 7/24
Environmental - Banyan - Botanical - Week of 7/17 or 7/24

f. Environmental - Red Stick - Week of 7/24+

g. Contemplated - Wells - Pre-Siting

a) Week of 7/24?

4. Landowner Engagement — Recap, Current Engagement, Look-Ahead Conner / Jeff / All
a. Banyan

a) Abandoned Old Angled Boring; New Angled Boring in review
-Right-of-Entry Agreement - Amendment?

b) Access to Cody Arnold Lands - through Banyan Lands
-Right-of-Entry Agreement - Amendment?

b. Owens - reaching out for meeting; Insurance (Jim Vann?)
c. lJensen - R/E - receipt confirmed - reviewing
d. Holthouse - R/E - receipt confirmed - In-Person Meeting

a) JP to discuss TRR - per Henry/Marcia, he will be in-person
b) Discussion of Work Package 3 Geotech
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¢} Discussion of Dirks Road
e. Red Stick

Wells

~h

Ken LaGrande

Matt LaGrande

>

Kellogg
j. Cody Arnold

5. Local Coordination — Recap, Current Engagement, Look-Ahead Conner / Jeff / All
a. USBR/TCCA

a) TCCA Canal - Yolo County - Dunnigan Borings - Figure in
Revision

b. GCID Coordination — Geotech Work Package 3 - November

6. Right-of-Way Manual Conner / Jeff / Caitlin
a. Updated Draft In Process / Trishna
7. Highway Crossings
8. Railroad Crossings
9. Project Team — Interdisciplinary Coordination Conner / All
a. Environmental Mitigation
a) July 27 - Ali and JP - Discussion - Open House Planning -
Spranza encouraged invite of Real Estate - Dawn discussing
with Ali
b) September 6 - Open House
c) September 6 + Follow-Up Meetings
b. Project Controls - Scheduling - Dave Hubbard
c. Engineering - Roadways - Glenn County - Coordination with Henry
d. Engineering - Utility Outreach
Land Survey - Awaiting Word From Glenn County - R.E.Y. Updated
f. Engineering - Aggregate Materials - Import / Borrow - Henry
advises potential future tours
g. USBR Agreement - USBR Realty
10. Administrative Conner
a. Two Landowner Meetings - Mid-August
a) 1 Maxwell - August 16
b) 1 Dunnigan - August 17
¢} Landowner Contact Database
11. Open Discussion All
12. Action-ltem Recap Caitlin
13. Next Steps Kevin / Conner / All
Real Estate Team — Weekly Check-In | Meeting Agenda 20f8
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14. Closing Thoughts Kevin
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Work Pkg #3 completed (rows 20, 24, 27) on June 197 If not, new date is?
Row 20 -- September 157?

Row 24 -- Complete

Row 27 -- Complete

And can we show Access Agreements for Work Pkg #4 (rows 21, 25, 28) starting on June 20?
Yes
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Row 222 - Show As?
Row 225 - Show As?
Row 230 - No Change
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Red Stick Farms, Colusa County Colusa Sites Dam, 5-L Road, Shoo-Fly Work Package 3.07 Jul-23 Agreement Sighed

Wells, Colusa County Colusa Golden Gate Dam, Borrow Work Package 3.08 Aug-23 Agreement Signed

Cody Arnold, Colusa County Colusa Sites Dam Work Package 3.09 Sep-23 In Negotiations

Holthouse, Colusa County Colusa TRR Work Package 3.10 Oct-23 In Negotiations - R/E In Review

GCID Canal APN, Owner Unknown Colusa TRR Work Package 3.11 Nov-23 Encroachment Permit Signed

USA TCCA Government Yolo Dunnigan Intake Structure Work Package 3.12 Dec-23 To Be Added To R/E

T e Sy g el o Tk e S
Colusa County Colusa Sites Dam Borrow Work Package 3.x Town of Sites Discussions with Colusa County

Banyan Transport Systems, Colusa County Colusa Sites Dam Work Package 3.x Dec-23 tAf;:f:;i?::;gc::i_tﬁ:;i;;T;ggl;i:f;x:élbocations on Northern Parcel
Jensen, Colusa County Colusa Golden Gate Dam Work Package 3.x Nov-23 In Negotiations - R/E Agreement In Review

Real Estate Team — Weekly Check-In | Meeting Agenda
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Aulman LLC, Yolo County Yolo Work Package 4
B&G Ranches, Colusa County Colusa Work Package 4
Brothers Doherty, Yolo County Yolo Work Package 4
Butler, Yolo County Yolo Work Package 4
\C(O%OHCSE:;ARDS 1il FARMING VENTURE LP, Yolo Work Package 4
Christy Lee Snelgrove, Colusa County Colusa Work Package 4
Douglas Parker, Colusa County Colusa Work Package 4
Dunn Family Trust, Yolo County Yolo Work Package 4
GCID Canal APN, Owner Unknown Colusa Work Package 4 possible if on GCID Corridor, and not on adjacent lands
Giutere Vineyard, Yolo County Yolo Work Package 4
Holthouse, Colusa County Colusa Work Package 4
Jensen, Colusa County Colusa Work Package 4
LaGrande, Brett, Glenn County Glenn Work Package 4
LaGrande, Colusa County Colusa Work Package 4
LaGrande, Glenn County Glenn Work Package 4
LaGrande, M&R, Colusa County Colusa Work Package 4
Mathis Family, Colusa County Colusa Work Package 4
Maureen Doherty, Colusa County Colusa Work Package 4
Morgan Twin Holdings LLC, Yolo County Yolo Work Package 4
MOUNTANOS TRUST, Yolo County Yolo Work Package 4
Mumma, Yolo County Yolo Work Package 4
Owens, Glenn County Glenn Work Package 4
P Doherty, Yolo County Yolo Work Package 4
Richard Riolo, Yolo County Yolo Work Package 4
Ritchie Bros, Yolo County Yolo Work Package 4
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From: Sara M. Katz [skatz@katzandassociates.com]

Sent: 7/10/2023 2:01:01 PM

To: Quin La Capra [glacapra@katzandassociates.com]; KEITH DUNN [keithdunn@me.com]; Jerry Brown
[jbrown@sitesproject.org]; Kevin Spesert [kspesert@sitesproject.org]

cC: Ann Newton [anewton@katzandassociates.com]

Subject: RE: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

Quin -- | spoke with Keith and Kevin. They are both fine with us sending out the materials but wanted us to close the
loop with Jerry. | have called and also sent a text to Jerry. Stay tuned. Thanks

miobaizr 619.813.9551
San Diego - Los Angeles - San Francisco

From: Quin La Capra <qlacapra@katzandassociates.com>

Sent: Monday, July 10, 2023 1:46 PM

To: KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>; Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>; Kevin Spesert
<kspesert@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Ann Newton <anewton@katzandassociates.com>; Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>
Subject: RE: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

Hi all,
I saw the Governor wrapped up his press conference, so | wanted to see if we are good to distribute the press release
now? Attaching the final version for reference again.

Thanks!
Quin

San Diego - Los Angeles - San Francisco

From: KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 5, 2023 10:59 AM

To: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Quin La Capra <qlacapra@katzandassociates.com>; Ann Newton
<anewton@katzandassociates.com>; Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: Re: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

The Senate will pass it today and send to the Governor - who is vacationing in Montana....

Keith Dunn
(916) 273-6567 office

Draft_0025780



(916) 290-2900 cell

OnJul 5, 2023, at 11:58 AM, Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org> wrote:

Looks good. Ready to go when after the bills get passed and signed by the Governor. Thank you!

From: KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>

Date: Wednesday, July 5, 2023 at 10:30 AM

To: Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com>, Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>, Ann Newton
<anewton@katzandassociates.com>, "Sara M. Katz" <skatz@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: Re: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

Looks good, no edits from me.
Keith Dunn

(916) 273-6567 office

(916) 290-2900 cell

On Jul 5, 2023, at 11:23 AM, Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org> wrote:

Looks good to me...no additional edits.

Please get final ok from Jerry and Keith and get ready send out after the Gov signs it...expecting the Senate vote today
and Govs signature before the end of the week...

Thanks for putting this together!

Kevin

From: Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 5, 2023 10:19 AM

To: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>; KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>; Kevin Spesert
<kspesert@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Ann Newton <anewton@katzandassociates.com>; Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>
Subject: RE: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

Hi all,
With the final vote and Governor’s signature expected soon, | wanted to send the updated statement for final review.

Please let us know if you have any additional changes or questions!

Thanks,
Quin

San Diego - Los Angeles - San Francisco
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From: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>

Sent: Wednesday, June 28, 2023 5:23 PM

To: KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>; Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com>

Cc: Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Ann Newton <anewton@katzandassociates.com>; Sara M. Katz
<skatz@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: Re: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

I've completed my suggested edits in sharepoint and | think | covered Keith’s changes as well. We should wait to release
until after confirmation of the legislature passage and the Governors signature. thanks

From: KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>

Date: Wednesday, June 28, 2023 at 1:59 PM

To: Quin La Capra <qlacapra@katzandassociates.com>

Cc: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>, Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>, Ann Newton
<anewton@katzandassociates.com>, Sara Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: Re: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

My edits are below - THANKS!

2023 (310) 774-7639

CA Budget Agreement Includes Sites Reservoir in Permitting Reforms Initiative
Maxwell, Calif. — The Sites Reservoir Board of Directors would like to commend and thank Governor Gavin Newsom and
the California State Legislature for working together to pass an Infrastructure Permitting Streamlining legislative package
that will allow eligible projects certified by the Governor to use a streamlined approval process to get essential
infrastructure into construction and operation for the benefit of all Californians.
In May, Governor Newsom introduced proposals to streamline permitting and project review for critical infrastructure
projects, like Sites Reservoir, that would help meet the state’s climate and economic development goals and will
become law upon signature of the Governor.
“We're grateful to Governor Newsom and the State Legislature for their leadership and support of much-needed
permitting reforms,” said Jerry Brown, Executive Director of the Sites Project Authority. “These reforms will allow us to
reduce costs by millions of dollars and move the project forward so Sites Reservoir can provide a resilient and reliable
water supply for California’s people, environment, and farms.”
The passage of these critical legislative proposals adds even more momentum to the Sites Reservoir project, which is
nearing key milestones, including a consideration of a water right permit by the State Water Resources Control Board
and the certification of its Final Environmental Impact Report/Statement.
Sites is an off-stream reservoir proposed north of the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta, where it would provide unique
water supply and environmental benefits during dry periods, especially during extended drought. Additional information
can be found at www.sitesproject.org or on Facebook and Twitter at @SitesProject.

Keith Dunn

Dunn Consulting
www.keithdunnconsulting.com
1121 L Street # 700
Sacramento, CA 95814

Office Phone: (916) 273-6567
Cell Phone: (916) 290-2900
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On Jun 28, 2023, at 1:34 PM, Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com> wrote:

Here you go!

From: KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>

Sent: Wednesday, June 28, 2023 1:33 PM

To: Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com>

Cc: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>; Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Ann Newton
<anewton@katzandassociates.com>; Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: Re: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

Can you please just send as an attachment - | never have luck logFong into Microsoft - thanks

Keith Dunn
(916) 273-6567 office
(916) 290-2900 cell

On Jun 28, 2023, at 1:30 PM, Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com> wrote:

Hi Jerry and Keith,
We drafted a statement for the upcoming state budget and permitting reform announcement that Kevin has edited. The
draft is ready for your review here: Statement on CA Budget Agreement - DRAFT

Let us know if you have any questions!

Thank you,
Quin

<image00l.png>

San Diego - Los Angeles - San Francisco

<Statement on CA Budget Agreement - DRAFT.docx>
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From: Sara M. Katz [skatz@katzandassociates.com]

Sent: 7/10/2023 3:08:27 PM

To: Quin La Capra [glacapra@katzandassociates.com]; KEITH DUNN [keithdunn@me.com]; Jerry Brown
[jbrown@sitesproject.org]; Kevin Spesert [kspesert@sitesproject.org]

cC: Ann Newton [anewton@katzandassociates.com]

Subject: RE: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

Yes, closed the loop with Jerry. We are good to go. Thanks Quin.

1 19.813.9551
San Diego - Los Angeles - San Francisco

From: Quin La Capra <qlacapra@katzandassociates.com>

Sent: Monday, July 10, 2023 1:46 PM

To: KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>; Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>; Kevin Spesert
<kspesert@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Ann Newton <anewton@katzandassociates.com>; Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>
Subject: RE: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

Hi all,
| saw the Governor wrapped up his press conference, so | wanted to see if we are good to distribute the press release
now? Attaching the final version for reference again.

Thanks!
Quin

San Diego - Los Angeles - San Francisco

From: KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 5, 2023 10:59 AM

To: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Quin La Capra <qlacapra@katzandassociates.com>; Ann Newton
<anewton@katzandassociates.com>; Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: Re: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

The Senate will pass it today and send to the Governor - who is vacationing in Montana....

Keith Dunn
(916) 273-6567 office
(916) 290-2900 cell
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OnJul 5, 2023, at 11:58 AM, Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org> wrote:

Looks good. Ready to go when after the bills get passed and signed by the Governor. Thank you!

From: KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>

Date: Wednesday, July 5, 2023 at 10:30 AM

To: Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com>, Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>, Ann Newton
<anewton@katzandassociates.com>, "Sara M. Katz" <skatz@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: Re: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

Looks good, no edits from me.
Keith Dunn

(916) 273-6567 office

(916) 290-2900 cell

On Jul 5, 2023, at 11:23 AM, Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org> wrote:

Looks good to me...no additional edits.

Please get final ok from Jerry and Keith and get ready send out after the Gov signs it...expecting the Senate vote today
and Govs signature before the end of the week...

Thanks for putting this together!

Kevin

From: Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 5, 2023 10:19 AM

To: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>; KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>; Kevin Spesert
<kspesert@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Ann Newton <anewton@katzandassociates.com>; Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>
Subject: RE: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

Hi all,
With the final vote and Governor’s signature expected soon, | wanted to send the updated statement for final review.

Please let us know if you have any additional changes or questions!

Thanks,
Quin

<image001l.png>

San Diego - Los Angeles - San Francisco
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From: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>

Sent: Wednesday, June 28, 2023 5:23 PM

To: KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>; Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com>

Cc: Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Ann Newton <anewton@katzandassociates.com>; Sara M. Katz
<skatz@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: Re: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

I've completed my suggested edits in sharepoint and | think | covered Keith’s changes as well. We should wait to release
until after confirmation of the legislature passage and the Governors signature. thanks

From: KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>

Date: Wednesday, June 28, 2023 at 1:59 PM

To: Quin La Capra <qlacapra@katzandassociates.com>

Cc: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>, Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>, Ann Newton
<anewton@katzandassociates.com>, Sara Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: Re: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

My edits are below - THANKS!

2023 (310) 774-7639

CA Budget Agreement Includes Sites Reservoir in Permitting Reforms Initiative
Maxwell, Calif. — The Sites Reservoir Board of Directors would like to commend and thank Governor Gavin Newsom and
the California State Legislature for working together to pass an Infrastructure Permitting Streamlining legislative package
that will allow eligible projects certified by the Governor to use a streamlined approval process to get essential
infrastructure into construction and operation for the benefit of all Californians.
In May, Governor Newsom introduced proposals to streamline permitting and project review for critical infrastructure
projects, like Sites Reservoir, that would help meet the state’s climate and economic development goals and will
become law upon signature of the Governor.
“We're grateful to Governor Newsom and the State Legislature for their leadership and support of much-needed
permitting reforms,” said Jerry Brown, Executive Director of the Sites Project Authority. “These reforms will allow us to
reduce costs by millions of dollars and move the project forward so Sites Reservoir can provide a resilient and reliable
water supply for California’s people, environment, and farms.”
The passage of these critical legislative proposals adds even more momentum to the Sites Reservoir project, which is
nearing key milestones, including a consideration of a water right permit by the State Water Resources Control Board
and the certification of its Final Environmental Impact Report/Statement.
Sites is an off-stream reservoir proposed north of the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta, where it would provide unique
water supply and environmental benefits during dry periods, especially during extended drought. Additional information
can be found at www.sitesproject.org or on Facebook and Twitter at @SitesProject.

Keith Dunn

Dunn Consulting
www.keithdunnconsulting.com
1121 L Street # 700
Sacramento, CA 95814

Office Phone: (916) 273-6567
Cell Phone: (916) 290-2900
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On Jun 28, 2023, at 1:34 PM, Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com> wrote:

Here you go!

From: KEITH DUNN <keithdunn@me.com>

Sent: Wednesday, June 28, 2023 1:33 PM

To: Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com>

Cc: Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>; Kevin Spesert <kspesert@sitesproject.org>; Ann Newton
<anewton@katzandassociates.com>; Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: Re: For Review: Draft Statement on CA Budget

Can you please just send as an attachment - | never have luck logFong into Microsoft - thanks

Keith Dunn
(916) 273-6567 office
(916) 290-2900 cell

On Jun 28, 2023, at 1:30 PM, Quin La Capra <glacapra@katzandassociates.com> wrote:

Hi Jerry and Keith,
We drafted a statement for the upcoming state budget and permitting reform announcement that Kevin has edited. The
draft is ready for your review here: Statement on CA Budget Agreement - DRAFT

Let us know if you have any questions!

Thank you,
Quin

<image00l.png>

San Diego - Los Angeles - San Francisco

<Statement on CA Budget Agreement - DRAFT.docx>
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From: Sites Project [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=FE3D979238CE48168411DD8F93D5A6E6-INFO00041]
Sent: 7/10/2023 3:17:50 PM

To: Sites Project [info@sitesproject.org]
cC: Ann Newton [anewton@katzandassociates.com]
BCC: csouza@cfbf.com; brian@agnetmedia.com; Brad Hooker [brad@agri-pulse.com]; llowe@appealdemocrat.com;

melissa@valcomnews.com; abeam@ap.org; kronayne@ap.org; qlacapra@katzandassociates.com; Mariah Hugo
[mhugo@katzandassociates.com]; smayer@bakersfield.com; mwilliams@cmua.org; alastair@calmatters.org;
julie@calmatters.org; dan@calmatters.org; Manola.Secaira@capradio.org; mwolcott@chicoer.com;
carol.cormaci@latimes.com; erin.rode@desertsun.com; janet.wilson@desertsun.com; editor@valcomnews.com;
Jesse Klein [jesse@greenbiz.com]; bjohnson@theintermountain.com; news@northstate.news;
eanderson@kpbs.org; eromero@kged.org; sscauzillo@scng.com; chernandez@scpr.org; editor@valcomnews.com;
tony.barboza@latimes.com; tony.briscoe@latimes.com; Sahagun, Louis [louis.sahagun@latimes.com];
hayley.smith@latimes.com; Xia, Rosanna [rosanna.xia@latimes.com]; laurel.rosenhall@latimes.com;
whouston@marinij.com; mshuman@thetribunenews.com; progers@bayareanewsgroup.com;
asheeler@sacbee.com; jlurie@motherjones.com; beberling@napanews.com; catrin.einhorn@nytimes.com;
tfuller@nytimes.com; corina.knoll@nytimes.com; raymond.zhong@nytimes.com; bstaggs@scng.com;
sscauzillo@scng.com; cvonkaenel@politico.com; dkahn@politico.com; cwhisnand@portervillerecorder.com;
jsteinberg@scng.com; birwin@recordnet.com; damon.arthur@redding.com; eritchie@scng.com;
NStockdale@sacbee.com; btaylor@sacbee.com; paul@kitagakiphoto.com; rsabalow@bizjournals.com;
sacgazette@aol.com; newsroom@sacobserver.com; valleymirror@pulsarco.com;
joshua.smith@sduniontribune.com; Alexander, Kurtis [kalexander@sfchronicle.com]; bstaggs@scng.com;
jwolfrom@sfexaminer.com; intermountain.news@icloud.com; bstaggs@scng.com; awagner@newsobserver.com;
KFishman@mendovoice.com; mshuman@thetribunenews.com; acary@tricityherald.com; ccarlson@vcstar.com;
ben.fritz@wsj.com; jim.carlton@wsj.com

Subject: For Immediate Release: Sites Reservoir on a Regulatory Fast Track with State’s Permitting Reforms

Attachments: Sites Reservoir Statement on CA Budget Agreement_July 2023 PDF.pdf

Good afternoon,

Please see the attached news release for Sites Reservoir, and reach out with any questions.

For Immediate Release: July 10, 2023

Contact: Ann Newton, anewton@katzandassociates.com, (310) 774-7639

Sites Reservoir on a Regulatory Fast Track with State’s Permitting Reforms

Maxwell, Calif. — The Sites Project Authority would like to commend and thank Governor Gavin Newsom and
the California State Legislature for working together to pass a critically important infrastructure streamlining
package that will allow eligible projects certified by the Governor to use a streamlined approval process to get
essential infrastructure into construction and operation for the benefit of all Californians. All seven of the
Proposition 1 water storage projects are eligible, including the Sites Reservoir Project.

In May, Governor Newsom introduced proposals to streamline permitting and project review for critical

infrastructure projects, like Sites Reservoir, that would help meet the state’s needs to provide new, climate-
resilient water supplies.
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“We are grateful to Governor Newsom and the State Legislature for their leadership on such a challenging
aspect of our regulatory process,” said Jerry Brown, Executive Director of the Sites Project Authority. "Their
actions to incorporate these policy changes will expedite securing our water supplies to become more resilient
to a changing climate. These actions strike the right balance —time saved and costs reduced for delivery of
critically important water projects like Sites, while still providing our communities and environments proper
safeguards.”

The passage of these critical legislative proposals adds even more momentum to the Sites Reservoir project,
which is nearing key milestones, including a consideration of a water right permit by the State Water
Resources Control Board and the certification of its Final Environmental Impact Report/Statement.

Sites is an off-stream reservoir proposed north of the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta, where it would provide a
unique water supply and environmental benefits during dry periods, especially during extended drought.
Additional information can be found at www.sitesproject.org or on Facebook and Twitter at @SitesProject.

Hit#
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For Immediate Release: Contact: Ann Newton
July 10, 2023 (310) 774-7639

Sites Reservoir on a Regulatory Fast Track with State’s Permitting Reforms

Maxwell, Calif. — The Sites Project Authority would like to commend and thank Governor Gavin Newsom
and the California State Legislature for working together to pass a critically important infrastructure
streamlining package that will allow eligible projects certified by the Governor to use a streamlined
approval process to get essential infrastructure into construction and operation for the benefit of all
Californians. All seven of the Proposition 1 water storage projects are eligible, including the Sites
Reservoir Project.

In May, Governor Newsom introduced proposals to streamline permitting and project review for critical
infrastructure projects, like Sites Reservoir, that would help meet the state’s needs to
provide new, climate-resilient water supplies.

“We are grateful to Governor Newsom and the State Legislature for their leadership on such a
challenging aspect of our regulatory process,” said Jerry Brown, Executive Director of the Sites Project
Authority. “Their actions to incorporate these policy changes will expedite securing our water supplies
to become more resilient to a changing climate. These actions strike the right balance—time saved and
costs reduced for delivery of critically important water projects like Sites, while still providing our
communities and environments proper safeguards.”

The passage of these critical legislative proposals adds even more momentum to the Sites Reservoir
project, which is nearing key milestones, including a consideration of a water right permit by the State
Water Resources Control Board and the certification of its Final Environmental Impact
Report/Statement.

Sites is an off-stream reservoir proposed north of the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta, where it would
provide a unique water supply and environmental benefits during dry periods, especially during extended
drought. Additional information can be found at wwyw.sitesprofect.org or on Facebook and Twitter at
@SitesProject,

###
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From: Alicia Forsythe [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=A6CDFO6A7ES04B65BAA21702A82AD329-AFORSYTHE]
Sent: 7/11/2023 7:56:13 AM

To: Scott Brown [scott@larsenwurzel.com]; Angela Bezzone [bezzone@mbkengineers.com]; JP Robinette
[jrobinette@sitesproject.org]; Wesley Walker [walker@mbkengineers.com]

cC: William Vanderwaal [wvanderwaal@rd108.org]; Adam Riley [adam®@larsenwurzel.com]; Patrick Soper
[Patrick@larsenwurzel.com]

Subject: RE: CALSIM Data Discussion (RD108/Sites)

Attachments: SPJPA_Sites_ParticipantAccountDashboard_rev08_20230710.xIsm

Hi Scott — Attached is the Participant Dashboard. We are getting this out to members tomorrow, but its ready
to go so thought | would send it over.

It's a 17 MB file, so hopefully it comes through on your end.
Ali

Alicia Forsythe | Environmental Planning and Permitting Manager | Sites Project Authority | 916.880.0676
| aforsythe@sitesproject.org | www.SitesProject.org

CONFIDENTIAUITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain confidantial and/or legaily privileged information. 1t is soisly for
tha use of the intendad recipient{s). Unauthorized interception, raview, use or disclosura is prohibited and may viciate applicabis laws

including the Electronic Communications Privacy Act. f you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and destroy aill copies of
the communication.

From: Alicia Forsythe

Sent: Saturday, July 8, 2023 11:09 AM

To: Scott Brown <scott@larsenwurzel.com>; Angela Bezzone <bezzone@mbkengineers.com>; JP Robinette
<jrobinette @sitesproject.org>; Wesley Walker <walker@mbkengineers.com>

Cc: William Vanderwaal <wvanderwaal@rd108.org>; Adam Riley <adam@larsenwurzel.com>; Patrick Soper
<Patrick@larsenwurzel.com>

Subject: RE: CALSIM Data Discussion (RD108/Sites)

Hi Scott — Angela ended up on leave a little earlier than expected, so Wes and | are working to wrap this up in
her absence. | hope to have this out early next week.

Ali

Alicia Forsythe | Environmental Planning and Permitting Manager | Sites Project Authority | 916.880.0676
| aforsythe@sitesproject.org | www.SitesProject.org

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contants may contain confidantial and/or legally nrivileged information. 1 is salely fur
the usa of the intended recipiant{s). Unauthorized interception, review, use or disclosure is prohibited and may vioiate applicable laws
including the Elacironic Communications Privacy Act. if you are not the intended racipient, pisase contact the sander and dastroy ail coples of
the communication.

From: Scott Brown <scott@larsenwurzel.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 6, 2023 8:50 AM
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To: Angela Bezzone <bezzone@mbkengineers.com>; JP Robinette <jrobinette @sitesproject.org>; Alicia Forsythe
<aforsythe@sitesproject.org>

Cc: William Vanderwaal <wvanderwaal @rd108.org>; Adam Riley <adam®@larsenwurzel.com>; Patrick Soper
<Patrick@larsenwurzel.com>

Subject: RE: CALSIM Data Discussion (RD108/Sites)

Good morning, everyone!

Just checking in on the availability of the dashboard. | would like to get our efforts for RD 108 kicked off before | leave
on vacation next week. Please let me know so we can plan accordingly.

Thank you,
Scott

Scott L. Brown, P.E.

Larsen Wurzel & Associates, Inc.

2450 Venture Oaks Way, Ste 240 | Sacramento, CA 95833
Main: (530) 665-8222 | Direct/Cell: (916) 827-1707

wiww farsenwurzel.com

From: Scott Brown

Sent: Thursday, June 22, 2023 3:11 PM

To: Angela Bezzone <bezzone@mbkengineers.com>; JP Robinette <jrobinette @sitesproject.org>; Alicia Forsythe
<aforsythe@sitesproject.org>

Subject: RE: CALSIM Data Discussion (RD108/Sites)

No worries. Thanks for the update!

From: Angela Bezzone <bezzone@mbkengineers.com>

Sent: Thursday, June 22, 2023 2:54 PM

To: Scott Brown <scott@larsenwurzel.com>; JP Robinette <jrobinette @sitesproject.org>; Alicia Forsythe
<aforsythe@sitesproject.org>

Subject: RE: CALSIM Data Discussion (RD108/Sites)

Hi Scott,

The dashboard we shared has been updated, but I forgot that one of our team is out of the office this week and won’t
return until Tuesday. T have put together a “read me” document that needs his review before we send it out. We will be
sending it out to the Sites members by Wednesday next week. Sorry for the delay!

Angela

From: Scott Brown <scott@larsenwurzel.com>

Sent: Thursday, June 22, 2023 2:48 PM

To: JP Robinette <jrobinette @sitesproject.org>; Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe @sitesproject.org>; Angela Bezzone
<bezzone@mbkengineers.com>

Subject: RE: CALSIM Data Discussion (RD108/Sites)

You don't often get email from scott@larsenwurzel.com. Learn why this is important
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Good afternoon Ali, Angela and JP.

Just checking in to see if you have an ETA for sending the CALSIM dashboard for our use to support the RD108 Sites
participation fee?

I was/am hoping to get it this week, so we can start our modeling next week.
Let me know if there’s any hiccups or if you need more time.

Thank you!
Scott

Scott L. Brown, P.E.

Larsen Wurzel & Assoclates, inc.

2450 Venture Oaks Way, Ste 240 | Sacramento, CA 95833
Main: (530) 665-8222 | Direct/Cell: (916) 827-1707

v larsenwurzel.oom

From: Marcia Kivett <MKivett@sitesproject.org>

Sent: Thursday, June 8, 2023 5:43 AM

To: Marcia Kivett; JP Robinette; Scott Brown; Adam Riley; William Vanderwaal; Alicia Forsythe; Angela Bezzone
Subject: CALSIM Data Discussion {RD108/Sites)

When: Tuesday, June 13, 2023 8:00 AM-9:00 AM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).

Where: Microsoft Teams Meeting

I was unsure if you wanted me to create the event, but I thought I would, so we did not lose the
option. Please forward this to anyone I've missed.

From: Scott Brown <scott@larsenwurzel.com>

Sent: Tuesday, June 6, 2023 5:18 PM

To: JP Robinette <jrobinette@sitesproject.org>

Cc: Adam Riley <adam@larsenwurzel.com>; William Vanderwaal <wvanderwaal@rd108.org>; Alicia Forsythe
<aforsythe @sitesproject.org>

Subject: RE: Info-data request

Good afternoon, JP.

Reinitiating discussion on our request for CALSIM output data. | agree that a conversation is needed but wanted to
layout our intended use of the data in advance of meeting.

In addition to establishing/communicating the RD 108 fee structure, we will need to convey the value of participating in
Sites to landowners. To this end, my approach is to use the annualized CALSIM output data, along with an assumed
water value/price by water year type, to provide the expected range {min/average/max) of value for the following:
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1. Value of water diverted to Sites during the current year net of variable O&M cost to move water into the
reservoir

2. Value of water released from Sites during the current year plus generation credit toward variable O&M cost
from reservoir releases
3. Value of water stored/available for transfer the following year

This “valuation” would be divided into water year types and juxtaposed against the participation cost (i.e. the District’s
fee) to inform landowner discussions.

From your presentation last month, | believe that RD 108 is included in the “North of Delta — Sacramento River
Settlement Contractors” group for assumed Operations Decisions in the CALSIM model. | believe this is fine for this
exercise to inform landowners and we won’t need any additional CALSIM modeling runs.

I’'m sure there is more to discuss, but I'll leave that to our meeting. Please feel free to forward this to others that should
be included in the discussion and let me know what your teams availability is through June 16™. I'll try to find a timeslot
that works for everyone on our end.

Thank you,
Scott

Scott L. Brown, P.E.

Larsen Wurzel & Associates, inc.

2450 Venture Oaks Way, Ste 240 | Sacramento, CA 95833
Main: (530) 665-8222 | Direct/Cell: (916) 827-1707
www.larsenwurzel.com

From: JP Robinette <jrobinette@sitesproject.org>

Sent: Friday, March 24, 2023 2:18 PM

To: William Vanderwaal <wvanderwaal@rd108.org>; Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>
Cc: Scott Brown <scott@larsenwurzel.com>; Adam Riley <adam@larsenwurzel.com>

Subject: Re: Info-data request

Good afternoon,

We can certainly help with this, but | think it will require some conversation. The CalSim model uses
assumptions for demand for RD108, but that may not be best for rate-setting purposes. Would you like a call?
If so, we should include Ali and Angela.

Based on the project docs (Guiding Principles, Storage Principles, etc.), RD108 will own a capacity interest in
the Project, which will be identified in the Benefits and Obligations Contract. As an example, RD108's capacity
interest is estimated between 1-2% (1.8% in the tables) depending on forthcoming decisions on Reclamation's
participation in the Project and subject to future rebalancing. RD108's available share of Sites diversions is
equal to their capacity interest. RD108 will be able to decide if it wants to take its share of diversions. Variable
O&M will be based on actual water diverted into and released from the reservoir and include actuals for
power cost and wheeling charges. Once water is in storage, the documents allow for RD108 to release water
for their own use or sell water subject to certain limitations and capacity constraints. Additionally, RD108
could lay off costs by leasing storage, or sell storage and thereby reduce its capacity interest.
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Regardless of these decisions, RD108 will be charged:
. Debt service and fixed O&M based on their capacity interest.
° Variable O&M based on the actual costs to fill or release their water.

The tables previously released (attached for convenience) show a high and an average variable O&M. They
also show the fixed O&M charges, which are based on an agency's capacity interest. These tables will be

updated in the next two months, so | recommend using them for understanding purposes only as financing
mechanisms, interest rates, and escalation will all get a fresh look.

Thanks,

P

From: William Vanderwaal <wvanderwaal@rd108.org>

Sent: Thursday, March 23, 2023 3:35 PM

To: JIP Robinette <jrobinette @sitesproject.org>; Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe @sitesproject.org>

Cc: scoti@larsenwurzel.com <scott@larsenwurzel.com>; Adam Riley <adam@larsenwurzel.com>
Subject: Info-data request

JP or Ali,

We've hired Larsen-Wurzell to help us with the Prop-218 that we're doing in RD-108 and they have provided us
a data request, some of which I need from the Sites Project.

I'm going to paste the request below instead of trying to translate it:

In TO1, we outlined two models for evaluating the cost {fee model) and benefit {revenue model). The fixed cost
elements {capital and O&M) have been established but these two models will evaluate the variable costs by correlating
the following:

RD108's share of diversions to Sites Reservoir
The variable O&M cost to convey/pump into the reservoir
The variable Q&M cost to release/convey water from the reservoir

Value/price of water based on water year type

A A

Operational decisions to transfer/sell/carryover storage by water year type

I would like to base these models on the current CalSim modeling output file for Alternative 3 {the preferred alternative
in Final EIR/EIS) with the entire model period {1922 — 2003). The objective would be to evaluate operational options
{item 5 of the list) for each water year type to bracket the range of variable costs and potential revenue, along with the
likely frequency and duration of each water year type.

if you do not already have a copy of this data, can you please request a copy of the complete output file for Alternative 3
from the Site Authority. Um familiar with the output file format and can manipulate the raw data from cutput file, so

there is no need to request any post-processing from the Sites Project team.

'm assuming that they would release this data to RD108 for use in securing participation in the project. LWA is willing
to sign any required acknowledgement/waiver of liability.
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Please let me know if there are any issues with providing this modeling output file. I appreciate your assistance

with this.

Thanks
BillV

William Vanderwaal, P.E.
Deputy Manager - RD-108
Manager - Dunnigan WD
(530) 812-6276

Microsoft Teams meeting

Join on your computer, mobile app or room device
Click here {0 join the mestin

Meeting 1D: 248 493 668 165

Passcode: kUv23t
Download Teams | lolnon the web

Or call in (audio only)

+1 916-538-7068 7432518424 United States, Sacramento
Phone Conference ID:; 743 251 942#

Find a local number | Reset PIN

Learn Maore | Mesting ontions
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File Provided Natively
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Sites Virtual Tour
VIRTUAL TOUR VIDEO OUTLINE
Maxwell/Community Intro

Sites Reservoir is a proposed off-stream reservoir that would supply water for people, farms
and the environment during dry periods when it’s most needed. The reservoir would be located
near Maxwell, California — a rural farming town in Colusa County, approximately 65 miles
northwest of Sacramento. With a population of just over 1,200 and home to of
productive farmland, Maxwell represents the rural farmingitommunities that are so critical to
California.

in this way, Sites Reservoir will support the Sacramento Valley wayiof life, supporting our farms,
mills, and the jobs that depend on them. The Project Authority was established to ensure
that local stakeholders were involved and leading the development of'§jtes. Members of the
Sites Project team live and work in Maxwell —and we're proud to be part af this community.
We also recognize Sites Reservoir would change the landscape of this area, sé we are working
closely with residents and local landowners to incorporate their input into the pfanning and
construction of Sites Reservoir.

Visuals: Maxwell sign, Sites JPA office door, community images, farming, , b-roll of focal
community services {police, education etc.), animation

Sites ervoir: The Big Picture

e The Sites.Location
The propased location for Sites Reservoir is uniquely situated as a natural bowl in
the earth. For an off-tiver reservoir, this is the perfect location to store extra water
for dry years.

Sites would stretch 12.7 miles long from north to south and 4.5 miles wide from east
to west. When full, the reservoir would be 257 feet deep from surface to floor at its
lowest point. The reservoir can hold up to 1.5 million acre-feet of water, enough to 2
; | Commented [SMK1]: If there is something that peaple

serve 7.5 million people with water for an entire year, 7| can relate to that we can compare this size and volume of
water with = enaugh to fill a professional faotball stadium

: . 1300 times (Making this up)....
e Saddle Dams, Sites and Golden Gate Dams . !( ............. B Pl J
| Commented [AN2R1]: 8th largest reservoir, foatball

flelds.

i
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While the natural topography provides most of the physical infrastructure needed to
contain the water, smaller dams will be built to hold water in where the hills
surrounding the reservoir are lower. Sites would include seven small dams, known
as saddle dams, to top off the ridges and hold the water at the right level. In
addition, the reservoir has two primary dams — Sites Dam and Golden Gate Dam —
that are also used to contain water. Not to be confused with large dams that block
waterways and rivers, the dams that are part of Sites Reservoir are designed to hold
water supplies in the reservoir and allow for controlled releases in and out — but will
not dam up river waters from the Sacramento Riveg;Sites Dam and Golden Gate
Dam are 267 feet and 287 feet tall, respectively,and‘up to 1,300 feet wide at their
bases.

e Moving Water In
Water moves into the reservoir du; the diversion season. which is September 1
through June 14, after all other seniorwater rights are fulfilled. Water would come
from two general sources: the Sacramento River.and local creeks: Water from the
Sacramento River is diverted at the existing Red BIUff Pumping Plant, §Efjwned by the
United States Bureau of Reg¢| jon and opérated by the Tehama-Colusa Canal
Authority, and at the Hamiltg mp Station. gwned and operated by the
Glenn-Colusa Irrigation Distri

Water diverted at Red Bluff Pum Plant, would enter the Tehama-Colusa Canal
and will be'conveyed dawn to Funks Reservoir. From there, the Sites Project
Authority would pump the.water up intg Sites Reservoir through a series of pipelines
and tunnels. Statecofithe-art eens are already in place to protect fish from
future projectioperations.

Similarly, after water is diverfed at the Hamilton City Pump Station, it enters Glenn-
Colusalrrigation District’'s M anal and will be conveyed down to the new
TerminglRegulating Reservoir and the Authority would pump the water up into Sites
Reservoirithiough aiseries of pipelines and a tunnel.

Water from localitreeks will also be captured. The Project’s two main dams - Sites
Dam and Golden Gate Dam — will be constructed on Funks and Stone Corral creek,

Water from these two local creeks will also be captured inthe reservoir,. | Commented [AN3]: Need darification on how this
| operates/how to describe this

e Moving Water Out
Water can move out of the reservoir at any time of the year. However, most water
will be moved out of the reservoir between June and November. The Project can
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only be diverting water or releasing water at one time — diversions and releases
cannot happen simultaneously.

Water would be held in storage in Sites Reservoir until its needed and requested by
one of the water agencies participating in Sites. Generally, this would occur from
May to November but could occur at any time of the year, depending on the
participant’s need and capacity to convey water to their intended point of delivery.

For south of Delta water agencies, a new pipeline, Dunnigan pipeline, will deliver
water from Sites back into the Sacramento River whign needed so that it can be
delivered to participants via existing conveyance facifities. A portion of the water
stored in Sites that is specifically for the environment will also move through
Dunnigan Pipelinei.

Commented [AN4Y: Need specs on Dunnigan pipeline

Commented [ANSR4]: Not including specs because there
are two alternatives. i

e Existing Facilities
In addition to the local topography, building Sites in. this specific location allows us to
use existing infrastructure that lowers the ¢ost.dnd overall footprint of the reservoir.
Red Bluff Pumping Plant; Ha n City Puriip Stdtion, Funks Reservoir and Glenn-
Colusa Irrigation District’s main re all existing facilities owned by Sites’
partners that are critical to the p on.of Sites Reservoir. They also include
existing fish sgreens, that add vital enviropmiental protettions to the project.

e Keeping Communities €onnected
We also want to:keep communities connected. Sites Reservoir will require a new
eastawest route; spithe prop re-aligned Sites Lodoga Road and bridge will be
huilt over thie reservair to conne nyford, Lodoga, and Maxwell.

Recreation
Iniaddition to providing water for people, the environment and farms, Sites
Reservoir would also provide new local recreation opportunities. The three
proposed recreational areas--Peninsula Hills Recreational Area, Stone Corral
Recreational Areasand the Day Use Boat Ramp Recreational Area—span about 618
acres. People from across the Sacramento Valley and visitors to this part of the state
will be able to enjoy boating, fishing, camping, hiking, picnicking, and more for
generations to come.,

CLOSE
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From: Sara M. Katz [skatz@katzandassociates.com]

Sent: 7/12/2023 11:02:24 AM

To: Kevin Spesert [kspesert@sitesproject.org]; Jerry Brown [jorown@sitesproject.org]; Alicia Forsythe
[aforsythe@sitesproject.org]; JP Robinette [jrobinette@sitesproject.org]

Subject: FW: Sites Media Coverage 7.12.23

More coverage today. FYlonly.

From: Sarah Joyce <sjoyce@katzandassociates.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 12, 2023 10:30 AM

To: Sara M. Katz <skatz@katzandassociates.com>; Ann Newton <anewton@katzandassociates.com>; Mariah Hugo
<mhugo@katzandassociates.com>; Quin La Capra <qglacapra@katzandassociates.com>; Hannah Blome
<hblome@katzandassociates.com>

Cc: Sarah Rossetto <srossetto@katzandassociates.com>

Subject: Sites Media Coverage 7.12.23

Hi everyone,
Here is an article published this morning about Sites.

Agent West — Parmitting Reform Legisiation to Benelit Sites Reservolr

Sites Reservoir is one of the projects that will directly benefit from recent reforms to permitting requirements for water
and energy infrastructure projects. The Sites Project Authority commended Governor Gavin Newsom and the California
State Legislature for passing the legislative package. Projects certified by Newsom are eligible for a simplified approval
process to bring the crucial infrastructure online at a quicker pace.

“We are grateful to Governor Newsom and the State Legislature for their leadership on such a challenging aspect of our
regulatory process,” Executive Director of the Sites Project Authority, Jerry Brown said in a press release. “Their actions
to incorporate these policy changes will expedite securing our water supplies to become more resilient to a changing
climate. These actions strike the right balance—time saved and costs reduced for delivery of critically important water
projects like Sites, while still providing our communities and environments proper safeguards.”

Newsom unveiled proposals in May to expedite permitting and review procedures for vital infrastructure projects such
as the Sites Reservoir. The purpose is to help speed up the overall process of bolstering water resiliency in California. All
seven water storage initiatives established under Proposition 1 are eligible under the recently signed legislation. Several
state legislators expressed enthusiasm for getting the legislation package approved and enabling the necessary
infrastructure to move forward.

“I'm tired of watching infrastructure projects like Sites Reservoir get tied up for years, while Californians are left to suffer
the consequences,” said Assembly Republican Leader James Gallagher. “For years, Republicans have been trying to cut
red tape that holds up these critical projects. I'm glad Gov. Newsom and our Democrat colleagues have finally joined

”

us.
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Here is another articles from yesterday about Sites.

Appeal Democrat/Sun Herald — 5tate permitting reforms puts Sites Reservolr on 8 regulatory fast track

New state permitting reforms are allowing projects such as Sites Reservoir in Colusa County to undergo a streamlined
approval process for the purpose of getting essential infrastructure into construction and operation.

The Sites Project Authority credits both Gavin Newsom and the California State Legislature for kick-starting this initiative
and working together to pass what has been described as a critically important infrastructure streamlining package for
the benefit of all Californians.

“We are grateful to Governor Newsom and the state legislature for their leadership on such a challenging aspect of our
regulatory process,” Sites Project Authority Executive director Jerry Brown said in a statement. “Their actions to
incorporate these policy changes will expedite securing our water supplies to become more resilient to a changing
climate. These actions strike the right balance — time saved and costs reduced for delivery of critically important water
projects like Sites, while still providing our communities and environments proper safeguards.”

These streamlined permitting proposals were introduced by Newsom in May to help meet California's need to provide
new climate-resilient water supplies. Currently, all seven of the Proposition 1 water storage projects are eligible,
including the Sites Reservoir Project.

The passage of these legislative proposals adds even more momentum to the Sites Reservoir project, officials said, which
is nearing some key milestones such as the consideration of a water right permit by the California State Water Resources
Control Board and the certification of its final environmental impact report.

Best,
Sarah

Sarab Joves

Draft_0025802



From: Spranza, John [John.Spranza@hdrinc.com]

Sent: 7/13/2023 11:02:55 AM

To: Clabaugh, Anna [Anna.Clabaugh@hdrinc.com]; Huber, Anne [Anne.Huber@icf.com]; Erecius, Lesa
[Lesa.Erecius@icf.com]

cC: Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]

Subject: FW: Sites - 1/O intake structure inlet elevations

Attachments: Sites_I-O Structure Inlet Elevations_20230713.docx

I have not had a chance to review this yet but wanted to pass it along to this group.

From: Zarchi, Idit <Idit.Zarchi@aecom.com>

Sent: Thursday, July 13, 2023 10:47 AM

To: Luu, Henry <Henry.Luu@hdrinc.com>; Spranza, John <john.spranza@hdrinc.com>

Cc: Smith, Michael (orange) <michael.g.smith@aecom.com>; Aldridge, Benjamin <Benjamin.Aldridge@aecom.com>;
Inouye, Shanna <shanna.inouye@aecom.com>; Rude, Pete/RDD <Pete.Rude@jacobs.com>; Micko, Steve
<Steve.Micko@jacobs.com>

Subject: Sites - 1/0 intake structure inlet elevations

CAUTION: [EXTERNAL] This emall originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
uniess you recognize the sender and know the conient is safe.

HiJohn and Henry,

Back on April 27™" we had a meeting regarding the 1/0 intake structure and a lot of the discussion centered on
inlet elevations and how they will be operated. We wanted to share what we are assuming regarding inlet
elevations for the 30% design (see attached) to check if there are any questions/concerns from the rest of the
team (such as the environmental team). The size and number of ports at each elevation is still under
development at this time.

Thank you,
Idit

Idit Zarchi

Water Resources Engineer, PE
C 1-424-220-0431
Idit.Zarchi@aecom.com

AECOM

300 Lakeside Drive, Suite 400
Oakland, CA 94612, USA
WWW.2ECoM.com

Draft_0025803



1/0 Structure Inlet Elevations

The proposed elevations of the inlets were determined considering anticipated reservoir elevations,

temperature profiles and spacing between inlet ports. The following information was provided by Jacobs

Operations Team regarding operations:

e Probabilities of exceedance for reservoir elevations generated using CALSIM Il modeling

software, based on 82 years of modified historical hydrology (water years 1922 to 2003) from

the Sacramento River as documented in the EIR/EIS.

e Monthly temperature profiles for a full reservoir and for the reservoir during drought conditions

generated using CE-QUAL-W2 modeling.

At this stage in design, quality criteria for water releases are still being determined. Releases to Funks

creek will undergo thorough mixing through over 3,200 feet of tunnel. Water discharged to Funks

reservoir and the TRR will undergo further mixing within the conveyance pipelines.

Table 1: Proposed Inlet Elevations

Port Elevation Max Anticipated Water - .
— Probability of Reservoir
Temperature when Level Exceedance** Notes
{ft. NAVDSS) Reservoir is Full {°C)
470 18 30% 28 feet below ma>f water
surface elevation
445 8 48%
420 6 62%
400 5 69%
380 4 75%
360* 4 83%

*During a drought year, it is anticipated that reservoir levels could go down to roughly El. 370. Having an inlet at El.
360 ft and a low-level inlet at El. 300 ft would allow two inlet ports to be available during a drought period.

**The probability of reservoir level exceedance provided is over its general life and not tied to seasons.

These inlet elevations are preliminary and subject to change.
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Over the next 20 years, California could oplies.

Our climate has changed, and the West continues fo get hotter and drier. As it does, we will
see on average less snowfall, more evaporation, and greater consumption of water by
vegetation, soil, and the atmosphere itself.

WATER SUPPLY WITH MO ACTIONS

Note: bars are concepiual, not an absolute scale.

In previous droughts the ratio of precipitation to evaporation to runoff has been similar.
However, as temperatures rise, evaporation increases, with the consequence of a fall in runoff,
As average temperatures confinue to increase, the increase in evaporation will continue, with a
concurrent drop in runoff.

Excerpted from Aug 2022 “California’s Water Supply Strategy, Adapting to a Hotter Drier Future”
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Estimate for January 2023 storms -
~250,000af

Estimate for March-April 2023
~250,000af

Forecasted for May-June 2023.
~200,000af

Total for 22/23 Season ~

(almost % of the reservoir)

Estimates are based on operations
simulation tool that monitors actual
and forecasted river/Delta conditions

This real-time analysis shows that the
Project is capable of delivering the
expected diversion performance
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- DWR Bulletin 3
Identifies Sites Reservolr
“like” In the 1957 California
Water Plan

977 - DWR files several
&zgf,;agf:}% cations for water rights
related to the Colusa
Reservoir River Sévgmmﬂ

Reclamati QH/SW?Q evaluate
"‘NODOS”, part of CALFED
program, locals not happy

) — Sites Joint Powers
Authority is formed to serve
as the lead local agency to
advance the project
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. — California passes Proposition 1that provides $2.7
on for water storage projects, dams and reservolrs.

17 — Sites Project Reservoir Committee formed. Draft
IS released

8 - r%m%: is awarded $816 million from Proposition 1
da $44 lion f;t@%tmi:? ion loan from USE‘Z’};&

S&m INg pm&%g to the project aﬁ@m&%ﬁé
permittable, and buildable

. ‘;ﬁ;ﬁ;ﬁ;ﬁ;ﬁ;; /21— Authority establi ﬁ%"“‘a@% its Strategic Plan, Federal
ate feasibility certifi %{:ﬁ Amhw ity réleases revised
E}s‘&ﬁ EIR/EIS, (i.e mgm}

2 — The Sites Qfﬁé@iﬁﬁ is invited to apply for a $2.2 bill
Rﬁ;ﬁx WIFIA E@aﬁ (3X ;%;’gs" mam any previous loan amgmm}
Aghts Application.

2023 - Sites wm@f [ @m pplication deemed complete and
noticed for public comment.
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» Joint Powers Authority
established under California

law

» Authority member agencies
located In the Sacramento
Valley

e« Reservolr Com mﬁitm@
up statewide agencies
investing in the Sites Project

» The Sites Project Authority
will own and operate Sites
Reservolr
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I

City of American Canyon

Colusa County
Cobusa County Water Agency
Cortina Water District
Davis Water District
Dunnigan Water District
Clenn County
Clenn-Colusa frrigation District
LaGrande Water District
Placer County Water Agency
Reclamation District 108
City of Roseaville
Sacramento County Water Agency
City of Sacramento
Tehama-Colusa Canal Authority
Westside Water District

Westarn Canal Water District

ay Area
Santa Clara Valley Water District

sone 7 Water Agency

Wheeler Ridge-Maricopa Water Storage
Diistrict

Rosedale-Rio Bravo Water Storage District

lifo

Antelope Valley ~ East Kern Water Agency

Coachella Valley Water District
Desert Water Agency
frvine Ranch Water District

Metropolitan Water District

San Bernardine Valley Municipal Water District

San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency

Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency

Cal-Am Sacramento
City of Napa
Delta View WUA
Glenn County
La Cumbre MWC
Madera County
Pacific Resources MWC
Palmdale WD
Santa Clara Valley WD
Western Municipal Wi
Westlands WD
Wheeler Ridge Maricopa WS
Woodland Davis CWA
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= The Project is a multi-benefit, beneficiary pays off-stream surface storage project
that will help provide needed flexibility, reliability and resiliency to California’s
water su Qply

d store storm
ghts and reg

= The Project will use existing intakes with state-of-the-art fish screens. Diversions
would only occur when permitted river flows exist that are protective of river and
Delta agquatic species.

= The Sites Authority has applied for a new water right to divert water from the
Sacramento River at Red Bluff and Hamilton City.

= The Project includes about 180 miles of conveyance. Only about 20 miles is new
facilities. The remainder is shared existing infrastructure.

= Sites water is to be conveyed "through Delta" to southern California
participants - not reliant upon the proposed Delta Conveyance Project.

= The Project is climate resilient; it does not rely on snowmelt but will capture
winter river runoff from uncontrolled streams below existing reservoirs in the
Sacramento Valley.

— As such, it will inherently adapt to future climate conditions and will be
operated to improve water supply resilience to predicted changes in weather
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own bucket
. Access to Wmmrt mmm Share
of Water Diverted to Storage -
X% of - annual aver.
(estimated)

e space and st
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Project Investors Participant Funding Sources

USDA Loan, § 450M

"""" Bonds/Cash, 5 2500
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Prop 1 WSIP — California
Water Commission

244,000 af of storage and
17.3% of divertable water

~$875M committed to date

Public Benefits
» Flood Control ~$50M
Recreation $225M
Ecosystem ~$600M

» Opportunity to advance
Environmental Water
Manager concept

&

@

@
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WIIN/BIL - Bureau of
Reclamation

Has expressed interest
iNn 16% capacity share,
currently only 9%
available

~$200M committed to
date

Federal Benefits

- Anadromous Fish
temperature control,

- Refuges,
- CVP water supply

WRLCM results
demonstrate positive

effects for endangered

winter run salmon
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 Environmental Impact |
- 2017 D m‘?’i @ﬁum%m
- 2021 Revised Draft document
« Released for public review in November 2021
« Comment period closed in January 2022
- 2023 Final document
* Expected in September 2023
« All concerns evaluated
« Revisions to 2021 draft included
° é?%@m@més;« to comments

= Smbm tted agmé f::a“%: ion to State Board in May 2@22

- 60-day public review of complete application |
progress

eport

Draft_0025819



21 — Completed Feasibility Analysis

@ @

Project Feasible for continuing eligibility for Prop 1

+ — Conducting Field Studies

- Survey Mapping & Geotechnical Investigations to
Inform Preliminary Engineering Analysis and Design

24 — Complete 30% Design
- Update Project Cost Estimate

5 - Begin Construction
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ESTIMATED PROIJECT COSTS

($3.98, 20215)

by

&

S R S § &
ﬁ&
3
#F .
5 N\ sEED
Je e million acre-ft of storage

new large dams and several smaller
saddie dams

5 7
D

§ miles of big pipes (9-12ft)

i,
i

s
i

s

i,
7

,,ﬁ
2]
i

g

&\\ o

%

million cubic yards of fill

7
2

S

Estimated construction costs are based on the class 4 cost
estimate for alternotive 1 opproved by the Reservolr
Committes and Authority Board in June 2021
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($1.15B

, CMAR

)

« TCCA (35 M, Owner Agreements)
o GCID ($7 M, Owner Agreements)

Specialty

($2.0 B, CMAR)

Dunnigan Pipeline ($100 M, DBB)
Huffmaster Road ($50 M, DBB)
Reservoir Clearing ($35 M, DBB)
Mitigation ($600 M, various)
Recreation ($35 M, DBB or DBO)
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» Coordinating with Landowners on the project design.
Two most frequently asked questions:

« anticipated land ﬁ@@dg and
o tim mg for acquisition

and other
%ng@@m@mg to Q@mduﬁz necessary technical field

activities

* Having acquisition discussions on key project parcels
or parcels @gmﬁ lated with major project
infrastructure

* Land Acqguisition anticipated to start in 2024.
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Sites Reservolr Project Schedule

TRAURR

Ervvironmwental
Plavaing

Permitiing and
Wiatar Riohds

Engiressring

Constraction &
Crowrwrdssioning
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gislation, If

passed.

* Three areas of primary interest in the package:

- Executive Order — directive to expedite state permits
and approvals, mm”ﬂm“ﬁg the Strike Team

- CEQA Streamlining - C@wt resolution of CEQA lawsuits
within 270 days, streamlining the admin record

- Species Reclassifications — COFW permitting
procedures.

* Speci
mont
mont

IC — may E”%Qﬁ uce water rights process by ~6
s and overall schedule duration by ~12 to 18
S
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Support local water district’s efforts to secure reliable, sustainable
water supplies for your area including supporting revenue increases
needed to pay for projects.

Publicly express your support for the Sites Project where appropriate -
upcoming potential opportunities include:

- Water Rights Noticing -~ In Progress
- EIR/EIS Final Approval - September 2023
- Federal Appropriations and State Budget Funding - Ongoing

Sites Authority would like to hear from you If there are any concerns or
questions. The Sites team pledges to work in an open and transparent
manner to constructively solve challenges and explore opportunities.

Sites Authority believes that working together, we must get this project
built within the next decade.
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Sites Reservoir Project

Sites

_ Schedule
# | Activity Name D3 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032 2033 2034 2035 2036
Q3[Q4 a1|q2|a3|a4|at|az|a3|a4|at|a2|a3|a4|at]a2|a3|a4|a1]|a2]|a3|@4|Q1]|Q2|a3]|04 |a1]a2]|a3]|q4]|Q1]Q2|@3|q4 |Q1]Q2|Q3|Q4|a1]|Q2]|a3|q4]a1]Q2|Q3|Q4[Q1]Q2|Q3|Q4 |Q1]Q2|Q3| Q4
Bl Sites Reservoir Project: July 2023 e ‘ ' | ‘ | ' ‘ ‘ ' ‘ ‘ '
2 Final EIR CEQA Adoption | o Fi:nal EIR CEQAAdoption
3 Final EIS NEPA ROD . ® Final EIS NEPA ROD |
4 NTP for Final Design Data Acquisition ’ NTP for Fm;al Design Data Acqmsmon
5 Water Right Permit Issued 0 Water nght Permit lssued
s | Investor Commitment™* 0 Investor Cpmm;tment*‘
7 Policy Decision - Early Land Acquisition ¢ PQ“CV Decmon Early Land. ACqUISIUOH :
8 ~ Critical Land Acquisition : 3 Critical Land ACCIUISItIOH
9 Policy Decision - All Land Acquisition ® Policy DeC|S|on All Land Acqmsmon
10 30% Design - Dams 4 30% Design - . Dams '
i CMAR Award: Reservoir Package 0 CMAR Award Reserv0|r Package
12 60% Design - Dams ® 60% Design - Dams :
13 100% Design - Dams ¢ 100% Desngn Dams ; ,
14 DSOD Approval of 100% Dams Design " DSOD Approval of 100% Dams DeSlgn !
15 Permitting (Biological/Cultural/Mitigation) W Permlthng (BlologlcaI/CuItural/l\/lmgat]qn)
16 Access Roads Construction M ACCGSS Roads Construcuon :
7} Transmission Powerlines M Transmlssmn Powerlmes
18 Inlet/Outlet Facilities m |n|et/out|et Facnimes
19 TRR Complex \ ’ ‘ ‘ l ‘ ; TRR Cqmplex :
20 Funks Complex Funks Complex | :
21 Sites Dam Construction ’ . ‘ : , : : Sites Dam Construc‘aon
22 Saddle Dams Construction w Saddle Dams Construcnon
23 Dunnigan Pipeline l"———-——————i Dunmgan Plpellne ‘ k ;
24 Sites Lodoga Road & Bridge Construction E Sites Lodoga Road & ‘Bridge Constructlon
25 Golden Gate Dam Construction ‘:] Golden Gate Dam COI’\S'CI’UCUOH
26 Substantial Completion - Dams Ready for Commissionin ¢ Substanhal Completlon Dams Ready for Commlssmnlng
27 I Commissioning Project : Commlssmnmg I:’I’OJeC'f

* Investor Commitment includes Benefits and Obligation Contract, JPA Agreement and Bylaws
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From: Micko, Steve [Steve.Micko@jacobs.com]

Sent: 7/13/2023 3:47:18 PM

To: Alicia Forsythe [aforsythe@sitesproject.org]; Yuan Liu [yliu@ccwater.com]; Lucinda Shih [Ishih@ccwater.com];
Marguerite Patil [mpatil@ccwater.com]; Lu Han [lhan@ccwater.com]; Wesley Walker [walker@mbkengineers.com]

Subject: RE: Sites - Water Quality Discussion

Attachments: Sites_CCWD_WQ Meeting_rev01_20230713.pdf; Sites_MonthlyAverageX2Distance_ALT3_051722.xIsx

Hi all,
Great discussion today! See presentation slides and monthly average DSM2 X2 values attached.
Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks,
Steve

From: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe @sitesproject.org>

Sent: Wednesday, July 5, 2023 3:24 PM

To: Alicia Forsythe; Yuan Liu; Lucinda Shih; Marguerite Patil; Lu Han; Micko, Steve; Wesley Walker
Subject: Sites - Water Quality Discussion

When: Thursday, July 13, 2023 1:00 PM-2:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).

Where: Microsoft Teams Meeting

Microsoft Teams meeting

Join on your computer, mobile app or room device
Click here to join the mestin

Meeting ID: 227 832 262 464

Passcode: ep3RoM
Download Teams | Joinon the web

Or call in {audio only)}

+1 916-538-7066, 237803248  United States, Sacramento
Phone Conference ID: 237 803 24#

Find a local number | Reset PIN

Learn More | Mesting options
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Monthly offset of X2 in CalSim |l
— CalSim Il presents X2 distance from the previous month

Preference for DSM2 when reviewi

— CalSim Il estimates X2 with the ANN
* Not a physical model ~ 7 input parameters are used to estimate X2
. (ﬁf}utpuig are end of month X2
- DSM2 is a hydrodynamic and water quality model
%a%fam@%jm%%ﬁgim for the Sacramento — San Joaguin River
Delta
» Physically models flow and water guality in the Delta

* Best available planning model for Delta tidal hydrodynamic and
salinity modeling

* Through post-processing, can produce monthly average X2

&
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Max change in EC at Jersey Point {usfom)

Max Change in Daily Average Jersey Point Salinity Versus X2

¢ Oct 1957

> Dec 1957

&'Dec 1997
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Avergae change in EC at Jersay Point
{usfom)

Avg Change in Daily Average Jersey Point Salinity Versus X2

40

Ot 1957

o Dec 1957
o Dec 1997

“Dec 1960

g0 9

2 £
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From: Alicia Forsythe [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=A6CDFO6A7ES04B65BAA21702A82AD329-AFORSYTHE]

Sent: 7/13/2023 3:47:29 PM

To: Rob Kunde [rkunde@wrmwsd.com]; Angela Bezzone [bezzone@mbkengineers.com]; Jeff Davis [jdavis@ppeng.com];
Cooke, Robert@DWR [Robert.Cooke@water.ca.gov]; Maroney, Jagruti@DWR [Jagruti.Maroney@water.ca.gov];
Wesley Walker [walker@mbkengineers.com]; Jerry Brown [jbrown@sitesproject.org]; Marc Van Camp
[Vancamp@mbkengineers.com]; Stuhr, Gretchen [GretchenStuhr@countyofplumas.com]; Okita, David@DWR
[David.Okita@water.ca.gov]; kloeser@buttecounty.net; chuck@buttecounty.net; gyoung@zanjeroams.com;
tpioro@yubacity.net; robthorman@countyofplumas.com

Subject: RE: Sites Project Briefing for Butte & Plumas Counties/Yuba City

Attachments: 20230711_Sites Presentation for Butte_Plumas_Yuba Counties_Final.pdf

Hello all = Thank you for the great discussion on Tuesday. Attached are the PowerPoint slides that | shared at
our meeting.

At our meeting, | also committed to providing information on generally how much water Sites would be
looking to move through the transfer window. The set of graphics included below provides a graphic overview
of this. In the first graphic, Sites deliveries to south-of-Delta (SOD) members is shown along with the
allowable transfer window from the 2019 Biological Opinions. The second graphic shows the remaining
allowable transfer volume. |should share that these graphics are based on Alternative 1, which was our
previous preferred alternative. Alternative 1 includes a Reclamation investment of up to 7% (CalSim models it
at 7%). With Reclamation at a higher investment under Alternative 3 (up to 25% and modelled in CalSim at
25%), Sites would generally be looking to move slightly less water through the Delta to our SOD members. |
suspect the difference is minor, but just wanted to be transparent.
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Hope all of this information is helpful. If you have any questions on the Sites Project water right application or
environmental documents, please don’t hesitate to reach out.

Ali

Alicia Forsythe | Environmental Planning and Permitting Manager | Sites Project Authority | 916.880.0676
| aforsythe@sitesproject.org | www.SitesProject.org

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its conternts may contain confidential and/or fagally priviisgad Information. it is solely for
tha use of the intended recipient{s}. Unautharized interception, review, use or disclosure is prohibited and may viclate applicable laws
including the Elactronic Communications Privacy Act. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and destroy all copies of
the communication.

From: Marcia Kivett <MKivett@sitesproject.org>
Sent: Wednesday, July 5, 2023 7:41 AM
To: Marcia Kivett; Alicia Forsythe; Rob Kunde; Angela Bezzone; Jeff Davis; Cooke, Robert@DWR; Maroney,
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Jagruti@DWR; Okita, David@DWR; kloeser@buttecounty.net; cbuck@buttecounty.net; gyoung@zanjeroams.com;
tpioro@yubacity.net; robthorman@countyofplumas.com

Cc: Wesley Walker; Jerry Brown; Marc Van Camp; Stuhr, Gretchen

Subject: Sites Project Briefing for Butte & Plumas Counties/Yuba City

When: Tuesday, July 11, 2023 1:00 PM-2:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).

Where: Microsoft Teams Meeting

From: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe@sitesproject.org>

Sent: Tuesday, June 27, 2023 6:07:16 PM

To: Rob Kunde <rkunde@wrmwsd.com>; Angela Bezzone <bezzone@mbkengineers.com>; Marcia Kivett
<MKivett@sitesproject.org>; Jerry Brown <jbrown@sitesproject.org>; Jeff Davis <jdavis@ppeng.com>; Cooke,
Robert@DWR <Robert.Cooke @water.ca.gov>; Maroney, Jagruti@DWR <Jagruti.Maroney@water.ca.gov>; Okita,
David@DWR <David.Okita@water.ca.gov>; kloeser@buttecounty.net <klseser@buttecounty.net>;
chuck@buttecounty.net <cbuck®@ buttecounty.net>; gyoung@zanjercams.com <gyoung@zanjeroams.com>;
robthorman@countyofplumas.com <robthorman®countyofplumas.com>; Wesley Walker
<walker@mbkengineers.com>

Subject: RE: Sites Project Briefing for Butte and Plumas Counties and Yuba City

Hi all — Marcia is going to help me with logistics here. Please keep an eye out for a doodle poll from her.

We will also be including days/times for the week of July 17 as | suspect some folks might have vacation next
week around the Fourth of July holiday and thus, it may be hard to get this scheduled in the very near term.

Thanks all!

Ali

Alicia Forsythe | Environmental Planning and Permitting Manager | Sites Project Authority | 916.880.0676
| aforsythe@sitesproject.org | www.SitesProject.org

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain confidential and/or lagally privilegad information. it is solely for
the use of the intendad recipient{s). Unauthorized interception, raview, use or disclosurs is prohibited and may viciate applicabis laws
including the Electronic Coramunications Privacy Act. If yvou are not the intended recipierd, piease cordact the sendar and destroy all copies of
the communication.

From: Rob Kunde <rkunde@wrmwsd.com>

Sent: Monday, June 26, 2023 12:27 PM

To: Alicia Forsythe <aforsythe @sitesproject.org>

Cc: Angela Bezzone <bezzone@mbkengineers.com>; Marcia Kivett <MKivett@sitesproject.org>; Jerry Brown
<jbrown@sitesproject.org>; Jeff Davis <jdavis@ppeng.com>; Cooke, Robert@DWR <Robert.Cooke @water.ca.gov>;
Maroney, Jagruti@DWR <jagruti.Maroney @water.ca.gov>; Okita, David@DWR <David.Qkita@water.ca.gov>;
kloeser@buttecounty.net; cbuck@buttecountv.net; gyoung@zanjeroams.com; robthorman @ countyofplumas.com
Subject: Sites Project Briefing for Butte and Plumas Counties and Yuba City

Ali:

| have made contact with the SWP Feather River Contractors and all are willing to be briefed on the Sites
Project. Their email addresses are in the cc: to this email. They are:
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Kamie Loeser and Christina Buck, Butte County
Rob Thorman, Plumas County FC&WCD
Greg Young, Yuba City

They may wish to invite other members of their organizations.

Please arrange a poll of the parties to this email for an initial 1 hour briefing for the following days subject to

your input:
July 5,7,10,11, 12 and 13.

DWR has been briefing the State Water Contractors on the Sites Project and Rob Cooke , Jagruti Maroney, and

David Okita have made presentations. Some of this material will be suitable for the Feather River

contractors. | will review my notes from our September 2020 meeting with them to see if there are additional

issues to bring up. My rough outline would be:
1. Sites Project - General Description
Water Right Application

Relation to State Water Project

Other Feather River ltems of Interest
Q&A and Followup

SIE

Also, we will need a planning meeting in order to decide on the initial presentation among Sites staff, Kunde,

Davis, Cooke, Maroney, and Okita.

Robert J. Kunde, P.E.

Retired Annuitant

Wheeler Ridge-Maricopa Water Storage District
cell: 661-345-3719 email: rkunde@wrmwsd.com

Microsoft Teams meeting

Join on your computer, mobile app or room device
Click here o join the mestin

Meeting ID: 293 037 710 596
Passcode: g3AAeU

Download Teams | loinon the web

Or call in (audio only)

+1 916-838-7066 224929014 United States, Sacramento

Phone Conference ID: 224 929 01#
Find alocal number | Reset PIN

Learn More | Meeting options
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Estimate for lanuary 2023 storms ~
~250,000af

Estimate for March-April 2023
~250,000af

Forecasted for May-June 2023,
~200,000af

Total for 22/23 Season ~ 700,000af
{almost ¥ of the reservoir)

Estimates are based on operations
simulation tool that monitors actusl
and forecasted river/Delts conditions

This real-time analysis shows that the
Project is capable of delivering the
expacted diversion performance
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Sites is L00% rain fed.

Susravbents

Project performance range
under climate change

SCenarios
Mo Changed

b +15%
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Participant Name Amendment 3 Participation Level Ameandment 3 Storage Allocation % Available Storage® %2

Arteiope Vattey-East Kern Wa
City of american Canyon
Coachella Valley WD
Colusa County
Lobusa Lounty W
Lerting WD
Davis W
Deanerd W
Drnnigarn W
Glenn-Coluse IR
frwine Ranch W
Latrande WD
{ pdetropolitan Water Districs of $¢

Recizmetion District 10%
Resedale-Rio Braws W

San Barnarding Vallzy Municipal Wi
San Gorgonio Pass WA

Sarga Clara Valley WO

Santa Thrita Walley WA

Wastside WD

Veheedsr Ridge ~ Maritopa WaE
Tomwse ¥ WL

State of Californts - Total
Reclamation

failable Storage Totsl

Percent Available Storage equals Capacity Interest in Base Facilities for Participants, a term to be defined in the Benefits and
Obligation Contracts (Contract) to represent the granting of capacity in Sites Owned Base Facilities to Participants by the Sites
Authority. Base Facilities will be defined in the Contract.

Capacity Interest in Sites Owned Downstream Facilities, including the Dunnigan Pipeline, will be allocated amongst the subset
of Participants using Downstream Facilities to convey water to their Secondary Point of Delivery based on their Storage
Allocation. Downstream Facilities will be defined in the Contract.

This is the proportionate share of water diverted that would be available to the Participant for storage in their allocated space.
4. Assumed total storage space available is 1,470,000 acre-feet based on most current surveying data and allocation of “dead
pool” of 60,000 acre-feet.
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» Fach Storage Partner has sole decision making over the use
of their space and water

» Example: With 22/23 Sites Filling, MWD would have rights
to ~155TAF of water, (22.1% of 700TAF). They could
- Store this water in their 311TAF of storage space, if space available
- Lease space from another Participant to store this water

- Forego thelr rights to this water, allowing another to acquire 8
larger share

- Al water deliveries from Sites are "Through Delta” as non project
water during transfer window {™Jul-"Nov)
* Other Considerations:
- Modeling shows that “vield” improves with annual turnover
- Storage Partners + waiting list = “Sites Marketplace”
- Potential partnering with State and Federal uses
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Project Investors

Participant Funding Sources

BordsfCash, 5 2500
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Starmiwsier Capture

Senalf {445 THE}

Large {8.5 TAF - 8.1 TAF}

Recyclesd Water - Non-Potable Reuse
Senall f< 8,7 TAF}

Resgebed Water - bndirect Potable Reuse
Senall f< 8.7 TAT}

Large {» 8.7 TAF}

Braxiish Water Desatination

Senalf {2 15,3 TAE)

Large {» 973 TAF} SE116
Seawater Desslination
Sereall v 16,2 THE}
Largs {» .73 TAF}

Sites Reservoir
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Coordinating with Landowners
on project design. Two most
frequently asked guestions:

= gnticipated land needs and |

*» timing for acquisition

Securing Temporary Rights of
Entry {TROE} and other
agreements to conduct
necessary technical field
activities

Having acquisition discussions
on key project parcels or
parcels associated with maior
project infrastructure

Land Acquisition anticipated o
start in 2024,
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Cver the next 20 vears, California could lose 10 percent’ of ils waler supplies.

Our climate has changed, and the West continues to get hotter and drier. As it does, we will
see on average less snowfall, more evaporation, and greater consumption of water by
vegetation, soil, and the atmosphere itself.

HHE BURRLIEE

RATER SLUPPLY BHTH N0 ACTIRKS

WEABLE
WATER

bars are conceptual, not an absolute scale,

in previous droughts the ratio of precipitation to evaporation to runoff has been similar,
However, as tempercatures rise, evaporation increases, with the consequence of a fall in runoff.
As average temperatures conlinue fo increase, the increase in evaporation will continue, with a
concurrent drop in runoff.

Excergted from Aug 2022 “Caifornia’s Water Sunply Strategy, Adapting 1o a Hedter Drier Future”
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Why is it taking so long to build
Sites Reservolr?
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TRt LS

surf

e project
2bliity and 2ncy Lo | rnia’s wat

The Proiject will capture and store stormwater flows from the
Sacramento River {after all other water rights and regulatory
reguirements are met} for release primarily in dry and critical
years for California communities, farms, and ecosystems.

The Project will use existing intakes with state-of-the-art fish
screens, Diversions would only ocour when permitted river flows
exlst that tective of river and Delta aquatic species.

has applied for a new water right to divert
anto River at Red Biuff and Hamilton City.

water

The Project includes akeout 180 miles of conveyance. Only about 20
nmiles 1s new facilities. The remainder 1s shared existing

infrastructurs.

Sites water is to be conveyed "through Delta” to southern California
participants — net reliant upon the proposed Delta Conveyancos
Project.

elt but
led streams below

ot is

.
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from uncontrx

ramentc Vallev.

river run
in the

inrhere adapt to future climate ons and
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® Participants generally include large urban water
wholesalers downstream {“South of Delta”} and
small agricultural districts primarily located in the
Sacramento Valley {"North of Delta”}

South of Delta participants comprise 59% of
Participants and 76% of total Project

subscriptions

North of Delta participants comprise 41% of
Participants and 24% of total Project

subscriptions

65% of total Project subscriptions are rated A

or higher by S&P

Four Participants {Metropolitan Water

District of Southern California, San

Bernarding Valley Municipal Water District,
Zone 7 Water Agency, and Coachella Valley
Water District] are rated AAA/AA+ by 58P

and account for 55% of total Project
subscriptions

The single largest user of water from Sites is

Sites Amendment 3 Participants

Acre Foot Participation

the ecosystem portion of the State’s Prop 1

Antelope Valley-East Kern WA 500
City of American Canyon 4,000
Coachella Valley WD 10,000
Colusa County” 10.000
Colusa County WD* 9,256
Cortina WD” 450
Davis WD? 2000
Desert WA 6,500
Dunnigan WD* 2972
Glenn-Colusa |D* 5000
Irvine Ranch WD 1,000
La Grande WD* 1000
Metropolitan Water District of SC 50,000
Reclamation District 108* 4000
Rosedale-Rio Bravo WD 500
San Bernardino Valley Municipal WD 21,400
San Gorgonio Pass WA 14,000
Santa Clara Valley WD 500
Santa Clarita Valley WA 5,000
Weslside WD* 5375
Wheeler Ridge - Maricopa WsD 3050
Zone 7 WA 10,000
Total 166,503

investment.

*Denotes North of Delta participant
Denotes agricultural participant
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= Prior to execution of the WIFIA loan, Sites Authority will enter into a Sites Reservoir Benefits and Obligations
Contract {Contract) with Participants that will require Participants to collect revenue sufficient to fund their
share of pooled debt service

= Participants have several potential sources of funds that can be used to meet Project financial obligations: {1}
include costs on Participant’s DWR State Water Project Annual Statement of Charges; {2} levy benefit
assessments or other land-based charges; (3] incorporate costs into water rates and charges; or {4} pay-go
their share of costs

City of Amevican Canyou Cadusa Coun Antziope Valley-East Kerg
Glenn Calusa irrigation District Colusa County WD Coachella Valley WD
frvine Ranch Water Distrct Cortina Wi Desart WA
8AWD of Scuthern California Davis WD San Berrardine Valley MWD
Santa Clara Valley WD Bunoizan WD SanGorponio Pass Wa
Sarta Clarita Valley WA ia Grande WD
Baclamasion Districr joeL o Heclamation Distrct wog: e
Rosedale-Rio Brave WSD Westside WD
Zone TWA Wheeler Ridge Maricops WhEH
Notes: -
1. be determined whether using Rates and Chargess or District-wide land-baszed charges
. Land-based charga posed vis recorded Bene gations Contracts on Certain Lands
3. irvine Ranch Water District is exploring funding it of capital costs separately from the group participating in the pooled Loan borrowing, butis
currently inciuded in the group financing for pur 12 pro forma
4. Colusa County is exploring funding its share of capital costs as a General Fund obligation
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& Contract will also include a default “waterfall” process that will be utilized if a Participant fails to pay by the due
date. If Participant efforts owtlined below are not successful, the Authority will have the right to suspend or
terminate the Contract, including selling water and storage

o e e S S SR S S O R S S SR 55 W SR 5 S5 S 55 S S S SR S S5 R 5 S S S 555 55 5 L 55 W 9%
Participant in Participanis and Sites Authorily monitor financial performance and ability to pay upcoming debt service. If E
contraf of in financial distress, Participant can: {1} sell water, (2} lease storage, (3) self storage
{Oroi § §
asset/ Project e s e 0 0 O R 5 S T 5 0 00 50 50 O 05 0 R, 5 5 0 5 6 G0 G0 S0 GO 0 0 R, 5 5 B, 0 O R T 60 0 e 5 5
rights i Debt service is due semi-annually, one year in advance
§  if Participant misses payment and it is not cured,
: default waterfall goes into effect
Default Waterfall
o0
Other Participants notified of payment default and slfowed to voluntaer to pay debt and sufficiency
abligation in exchangs for entitlement
No internal Participant volunteears
w
Sites Authority in sites Authority seaks outside entities interestad in assurning dabt and obligations in exchange for
control of -3 entitlement {subject to approval by Sites Authority, Reservoir Committee, lending entities)®
asselfProject
i S *Changes will require lender/rating agency notification .
l’!gh'f.s anda;pgpms;\ail require lender/rating agency notification g No external entities interssted
Sites Authority can draw on the Liquidity Reserve to cover this obligation. If the Liguidity Reserve is drawn
upon, all remaining Participants will replenish the resarve and will receive a pro-rata share of the
defaulting Parficipant’s entitiements in exchange
-

Discuss JPA rights in case of default
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* The Project has a slightly positive effect on winter-run
with the potential to increase the overall population

* Benefits to winter-run are associated with periodic
reductions in late summer water temperatures that
decreases salmon egg mortality

- Likely driven mostly by Reclamation’s investment and
exchanges with Reclamation

« Model runs included Alternative 3 with Reclamation
investment at both a 25% (Alt 3A) and 16% (Alt 3B)
~ Alt 3A has slightly greater benefits than Alt 3B

Speaker: Ali

Draft - Predecisional Working Document - For Discussion Purposes Only
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Site Visit Summary and
Commercial Aggregate Sources

Technical Memorandum

To:

cc:

Date:

From:

Quality Review:
Authority Agent Review:
Subject:

Sites Project Authority (J.P. Robinette)
Henry Luu, P.E. {HDR)

Mike Forrest, P.E., G.E. (AECOM)
Mike Smith, P.E., G.E., Bill Davis (AECOM)

Henry Luu, P.E. {HDR)
Site Visit Summary and Commercial Aggregate Sources
Task HR24.08, Task Order No. 4

1.0 Introduction

This technical memorandum {TM) summarizes visits to Teichert’s Western Aggregates near Marysville

on June 21, and Orland Sand & Gravel (OSG) near Orland and another OS&G material source near Artois
on June 22. The Artois site is currently not producing materials. The information gained from these
visits will be used in construction planning and cost estimating of the filter, drain, road base, and

concrete aggregate materials for the reservoir facilities, especially for the dams and roads.

The locations of Teichert’s Western Aggregates and OSG’s Orland and Artois sites are shown in Figure 1.

5

Figure 1. Locations of Teichert’s Western Aggregates and OSG’s Orland and Artois sites

1
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2.0 Participants

The site visit participants are listed below:

Teichert Visit (6/21/23):

Authority

Consultants

Teichert

J.P. Robinette

Mike Smith (AECOM)

Nathan Rinaldi

Mike Forrest (AECOM)

Stephan Buol

HDR

David Hughes (AECOM)

Henry Luu

Dave Schug (AECOM)

Bill Davis (AECOM)

Alberto Pujol (GEI)*

Isabelle Rawlings (GEI)*

Dan Hertel*

Mike Pauletto*

Eric Bennett*

Phil Martin*

*Subconsultant to AECOM

Orland Sand & Gravel Visit (6/22/23):

Authority

Consultants

Orland Sand & Gravel

Mike Smith (AECOM)

D.R. “Doc” Bogart

Mike Forrest (AECOM)

HDR

David Hughes (AECOM})

Henry Luu

Dave Schug (AECOM)

Bill Davis (AECOM)

Dan Hertel*

Mike Pauletto*

Eric Bennett*

Phil Martin*

*Subconsultant to AECOM

3.0 Preliminary Material Requirements

The critical materials for dam construction are the downstream (of the core zone) filter sand and drain

gravels. In summary, these are clean materials with very little fines {less than 3% passing the No. 200

sieve after placement and compaction in the dams). The top size of the filters is about 3/8-inch and 1-
inch for the drains. The full preliminary material gradations and durability requirements are presented
at the end of the Material Source Survey forms in Appendices A to C.

The preliminary material quantity requirements are summarized in Table 1 below.
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Table 1. Preliminary Material Quantity Requirements

Import - Max. Rough Import - Min. Rough

Location Qty (M tons) Qty (M tons)
Zone 2A — Downstream Filter 1.5 1.5
Zone 2A — Downstream Drain 1.6 1.6
Zone 2A — Downstream Transition 0.3

Zone 2B — Upstream Filter 0.6

Zone 2B — Upstream Transition 0.6

Class 4 Aggregate Subbase 0.3

Class 2 Aggregate Base 0.5

Concrete Aggregate 0.6 0.6
Total 6.0 3.7

Borrow and process on site

TPD, for 800 days 7,500 4,625
TPD, for 1200 days 5,000 3,083

We are evaluating the potential to produce the less critical zones {upstream filter and transition
materials and road base) from on-site processing of sandstone, thus reducing the import requirement
from 6.0 million tons to 3.7 million tons as shown in Table 1.

4.0 Summary of Commercial Aggregate Supplier Visits

Information from the aggregate suppliers is summarized below with details in survey sheets in the
appendices. The attached Material Source Survey sheets (Appendices A to C) were sent to Teichert and
Orland Sand & Gravel following the June 21 and June 22 visits.

4.1 Teichert

On June 21, we visited Teichert’s Western Aggregates operation near Marysville. Teichert also has
several other operations as indicated in Appendix A. Teichert produces a full spectrum of sand and
gravel materials. They provided material specifications and costs (Appendix A). Their total productivity
was stated to be 750 tons/hour (TPH), 2.8 million tons per year; this productivity can be increased on
demand. Teichert can also set up off-site processing plants. Photos of Teichert’'s Western Aggregates
operation are included in Appendix A.

Teichert has the capacity to produce the required materials. Their operations are some 50-55 miles
from Sites Reservoir by road. There are potential rail options at their Hallwood facility and the nearby
Beale Airforce Base, which will be further evaluated.

4.2 Orland Sand and Gravel

On June 22, we visited Orland Sand & Gravel operations near Orland and Artois. The OS&G Orland site
can produce 475,000 tons per year sand and gravel from both on-land and in-river deposits near Orland,
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however, their permit can be modified to increase capacity. They provided material specifications and
costs (Appendix B) [specs to come]. The OS&G plant has a California-Northern rail siding at their plant
with capacity for 20 railcars (100 tons per car). Photos of OS&G’s Orland operation are included in
Appendix B.

0OS&G also has a 78-acre source near Artois, six miles south of the Orland site that is currently not in
operation, but has produced road base. That operation could produce 500,000 cubic yards/year.
Appendix C provides information on the Artois site. Photos of OS&G’s Artois operation are included in
Appendix C.

OS&G's current aggregate processing operation does not appear by itself to be able to produce the
required filter and drain materials. Other operations in the area would be needed to supplement OS&G
materials to meet the Project demands. OS&G operations are about 30-35 miles from Sites Reservoir,
and a rail siding is available at the Orland site for haul to a rail siding near Delevan Road.

5.0 Meetings / Discussions

In addition to the commercial aggregate suppliers discussed above, the Sites team also discussed other
items related to on-site sandstone rock construction materials as summarized in the notes below.

e Transition Zones 4A and 4B (new concept), between the upstream rockfill shell and the clay
core, could be produced concurrently from fresh sandstone using a jaw crusher and screening
operation.

e Zone 4 “random” fill would be placed in 18-inch lifts and Zone 3 rockfill would be placed in 36-

inch lifts. The dam section is shown in Figure 2 below.

e WERCRRAR (T DRSS
SR AN G, PRI

Rockiitl and Riprap
Toned) Random

Figure 2. Typical Dam Section {Feasibility-level)

e Photos of the Brownstone and Thompson Venado sandstone quarries, located downstream of
the Sites Dam site, are presented in Appendix D. It is not proposed to re-open these two
quarries that have been used for Venado sandstone in the past. Rather, based on geology,
these former quarries are good examples of the sandstone rock quality anticipated (from the
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proposed new quarries nearby). Sandstone is proposed for use in Zone 3 and riprap, and
potentially for transition zones in the dam and for road base as mentioned in Section 3.0.

e Zone 3 rockfill and riprap would be produced from the same blasting operation. Riprap would
be separated out from the Zone 3. Rock breakers (hoe-rams) would be used as needed to
reduce rock sizes. This source will require test blasts and test fills to inform expected material
gradations and placement and compaction requirements.

e For the quarry working and staging areas, a 200 to 300-foot-wide pad that spans the length of
the toe of the quarry area would be required. This pad would be constructed of quarry surface
stripping materials.

e The sandstone quarry should be sized for twice the required rock materials.

e The EIR should be checked to confirm the limits of the quarries, the working pad and Limits of
Work.

e For blasting in the vicinity of roadways, typically there will need to be a 30 minute road
shutdown; traffic would be kept back at least 1500 feet from the blast site. We should figure on
one quarry shot per day, and this would occur between the day and night shifts.

e Quarry work is done in three parts: (1) drill — double shift; (2) blast — single shift, and (3)
excavate - double shift. A 4-inch drill may be used; the actual drill hole diameter will be
determined for estimating purposes.

e Blasting in the quarries would involve 20-foot-wide benches at 40-foot vertical intervals. Slopes
between benches may be 1H:4V (to be confirmed). The actual bench heights, slopes, and bench
widths will be determined for quarry layout purposes.

e There will be overbuild for the chimney filter and drain zones. For our cost estimating purposes,
we should increase the quantities of the chimney zones over the neat-line quantities to account
for the overbuild. However, for bidding purposes, we should provide neat-line quantities; the
contractor will be responsible to estimate its own overbuild quantities.

e Direct haul of the imported materials to the embankment dam fill may not be feasible because
the trucks could get stuck. Instead, a transfer station could be used for site trucks to haul to the
fill.

e Portable plants can typically produce 150 to 200 tons per hour. The crusher plant will need feed
materials that are less than 2-foot size. We can assume about 2 MW would be required for
portable crusher plants.

6.0 Conclusions

The information contained in this TM will be considered in our future construction planning and cost
estimation. Additional commercial aggregate sites will be surveyed, some of which are listed in AECOM’s
Final Feasibility-Level Cost Estimate TM (May 20, 2021).

We informed the commercial aggregate suppliers that they would enter into agreements with the
general contractor to supply the required filter and drain materials and concrete aggregates.
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APPENDIX A

COMMERCIAL BORROW SOURCE SURVEYS
TEICHERT
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SITES RESERVOIR PROJECT
COMMERCIAL BORROW SOURCE SURVEY

BORROW SOURCE NAME: Teichert Rock Products, near Marysville

NAME OF CONTACT: Nathan Rinaldi PE, Director of Alternative Procurement; Stephan Buol, Accounts
Manager

CONTACT PHONE/EMAIL: nrinaldi@teichertcom / M: 559-259-9213; SBual@teichert.com / 530-906-
7180

DATE OF CONVERSATION/CONTACT: 6/21/23 — site visit

1. Types of materials produced (ASTM C33 sand and pea gravel {1” MSA); concrete aggregates?)

AB; drain gravel; can produce <3% finer than #200

Products: #4 to #200; 3/8” to #4; 4" to 3/8”; %” to ¥4”; can blend these products

%" pipe bedding

2. Available technical specification sheets/lab certifications (durability, gradation, petrographic
analysis, LA rattler, R value, etc.). Can we get copies?

TR will provide on request. Attached.

3. At-plant costs (not a bid)
TR will provide on request, FOB plant. Attached.

4. Productivity rates {differences with seasons/material types?)
Total productivity: 750 TPH, 2.8 million tons per year. Can increase productivity on demand.
Dredge for 8” minus feedstock, 300 TPH on site

5. Quarry location, source material type (alluvium, hard rock, soft rock, etc.)

Alluvial, rounded, washed material; crushing used to produce products. Three cone crushers and one
VSl {vertical shaft impact) crusher on site.

Sand and concrete aggregates are washed and screened. Oversize aggregates are conveyed to a
crushing plant to produce crushed aggregates for AC and base materials.

~ 55 miles to Sites Project.

6. Processing facility location

Near Marysville; same as material source.

Also: Cache Creek (near Woodland, on I-505) — Hallwood close to main site; Perkins (Sac); Town of
Cool by Auburn; see website. Sand source is near Woodland.

Bear River Aggregate is a riprap material source.

7. Available material remaining/duration of permitted operation
Essentially unlimited

8. Other

Can set up portable plants at jobsite; > 400 TPH.

Haul units: 26.5 to 27.5-ton double-belly-bottom dumps; by trucking vendor contracts
$150/hr for hauling.
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Haul to site, but may not drive on embankment fill. Would off load to a drive-over grizzly facility, and
then material would be picked up by on-site trucks to the fill.
Teichert would prefer to haul and place directly, to limit double handling. However, as an option, we
could off load to a drive-over radial stacker and then load to on-site trucks.

Could use rail haul part way to site; siding at Beale AFB and West Side near Hallwood.

Could use a separate scale for materials for Sites Project.

Project requirements for filter and drain materials {preliminary):

Durability:

Test Type Acceptability Stondard Criteria

Specific Gravity ASTM C127 Greater than 2.6
ASTM C131 10 percent maximum loss of weight at 100

) revolutions, and 40 percent maximum loss of
Abrasion . .
‘ weight at 500 revolutions

Resistance

ASTM C535 40 percent maximum loss of weight at 1000
revolutions
Sodium Sulfate ASTM C88 10 percent maximum weighted average loss

Soundness

by weight, after five cycles

Gradations (in-place in dam after placement and compaction):

Downstream Filter Zone:

Sieve Size Percent Passing by Weight
3/8inch 100

No. 4 95-100

No. 8 65-95

No. 16 40-65

No. 30 20-45

No. 50 5-25

No. 100 0-10

No. 200 0-3

Downstream Drain Zone:

Sieve Size Percent Passing by Weight
linch 100
3/4 inch 85-100
3/8 inch 30-98
No. 4 5-45
No. 8 0-5
No. 200 0-3
8
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Sites Reservoir
Processed Materials - Rough Quantity Estimate
Import - Max. Rough Import - Min. Rough

Location Qty (M tons) Qty (M tons)
Zone 2A — Downstream Filter 1.5 1.5
Zone 2A — Downstream Drain 1.6 1.6
Zone 2A — Downstream Transition 0.3

Zone 2B — Upstream Filter 0.6

Zone 2B — Upstream Transition 0.6

Class 4 Aggregate Subbase 0.3

Class 2 Aggregate Base 0.5

Concrete Aggregate 0.6 0.6
Total 6.0 3.7

[Borrow and process on site

TPD, for 800 days 7,500 4,625
TPD, for 1200 days 5,000 3,083
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Teichert histor‘ical dredge

Teichert dredging operation for 8-inch minus material

10
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Teichert plant operation - overview

Teichert plant operation showing crusher

11
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Teichert Material Specifications - Western Site (near Marysville)

12
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Western Aggregates

P.O. Box 829

4711 Hammonton Road

Marysville, CA 85901

(530) 749-8670 Office — (530) 741-8313 Fax

April 3, 2023
MATERIAL EVALUATION SHEET
Western Aggregates #4 x #100 Crushed Fines
Fine Aggregate Gradation
us Stam?ard Steve *Gradation Result
Size
3/8” 100
#4 99
#8 64
#16 42
#30 26
#50 16
#100 11
#200 6.4
Fine Aggregate Properties
Test Method Test Result
Clay Lumps & Friable ASTM C 142 1.0
Crush Count - AASHTO T335 100/100/98
1-Face / 2-Face / 3-Face
Dry Rodded Unit Weight ASTM C 29 98.20 PCF
Dry Loose Unit Weight ASTM C 29 88.20 PCF
JIG ASTM C 29 (pcf) 106.44
LA Rattler 100 / 500 Revs Loss % ASTM C 131 35/18
Material Finer Than No. 200 Sieve C 117 1.9
Max Dry Density — ASTM D 1557 134.3 (Optimum Moisture = 8.9)
Max Wet Density — CTM 216 145.4 (Optimum Moisture = 8.0)
Plasticity Index — ASTM D 4318 Non-Plastic
R-Value — CTM 301 81
Sand Equivalent — CT 217 73
Sodium Soundness ASTM C 88 54
Specific Gravity ASTM C 128 (Bulk SSD) 2.648
Specific Gravity ASTM C 128 (Bulk Dry) 2.576
Specific Gravity ASTM C 128 (Apparent) 2.861
Absorption% ASTM C 127 2.8
SMARA # 91-58-0001
Western Aggregate Representative: Western Aggregates
Jon Blumer 4711 Hammonton Road
Western Aggregate QA Supervisor Marysville, CA 95901
*Updated Quarterly

Draft_0025900



April 3, 2023

Western Aggregates

P.O. Box 829

4711 Hammonton Road

Marysville, CA 85901
(530) 749-8670 Office — (530) 741-8313 Fax

MATERIAL EVALUATION SHEET

Western Asorecates 1” x #4 CA

Coarse Aggregate Gradation
US Standard Sieve Size *Gradation Result
11/2" 100
1”7 100
3/4" 87
1/2" 30
3/8” 10
#4 1
#8 1

Coarse Aggregate Properties

Test Method

Test Result
Clay Lumps & Friable ASTM C 142 0.35
*Cleanness Value - CTM 227 89
Crush Count 1-Face / 2-Face ASTM D 5821 15.0/8.3
Rodded Unit Weight ASTM C 29 107.3
Durability Index ASTM D 3744 80
LA Rattler 100 / 500 Revs Loss ASTM C 131 6.0/19.0
Material Finer Than No. 200 Sieve C 117 0.5
Reactivity Alkali-Silica ASTM C 1293 Innocuous
Sodium Soundness ASTM C 88/ CTM 214 5.0
Specific Gravity ASTM C 127(Bulk SSD) 2.793
Absorption% ASTM C 127 0.8
Western Aggregate Representative: Western Aggregates
Jon Blumer 4711 Hammonton Road
Western Aggregate QA Supervisor Marysville, CA 95901

*Updated Quarterly
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April 3, 2023

Western Aggregates

P.O. Box 829

4711 Hammonton Road

Marysville, CA 85901

(530) 749-8670 Office — (530) 741-8313 Fax

MATERIAL EVALUATION SHEET

Western Agsgregates 1/2"MA

Coarse Aggregate Gradation

US Standard Sieve Size

*Gradation Result

3/4" 100
1/2" 96
3/8” 23
#4 8
#8
#200 0.5
Coarse Aggregate Properties
Test Method Test Result
Clay Lumps & Friable ASTM C 142 0.35
*Cleanness Value - CTM 227 91
Crush Count 1-Face / 2-Face ASTM D 5821 99 /95
Dry Rodded Unit Weight ASTM C 29 104.3
Durability Index ASTM D 3744 79
Flat & Elongated (3:1) / (5:1) ASTM D 4791 3.5
LA Rattler 100 / 500 Revs Loss ASTM C 131 32/16.4
Material Finer Than No. 200 Sieve C 117 1.5
Sodium Soundness ASTM C88 / CTM 214 2.5
Specific Gravity ASTM C 127(Bulk Dry) 2.822
Absorption% ASTM C 127 0.9
Western Aggregate Representative: Western Aggregates
Jon Blumer 4711 Hammonton Road
Western Aggregate QA Supervisor Marypville £ Soiil]

*Updated Quarterly
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April 3, 2023

Western Aggregates

P.O. Box 829

4711 Hammonton Road

Marysville, CA 85901

(530) 749-8670 Office — (530) 741-8313 Fax

MATERIAL EVALUATION SHEET

Western Asgorecates 3/4" MA

Coarse Aggregate Gradation

US Standard Sieve Size

*Gradation Result

17 100
3/4" 91
1/2" 16
3/8” 3
#4 1
#200 0.5
Coarse Aggregate Properties
Test Method Test Result
Clay Lumps & Friable ASTM C 142 0.35
*Cleanness Value - CTM 227 81
Crush Count 1-Face / 2-Face ASTM D 5821 98 /95
Dry Rodded Unit Weight ASTM C 29 103.5 PCF
Durability Index ASTM D 3744 81
Flat & Elongated (3:1) / (5:1) ASTM D 4791 3.6
LA Rattler 100 / 500 Revs Loss ASTM C 131 3.3/13.2
Material Finer Than No. 200 Sieve C 117 0.9
Sodium Soundness ASTM C 88 2.832
Specific Gravity ASTM C 127(Bulk Dry) 2.810
Absorption% ASTM C 127 0.6
Western Aggregate Representative: Western Aggregates
Jon Blumer 4711 Hammonton Road
Western Aggregate QA Supervisor Marysville, CA 95901

*Updated Quarterly
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Western Aggregates

P.O. Box 829

4711 Hammonton Road

Marysville, CA 85901

(530) 749-8670 Office — (530) 741-8313 Fax

April 3, 2023
MATERIAL EVALUATION SHEET
Western Aggregates 3/4" Pipe Bedding
Coarse Aggregate Gradation
US Standard Sieve Size *Gradation Result
1” 100
3/4" 98
1/2" 41
3/8” 15
#4 2
#200 0.5
Coarse Aggregate Properties
Test Method Test Result
Clay Lumps & Friable ASTM C 142 0.35
*Cleanness Value - CTM 227 77
Crush Count 1-Face / 2-Face ASTM D 5821 95/90
Dry Rodded Unit Weight ASTM C 29 103.1 PCF
Durability Index ASTM D 3744 80
Flat & Elongated (3:1) / (5:1) ASTM D 4791 3.6
LA Rattler 100 / 500 Revs Loss ASTM C 131 3.6/15.4
Material Finer Than No. 200 Sieve C 117 0.9
Sodium Soundness ASTM C 88 2.832
Specific Gravity ASTM C 127(Bulk Dry) 2.810
Absorption% ASTM C 127 0.6
Western Aggregate Representative: Western Aggregates
Ton Blumer 4711 Hammonton Road
Western Aggregate QA Supervisor Marysville, €A 95901

*Updated Quarterly
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Western Aggregates

P.O. Box 829

4711 Hammonton Road

Marysville, CA 85901

(530) 749-8670 Office — (530) 741-8313 Fax

April 3, 2023

MATERIAL EVALUATION SHEET

Western Agsgregates 3/8"MA

Coarse Aggregate Gradation
US Standard Sieve Size *Gradation Result
1/2" 100
3/8” 93
#4 11
#8 1
#16 1
#200 0.5
Coarse Aggregate Properties
Test Method Test Result
Clay Lumps & Friable ASTM C 142 0.3
*Cleanness Value - CTM 227 89
Crush Count 1-Face / 2-Face ASTM D 5821 100/ 95
Dry Rodded Unit Weight ASTM C 29 95.9 PCF
Durability Index ASTM D 3744 82
Flat & Elongated (3:1) / (5:1) ASTM D 4791 4.2
LA Rattler 100 / 500 Revs Loss ASTM C 131 43/19.2
Material Finer Than No. 200 Sieve C 117 0.5
Sodium Soundness ASTM C88 / CTM 214 2.3
Specific Gravity ASTM C 127(Bulk Dry) 2.765
Absorption% ASTM C 127 13
Western Aggregate Representative: Western Aggregates
W 4711 Hammonton Road
Western Aggregate QA Supervisor Marypville £ Soiil]

*Updated Quarterly
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Western Aggregates

P.O. Box 829

4711 Hammonton Road

Marysville, CA 85901

(530) 749-8670 Office — (530) 741-8313 Fax

April 3, 2023

MATERIAL EVALUATION SHEET

Western Agsoresates 3/8” CA (Pea Gravel)

Coarse Aggregate Gradation

US Standard Sieve Size *Gradation Result

1/2” 100

3/8” 94
#4 22
#8

#16 1

Coarse Aggregate Properties

Test Method Test Result
Clay Lumps & Friable ASTM C 142 0.5
*Cleanness Value - CTM 227 88
Constant Head Permeability ASTM D 2434 2.50 (cm /sec)
Crush Count 1-Face / 2-Face ASTM D 5821 10% /5%
Dry Loose / Rodded Unit Weight ASTM C 29 102.8/108.4
Durability Index ASTM D 3744 65
LA Rattler 100 / 500 Revs Loss ASTM C 131 3.1/195
*Material Finer Than No. 200 Sieve C 117 0.5
Reactivity Alkali-Silica ASTM C 1293 Innocuous
Sodium Soundness ASTM C 88 5.0
*Specific Gravity ASTM C 127(Bulk SSD) 2.710
*Absorption% ASTM C 127 1.7

Western Aggregate Representative:

Jon Blumer
Western Aggregate QA Supervisor

Western Aggregates
4711 Hammonton Road
Marysville, CA 95901

*Updated Quarterly
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Western Aggregates

P.O. Box 829

4711 Hammonton Road

Marysville, CA 85901

(530) 749-8670 Office — (530) 741-8313 Fax

April 1, 2023
MATERIAL EVALUATION SHEET
Western Aggregates Concrete Sand
Fine Aggregate Gradation
US Standard Sieve Size *Gradation Result
3/8” 100
#4 100
#8 82
#16 57
#30 34
#50 17
#100 7
#200 2.6
Fine Aggregate Properties
Test Method Test Result
Clay Lumps & Friable ASTM C 142 0.40
Dry Loose / Rodded Unit Weight ASTM C 29 97.2 /105.4 lbs./ft®
Durability Index ASTM D 3744 60
*Fineness Modulus ASTM C 136 3.04
*Material Finer Than No. 200 Sieve C 117 2.5
Organic Impurities ASTM C 40 Satisfactory
Plasticity Index — ASTM D 4318 Non-Plastic
Reactivity Alkali-Silica ASTM C 1567 Innocuous
*Sand Equivalent — ASTM D 2419 81
Sodium Soundness ASTM C 88 2.58%
*Specific Gravity ASTM C 127(Bulk SSD) 2.650
*Absorption% ASTM C 127 2.60
Western Aggregate Representative: Western Aggregates
Ton Blumer 4711 Hammonton Road
|l Western Aggregate QA Supervisor Marysville, CA 9901

*Updated Quarterly

Draft_0025907



Western Aggregates

P.O. Box 829

4711 Hammonton Road

Marysville, CA 85901

(530) 749-8670 Office — (530) 741-8313 Fax

April 3, 2023

This Material Evaluation Sheet is to certify that Western Aggregates 3/4” Virgin Aggregate Base Class 2 meets
Caltrans 2022 Standard Specifications Section 26.

Western Agoregates 3/4" Vircin Agsresate Base Class 2

Aggregate Gradation
US Standard *Proposed Aggregate Operating Range
Sieve Size Gradation Specifications 26-1.02B
1” 100 100
3/4” 99 90 - 100
1/2” 84 .
3/8” 69 -
#4 43 35-60
#8 28 -
#16 18 -
#30 13 10-30
#50 10 -
#100 7 -
#200 5.8 2-9
Aggregate Properties
Test Method Test Result Specification 26-1.02B
Crush count 1-Face / 2-Face CTM 205 97 /90
*Durability Index CTM 229 62 35 min.
Max Dry Density ASTM D 1557 143.0 PCF -
Max Wet Density CTM 216 145.0 PCF -
LA Rattler 100/500 Revs % Loss ASTM C-131 3.0/15.2
Optimum Moisture CTM 216 Approx. 7.6 -
Plasticity Index ASTM D 4318 Non-Plastic -
R Value CTM 301 80 78 min.
*Sand Equivalent CTM 217 59 25 min.
SMARA # 91-58-0001 -
Western Aggregate Representative: Western Aggregates
Jon Blumer 4711 Hammonton Road
Western Aggregates QA Supervisor Marysville, CA 95901

*Updated Quarterly
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Teichert Material Specifications — Woodland Site
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Quality Assurance

8609 Jackson Road. Bldg. #101

P.O. Box 15002

Sacramento, CA 95851-1002

(916) 386-6974 — FAX (916) 386-8455

CHERT MATERIALS

_—
& R

April 1, 2023

MATERIAL EVALUATION SHEET

Woodland 1/2” MA

Coarse Aggregate Gradation
Ussi::::ns?::d *Gradation Result
3/4” 100
1/2” 80
3/8” 22
#4 2
#8
Coarse Aggregate Properties
Test Method Test Result
Clay Lumps & Friable - ASTM C 142 03
*Cleanness Value - CTM 227 75
Crush Count - AASHTO T335 95/76
1-Face / 2-Face
Dry Rodded Unit Weight - ASTM C 29 97.5
Durability Index - ASTM D 3744 90
Flat & Elongated (3:1) 2.3
LA Rattler 100 / 500 Revs Loss % - ASTM C 131 5.4/20.4
Material Finer Than No. 200 Sieve - C 117 0.9
Sodium Soundness - ASTM C 88 1.8
Specific Gravity - ASTM C 127(Bulk Dry) 2.659
Specific Gravity - ASTM C 127(Bulk SSD) 2.690
Absorption% - ASTM C 127 14
SMARA # 91-57-0002
Teichert Representative: Teichert Woodland Facility
Trenton Crouse 35030 County Road 20
Woodland QA Supervisor Woodland, CA 95695
*Updated Quarterly
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April 1, 2023

CHERT MATERIALS

_—
& R

Quality Assurance

8609 Jackson Road. Bldg. #101

P.O. Box 15002

Sacramento, CA 95851-1002

(916) 386-6974 — FAX (916) 386-8455

MATERIAL EVAUTION SHEET

Woodland 3/4” MA
Coarse Aggregate Gradation
US.Stanqard *Gradation Result
Sieve Size
1”7 100
3/4” 98
1/2” 13
3/8"
#4

Coarse Aggregate Properties
Test Method Test Result
Clay Lumps & Friable - ASTM C 142 0.5
*Cleanness Value - CTM 227 73
Crush Count 1-Face/2-Face/3-Face 83/69/43
AASHTO T335
Dry Rodded Unit Weight - ASTM C 29 99.2
Durability Index - ASTM D 3744 85
Flat & Elongated (3:1) - ASTM D 4791 3.8
LA Rattler 100/500 Revs Loss % - ASTM C 131 33/16.9
Material Finer Than No. 200 Sieve - C 117 0.7
Sodium Soundness - ASTM C 88 1.4
Specific Gravity - ASTM C 127(Bulk Dry) 2.678
Specific Gravity - ASTM C 127(Bulk SSD) 2.704
Absorption% - ASTM C 127 1.0
SMARA # 91-57-0002
Teichert Representative: Teichert Woodland Facility
Trendon Crouse 35030 County Road 20
Woodland QA Supervisor Woodland, CA 95695
*Updated Quarterly
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Quality Assurance

8609 Jackson Road. Bldg. #101

P.O. Box 15002

Sacramento, CA 95851-1002

(916) 386-6974 — FAX (916) 386-8455

y
;;;;;;;;;;;;; TEICHERT MATERIALS

il
April 1, 2023
MATERIAL EVAUTION SHEET
Woodland 3/4” Pipe Bedding
Coarse Aggregate Gradation
US-Stanc.Iard *Gradation Result Gradation Requirement
Sieve Size
1”7 100 100
3/4” 98 90-100
1/2” 23 20-50
3/8” 3 -
#4 2 0-5
Coarse Aggregate Properties
Test Method Test Result
Crush Count 1F / 2F / 3F — AASHTO T335 91/78/56
Clay Lumps & Friable - ASTM C 142 0.4
*Cleanness Value - CTM 227 79
Dry Rodded Unit Weight - ASTM C 29 98.0
Durability Index - ASTM D 3744 84
LA Rattler 100/500 Revs Loss % - ASTM C 131 35/17.9
Material Finer Than No. 200 Sieve - C 117 0.8
Sodium Soundness - ASTM C 88 0.8
Specific Gravity - ASTM C 127(Bulk Dry) 2.660
Specific Gravity - ASTM C 127(Bulk SSD) 2.690
Absorption% - ASTM C 127 0.8
SMARA # 91-57-0002
Teichert Representative: Teichert Woodland Facility
Trenton Crouse 35030 County Road 20
Woodland QA Supervisor Woodland, CA 95695
*Updated Quarterly
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April 1, 2023
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CHERT MATERIALS

Quality Assurance

8609 Jackson Road. Bldg. #101

P.O. Box 15002

Sacramento, CA 95851-1002

(916) 386-6974 — FAX (916) 386-8455

MATERIAL EVALUATION SHEET

Woodland 3/8” CA (Pea Gravel)

Coarse Aggregate Gradation
USSi:\tI:nscil:erd *Gradation Result
1/2” 100
3/8” 97
#4 25
#8
#16 0
Coarse Aggregate Properties
Test Method Test Result
Clay Lumps & Friable ASTM C 142 0.4
*Cleanness Value - CTM 227 87
Constant Head Permeability ASTM D 2434 2.90 (cm /sec)
Crush Count 1-Face / 2-Face ASTM D 5821 9.0/5.0
Dry Loose / Rodded Unit Weight ASTM C 29 103.4/109.2
Durability Index ASTM D 3744 85
LA Rattler 100 / 500 Revs Loss ASTM C 131 3.6/18.4
*Material Finer Than No. 200 Sieve C 117 0.4
Reactivity Alkali-Silica ASTM C 1293 Innocuous
Sodium Soundness ASTM C 88 /CTM 214 0.8/06
*Specific Gravity ASTM C 127(Bulk SSD) 2.658
*Absorption% ASTM C 127 1.2
SMARA # 91-57-0002
Teichert Representative: Teichert Woodland Facility
Trenton Crouse 35030 County Road 20
Woodland QA Supervisor Woodland, CA 95695

*Updated Quarterly
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Quality Assurance

8609 Jackson Road. Bldg. #101
P.O. Box 15002

Sacramento, CA 95851-1002

{ (916) 386-6974 — FAX (916) 386-8455
A
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ - TEICHERT MATERIALS
a0
April 1, 2023
This Material Evaluation Sheet is to certify that Woodland 1” x #4 Concrete Aggregate
meets Caltrans 2018 Standard Specifications Section 90.
Woodland 1” x #4 CA
Aggregate Gradation 90-1.02C(4)(b)
us . cpe as
Standard Proposed Aggregate Gradation Caltrans Section 90-1..02C(4)(b) Specification
R . Operating Range
Sieve Size
11/2” 100 100
1”7 100 88 - 100
3/4" 86 70- 100/ X=85
1/2” 42 .
3/8” 14 0-30/X=15
#4 0-16
#8 0 0-6

Coarse Aggregate 90-1.02C(2)

Test Method Test Result Specification Operating Range
Cleanness Value - CTM 227 88 75 Min.
Fineness Modulus - ASTM C 136 6.99 -
LA Rattler 500 Revs Loss % - CTM 211 21.0 45% Max.
Reactivity Alkali-Silica - ASTM C 1293 Innocuous Caltrans Innocuous List
Sodium Soundness - CTM 214 0.9 10% Max.
Specific Gravity - ASTM C 127 (Bulk SSD) 2.680 -
Absorption % - ASTM C 127 1.2 -
SMARA # 91-57-0002 -
Teichert Representative: Teichert Woodland Facility
Trenton Crouse 35030 County Road 20
Woodland QA Supervisor Woodland, CA 95695

Updated Quarterly
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Quality Assurance

8609 Jackson Road. Bldg. #101

P.O. Box 15002

Sacramento, CA 95851-0002

(916) 386-6974 — FAX (916) 386-8455

HEERT MATERIALS

ey
~_TEIC
a0

April 1, 2023
This Material Evaluation Sheet is to certify that Woodland 3/4” Virgin Aggregate Base Class 2
meets Caltrans 2022 Standard Specifications Section 26.
Woodland 3/4" Virgin Aggregate Base Class 2

Aggregate Gradation
US Standard Sieve Size *Propos:iﬁ:adatlon Gradation Requirement

1”7 100 100
3/4” 97 90-100
1/2” 87 -
3/8” 78 -

#4 55 35-60

#8 34 -
#16 22 -
#30 16 10-30
#50 12 -
#100 9 -
#200 6.4 2-9

Aggregate Properties

Test Methods Test Result Specification Limits
Crush Count 1-Face / 2-Face/ 3-Face 50/25/10 -
ASTM D 5821
Dry Rodded Unit Weight ASTM C 29 122.9 PCF -
Durability Index CTM 229 58 35 Minimum
Expansion Index ASTM D 4829 Non-Expansive -
LA Rattler 100/500 Revs % Loss ASTM C 131 5.1/23.9 -

Max Dry Density ASTM D 1557

140.6 PCF / Moisture = 6.0 -

Max Wet Density CTM 216

149.1 PCF / Moisture = 6.3 -

Min. Resis. Ohm-cm (x1000) CTM 643 7770 -
Plasticity Index CTM 204 Non-Plastic -
R-Value CTM 301 79 78 Minimum
*Sand Equivalent CTM 217 38 25 Minimum
Specific Gravity ASTM C 127 - Bulk SSD/Dry 2.655/2.620
Absorption% ASTM C 127 13
SMARA# 91-57-0002 -
Teichert Representative: Teichert Woodland Facility
Trentown Crouse 35030 County Road 20
Woodland QA Supervisor Woodland, CA 95695
*Updated Quarterly
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Quality Assurance

8609 Jackson Road. Bldg. #101

P.O. Box 15002

Sacramento, CA 95851-1002

(916) 386-6974 — FAX (916) 386-8455

HEHT MATERIALS
April 1, 2023
MATERIAL EVALUATION SHEET
Woodland Concrete Sand
Fine Aggregate Gradation
us
Standard * Gradation Results
Sieve Size
3/8" 100
#4 100
#8 82
#16 54
#30 33
#50 13
#100 4
#200 1.9
Fine Aggregate Properties
Test Method Test Result
Clay Lumps & Friable - ASTM C 142 0.6
Dry Loose / Rodded Unit Weight - ASTM C 29 100.9/112.2
Durability Index - ASTM D 3744 60
*Fineness Modulus - ASTM C 136 3.15
Material Finer Than No. 200 Sieve - C 117 1.5
Max Dry Density - ASTM D 1557 121.4 (Optimum Moisture = 13.0)
Max Wet Density - CTM 216 135.4 {Optimum Moisture = 8.0)
Organic Impurities - ASTM C 40 Satisfactory
Plasticity Index - ASTM D 4318 Non-Plastic
Reactivity Alkali-Silica - ASTM C 1293 Innocuous
*Sand Equivalent - ASTM D 2419 72
SMARA # 91-57-0002
Teichert Representative: Teichert Woodland Facility
Trenfon Crouse 35030 County Road 20
Woodland QA Supervisor Woodland, CA 95695
*Updated Quarterly
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Teichert Materials - Cost Data
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Taichert Aggregste & Asphall Pricing - A Price Lists

Fiseal Year 4/1/23 - 331724
Undaled 4/1/23 -~ Privas effactive 471723

Lindne Fanding | Veevialls a4 0 ke iWeadiaan s Baania
S P Foy PR 200 20F

Loncrele Agnrsaaiss
1V BT GA 1003 $31.28 F26.00 $17 00
1 x4 CA 1003 $31.45 S21.60 §31.50 $31.680 31,80 $28.00 $16.00
4" x g4 CH 1004 F32 25 $31.50 $31.50 Fat.50 32600 $16.00
I Peg gravel 1008 §32.00 $18.88 el b0 $28.78 Has.78 §R8.75 $15.75
1" Concrete Mix 1008 $33.00 $31.00 S0 0% $230.00 F30.00 $27.00 18 &0
348° Conerate Mix 1407 $33.00 2088 HA0.00 30,00 %18 .50
12" C& 1008 $31.00 100
112 Gonorate Mix 18021 H40.88
Procesced Sang
Congrate Sand 1104 332 50 2138 $33.00 Han.38 2625 $25.75 $18.25
Wgahed #2 1108 35 50 $245 G0 B89.70 P36 7E £ 25 B 28 §19.50 $18.25
Siate Spec Sand 1104 G194
Rortar Sand 1107 BA2. 78 $32 78
Phasler Band 1108 $22 00 521,70 3275 o798
Fod Mill Sand 1143 F81.70
Crusha Roek
11420 2 B4 IS 1204 $3I2 75 521,40 a2 T $26.78 $17.50
BT WA 1208 §33.50 $28 60 581,80 $31.60 $34.00 £31 60 $31.50 26 80 $17 .60
1337 BAS 4203 $32.00 St O Gt 46 $E. 50 3400 $a2.60 $32.50 $25.50 $17 5%
3B° RS 1204 $33.00 53100 G2 48 38,50 HA2. 78 32,75 $eB 50 17 50
Pige Badding 1207 $3300 $34.00 $27.50 $27.58 $26 .50 $17.80
#4 Crusher Dust 1208 §32.50 $32.00 F83.80 £32. 78 $AR.7E §36 50 $18.00
1737 x ¥4 MA 1208 $268.50 $47 S0
3087 » BB MA 1218 S21 680
127 x 38" MA 1218 $34.00
Segl Cost Saurenafe
B° x ¥ 1302 $3IB 0G0 S28 45 36,50 $33.00 £33.00 $eB TE 1676
5 n#8 1303 £38.00 H33.00 Fas.00 32875
Shary Sesl Type B 1308 $37 00 $18 00
Aonresate Base
1952 Class B 1403 R0 518.45 $26.50 Ha7.50 $27.50 32525 $15.25
34" Cimas i 1404 §29.50 $28.60 51888 $23.75 $28.00 £27 .00 2700 25,78 $15.25
112" SPALR 1408 $21.50 $24.40 $24 .50
S44° BPAE 1408 g2 00 $18.60
Shenalder Backing 1418 Sl 2 $31.50
Fecyodled AR 1447 $28 50 $18.88 $21.25 &27 .00 §285. 78
Limastane
Linestone Gt Sand 1804 $38.50
&G Lime 1808 $38 50
Lirmpstone Pond Fines 1804 53850
344° Limestone A3 1808 £36.00
J47 Limestane 1808 $a8.50
1427 X 84 Lime Landscaps Rock 1807 $35.00
3B X 24 Lime Landseaps Rock 1H08 36800
4 4/2" Limeatone 1783 £386.28

ariveakile 1 $33.00 Gad 45 Bat.60 £31.80 $26.78
Badding Sand 1T Lrane]
3 1430 Dirain Washed 1704 $34.95 $28. 66 $17.00
Lubiles 1707 §36.00 BEB. 70 G825 $18 860
Rip Rap 1708 BaR A0 S41.50
Bensidara 1708 kricxes] B2 T kicegen] $4000 pailg
Cushion Sand 1713 518 98 Bas 80 $25.50 75
144 Ton -~ 1 Ton Rip Rap 1744 $IB.G0 P40 50
Rirdseye 1748 Ka0. I G, St Ba0.00 3080
1 X 3HE" Washed 1718 596,95
Daqloing Sand 1730 F25.50 $31.50
Fit Run 1721 F17.70 £23 00 B3 00 $13 .50
LUSGA Pax gravel 1723 RAB. 20
Enginesred FilTon 1788 51850 20 50
Grit Sand 1728 $18. 78
Crushed Uity Band 1734 $18 28
387 Gobbles $ERT $20.25
364" Clean Washed 1747 P27 50
1° Matural Washed 1748 $28.50 $2B25
3" Minus Rock 1758 $31 50 $36 850 BE3.70 $18 .50

Page 1 of 2
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147 diinus 1754 $28 80

4" Drain Ruck 1781 $47.75 $32.50

Crusher Run 1762 £31.78

Backing #2 1784 §37.50
FacingBacking #1 1768 $308.850 $37.50

Hacking #3 1768 $35.50

2 T Class Rip Rap 1787 44 50

4 Ton Gluss Rip Rap 1788 $44.50

Sesrpened Dol 1763 $12.80
{oluas HE REBR 47 $37.50

Light B 1¥TE #3750

Decorathes Bouldars 174 $75.00

§-12" Cobblas 1778 $26 25
34 Cireder 1782 Gad B0
172" Cinders 1783 7900
364° Drain Rack - Chass © BF i G31.50

1 942" Drain Rock - Class [ BF Fyi $A2 00

17 % &* YWaehed Rock Faivd $a5 &0

Class 150 Rip Rag AR 38,00

2 x4 Crushed Rook o G330

1 % 4" Cobbles 2Tan $37.28

4" x 10" Cobbieys 2TRT $a7 &5

Mise. Frocessed A ne Briome

il Eirt 1803 42580 $12.00 1950 31280 B27.80 2750 $14.50
Boresned Sui 1808 §25.50

Mise. FillNon Prime 1841 $21.00 $18.00

Dinfon-Prime ¢ Load 1812 H158 .50

Ssphalt Grindings 1832 $29.00 528 80 R23.00 $29.00
Linprocssssd Racydle A8 1828 %1478 $3.00

{thar

Minimum Dash Sale 1831 $35.00 $3z.50 535.00

Weight Ledificalion Feg 1835 $38 5D 528,28 $30.00 $I2.00 $30.00 £32.00 $32.00

Aznhaitic Goncrety; Nf surchargss for this price st will be based on g Sguld ssphall reck rale for PG $4-90 of 373000, An Incresss of 3.50 per G for

avery $10.00 Incrsase in fguid asphalt will e refloctsd i your peice for aif asphal peoducts as the me you pave. YWisit
wiww. tnfchert oo for e most current rack rles,

Voroaliy Moty

: : 208 S
Bpitted Agphalt AGOO0O00 $101.88 $101.50 1 B100.28 $1at.80
34" 410 HMA 40331100 $ET 50 $87 50 S50 25 88 00 52 00 587 80
340 8410 HMA RAR sk P87 50 588 25 §88.00 $82.00 BET.50
12T 8410 HMA A%E41900 $91 80 $81.80 58028 $22.00 588.00 8180
172" Ba- 10 HMA RAP An49407 $91.50 380,28 $a2.00 $86.00 81,50
38" 64-10 Berm Mix AGRENEN0 $108 588 $108.50 | $108.28 $110.00 RO4DD | B8 S0
HE® 8410 HMA 40351100 $103.5¢ $IDI.E0 | H1ED.25 $102.08 $98.00 $101 .50
34" §4-18 HMA A%431900 $87 80 $87.50 $a8.00 58200 R87 80
J4T BA- 18 HMA RAP AAI110Y $87.50 94,00 $E&8.00 $82.00 $87.50
1137 6418 HMA 43441100 $91.50 §91 50 £82 00 SB6 00 55150
1627 6418 HMA RAP A0441 107 $a1.80 37 00 fse.00 $88.00 Ha1.50
0" 5418 HMA A48 100 10180 RMOLA0 10200 58800 $101.50
B B 18 HIMA RAP AA51107 $105.00
38" 64-18 BarmyDike Mix 43450800 $108 58 FI08.80 | R104.50 $105.00 §110.00 ROADY | Bi0Y S0
B 64-28 HMA A0TE1 100 $ipe.00
34”7810 HMA AGER1 100 88 10 $EB.10
12" 70- 18 HMA 40841100 §92.10 010
3B T0-10 BermyTike Min ANRENEN0 $110.10 511010 5110 10
Louthack (Cald M
B Cotd Wb A1BBOUDN $121.68 §121.50 $145.00 $121.60
Eepipads A
38-1 {8 Gal, Buckeh) A1 T0NE0 $24 25 3800
B8-1H 41700051 $24.28 $ed 25 P78 P30
S8 1H (Over 50 Gallons) 41 TOR0ER $24.08 $24.08 §7.50 2005

Al materiale subiset o avaifabifty, Teichert Stwndard Terme and Conditions apply fo a¥ sales.

Prives for Wondiand and Ssparty Invluds 8 Yoblo County fee of 3.53%0. THIS fee will romsass 495 each year

An Environmental fos of $8.50 8 load wilf be assessed on aff aggregate amd asphel saiss 8f o locations.

Efeciive 30123 ol produsts fon the Vemalls Plant are sulifes! i an addfionad fee for the fHwy 132 and Bivd Rd. Interchange of § 3480, Tiis foe is subjset fo changs anaualy.

A pripe Hsts are sulifect lo change withou! notice, pricing witf remsin Sxed and velid unless Teiched's oot for asphall of or Telvherts snsrgy oust {oost for nafural gas, propane,
elsclicify} Invreases more than 10%, or Teichert's combined malerial produciion, delivery anddor oifier ovsis of perfonnance incresse by more Han 18%, then Telchar! regerves
e dght to adivst the agreed prices for aff remaining defiveries in an amoont sulficient fo cover the increased c<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>