DUPLICATE ORIGINAL

v .~ wer Owens River Project Post Implementation Agreement
(With Technical Corrections of May 18, 2010)

AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF INYO AND CITY OF
LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWER
CONCERNING OPERATION AND FUNDING
OF THE LOWER OWENS RIVER PROJECT

RECITALS

1. In 1991, the City of Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (“LADWP”) and the
County of Inyo (“County”) entered into the Agreement Between the County of Inyo and the
City of Los Angeles and its Department of Water and Power on a Long Term Groundwater
Management Plan for Owens Valley and Inyo County (“Water Agreement”). The impacts
of the Water Agreement were addressed in an environmental impact report that also
addressed the impacts of LADWP’s groundwater pumping operations in the Owens Valley
from 1970 to 1990 (“1991 EIR”).

2. The Water Agreement provides for, among other things, the implementation of the Lower
Owens River Project (“LORP”), which includes the rewatering of a portion of the Owens
River (“Riverine Area”), the maintenance of certain off-river lakes and ponds (“Off River

" Lakes and Ponds™), establishment of a waterfowl habitat area in the Blackrock arca
(“Blackrock Waterfowl Area”), enhancement of habitat in the Owens River delta area
(“Delta Area”), and a pump station. The 1991 EIR further identified the LORP as an
LADWP compensatory mitigation measure for impacts related to LADWP’s groundwater
pumping from 1970 to 1990 that were difficult to quantify or mitigate directly. Neither the
Water Agreement nor the 1991 EIR nor any other document identifies the LORP as a
mitigation measure for any activity undertaken by the County. The Water Agreement and
the 1991 EIR provided that the impacts of the LORP would be addressed in a separate
environmental impact report.

3. Section XII of the Water Agreement provides that: (1} the County will fund one-half of the
LORP initial construction costs (up to a maximum of $3.75 million—Iess any funds
contributed to cover the initial construction costs by the State of California or other
non-LADWP sources); (2) LADWP will fund the remaining initial construction costs of the
LORP; and (3) LADWP and the County will jointly fund and operate the LORP after it has
been implemented (except for the costs of operating and maintaining the pump station,
which will be funded by LADWP).

4. In 1997, LADWP and the County entered into a settlement agreement called a
‘Memorandum of Understanding (“MOU”) with the California Department of Fish and
Game, the California State Lands Commission, the Sierra Club, and the Owens Valley
Committee. The purpose of the MOU was to resolve challenges to the legal adequacy of
the 1991 EIR, and the implementation of the LORP. The MOU specifies the amount of
baseflow to be maintained in the river, the release of higher seasonal habitat flows, and
delineated a schedule for establishing the baseflow in the river.

5. In2004, LADWP and the County each adopted an Environmental Impact Report that
addressed the LORP (“Final LORP EIR™).




. Lower Owens River Project Post Implementation Agreement
{With Technical Corrections of May 18, 2010} .

6.

The scheduie in the MOU for establishing baseflows in the LORP was not met. On

~ August 8, 2005, the Inyo County Superior Court, in case number SICVCV01-29768,

issued an order (“Court Order™) that required LADWP to pay $5,000.00 per day,
commencing on September 5, 2005, into an escrow account established by LADWP and
the County until LADWP established a permanent baseflow of approximately 40 cfs in the
LORP. Under the Court Order, the proceeds of the escrow account are only to be used to
pay the costs of: (1) the Special Master (appointed as part of the Court Order); (2) the,
County’s share of the post-implementation costs of the LORP; (3) the cost of monitoring
habitat indicator species for a five-year period at the direction of the California Department
of Fish and Game in an amount not to exceed $100,000.00; and (4) the costs of the escrow
account.

On September 16, 2005, the County and LADWP entered into a settlement agreement
(“LORP Funding Agreement”) whereby LADWP agreed to provide $5,242,965.00 (with
adjustments) to the County. With regard to the County’s obligation to fund $3.75 million of
the LORP implementation costs, the LORP Funding Agreement provides that LADWP will
provide a credit to the County in the amount of $2,989,932.00. The LORP Funding
Agreement also acknowledges that the provision of this credit, in combination with the
County’s previous application of $360,000.00 obtained from the U.S. Bureau of
Reclamation, $250,000.00 obtained from the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, and $150,068.00 obtained from the EPA to LORP initial construction costs,
fully discharged the County’s obligation for the payment of $3.75 million for the LORP

“initial construction costs.

With regard to the County’s obligation to fund a portion of the LORP post-implementation
costs, the LORP Funding Agreement provides as follows: (1) the difference between
$5,242,965.00 and the $2,989,932.00 that will be applied to the LORP initial construction
costs (a difference of $2,253,033.00), will be a credit held in trust by LADWP (this “Post
Implementation Credit” will be used to partially fund the County's obligation to pay
one-half of the LORP post-implementation costs); (2) each year, the then remaining
amount of this Post Implementation Credit will be reduced by the County’s share of the
LORP post-implementation costs until the $2,253,033.00 credit has been reduced to zero,
(3) each year, the then remaining unexpended portion of the $2,253,033.00 will be annually

~ adjusted upward or downward in accordance with the Los Angeles-Anaheim-Riverside All

Urban Consumers Price Index (“CPI”) or its successor; (4) the annual CPI adjustment will
take place prior to deduction of a credit for County's annual share of the LORP
post-implementation costs; and (5) the CPI adjustment will commence when LADWP has
established a permanent baseflow of approximately 40 cfs in the LORP.

The LORP Funding Agreement also provides that the escrow account, required to be
established by the Court Order, will be established in the Inyo County Treasury as a trust
account and that the interest earned on the fund balance will remain in the account (“Trust
Account”). The LORP Funding Agreement also provides that only after the $2,253,033.00
Post Implementation Credit (adjusted as described above) has been reduced to zero, will
the County begin to pay its share of the LORP post-implementation costs from the trust
account established by the Court Order.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

-On July 11, 2007, the parties to the MOU entered into a Stipulation and Order,

(“Stipulation and Order™). The Stipulation and Order resolves issues involving compliance
with the Court Order. In the Stipulation and Order, the parties agree that as of July 11,
2007, LADWP had established a permanent baseflow of approximately 40 cfs in the
LORP. The Stipulation and Order also provides for monitoring and reporting of the
baseflow flows throughout the LORP.

With the entry of the Stipulation and Order on July 11, 2007, LADWP ceased making
payments of $5,000.00 per day into the Trust Account established pursuant to the Court
Order because, as of that date, LADWP had established a permanent baseflow of
approximately 40 cfs in the LORP. On July 11, 2007, there was $3,368,017.17 in the Trust
Account.

On April 28, 2008, Ecosystem Sciences, Inc. released a final LORP Monitoring, Adaptive
Management and Reporting Plan (“LORP Adaptive Management Plan”).

Section II. A. of the MOU provides that the “MOU Consultant” (Ecosystem Sciences, Inc.)
is required to prepare a plan for the LORP and that “DWP and the County will direct and
assist Consultants in the preparation and implementation_of the LORP ecosystem
management plan (“LORP Plan”). As provided below, the future involvement of the MOU
Consultant in the LORP will be determined by LADWP and the County.

AGREEMENT

In consideration of the recitals above and the following covenants and provisions, LADWP and
the County (hereinafter collectively referred to as “Parties,” and individually referred to as a
“Party”) agree as follows:

1.

IMPLEMENTATION PERIOD

A.  All construction, channel modification, planning, and development work, including
the completion of all required final LORP plans and other related pre-lmplementatlon
work performed by Ecosystem Sciences, Inc.; the preparation of the EIR on the
project; and any other necessary work for 1mtlal operation of the project (including
channel modifications downstream of the Intake that have been made to correct a
flow impedance problem) are to be considered as costs of implementing the LORP.

B. LADWP will pay all costs of implementing the LORP that are not funded by sources
other than LADWP. As provided in the LORP Funding Agreement, LADWP will pay
the County’s $3.75 million share of the LORP implementation costs.
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POST-IMPLEMENTATION PERIOD

IL

A,

- In this agreement, the Parties define their responsibilities for jointly funding and

COMMENCEMENT OF POST-IMPLEMENTATION FUNDING
OBLIGATIONS

The commitments of LADWP and the County to jointly fund and operate the
post-implementation costs and activities of the LORP commenced on July 11, 2007.

conducting post-implementation activities required to be undertaken during the
15-year period following July 11, 2007 (until July 11, 2022). After July 11, 2022, the
required flows will continue to be maintained and the flow compliance monitoring
required by the Stipulation and Order will continue to be conducted; however, the
Parties will decide what level of operations, maintenance, habitat monitoring, and
adaptive management will be conducted. The Parties do not intend by this agreement
to redefine or reinterpret any provision of the MOU; however, by Section P of this
agreement, the Parties intend to modify Section A.2 of the LORP Funding Agreement
dated September 16, 2005.

POST-IMPLEMENTATION COSTS AND ACTIVITIES THAT ARE THE
SOLE RESPONSIBILITY OF LADWP

Unless otherwise agreed to by the Parties, LADWP will have the sole responsibility
for plannmg, operating, and/or conducting the followmg activities and for all costs
arising from such activities.

1. All operation and maintenance costs of the LORP pump station, including
hydrologic monitoring and data collection and reporting costs, the maintenance
of all roads used exclusively to provide access to these facilities, all pipelines,
electrical transmission lines, release structures (excluding the delta release
control structure called the Langemann gate), dikes, dams, flow measuring
devices and ponds associated with the facilities. '

2. OnJuly 9, 2009, the Standing Committee designated four permanent flow
-monitoring stations in the river (three of the permanent monitoring stations
consist of a single station, and the fourth station located at the pumping station
consists of three monitoring stations). The two temporary monitoring stations
located at Mazourka and Reinhackle will be replaced with permanent
monitoring stations. LADWP will design and construct these permanent flow
measuring stations,

3. All costs of monitoring, inspecting, maintaining and repairing LADWP roads
identified on Exhibit A; however, if, as a result of activities attributable to the
LORP (including seasonal habitat flows), a road requires major renovation,
capital improvement, or unanticipated repair, such work and the funding for
such work will be included in an annual work plan as provided in Section ILF.
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4.

10.

As provided in Mitigation measure V-2 of the LORP FEIR, for the first seven
years of the LORP, LADWP will provide funding up to $50,000 per year for
monitoring and control of noxious weeds within the LORP area, and $150,000
per year for monitoring and control of noxious weeds outside the LORP area
that could serve as a seed source for the LORP area (LADWP began making
payments of $200,000.00 for these purposes in fiscal year 2005-2006; therefore,
LADWP’s obligation to provide such funding terminates after it has provided
such funding for the 2011-2012 fiscal year). Prior to providing such funding for

- the 2009-2010 fiscal year, and prior to providing such funding for each

remaining fiscal year, LADWP shall adjust the amount of the payment upward
or downward in accordance with the April Los Angeles-Anaheim-Riverside All
Urban Consumers Price Index or its successor; however, as a result of the
adjustment, the amount of the annual payment shall not be reduced to less than
$200,000.00. '

Unless otherwise agreed by the Parties, the intentional introduction into the
LORP area by LADWP (or the introduction into the LORP area with the
express consent of LADWP) of any individual (or individuals) plant or animal
with special status under state or federal law, including threatened, endangered,
candidate, or rare species, and the monitoring and/or management of any such
introduced species. '

All costs associated with the management and monitoring of livestock grazing
and utilization in the project area. :

The cost of any water supplied to any component or clement of the LORP.

All costs associated with the implementation of mitigation measures and with
the restoration or repair of facilities or property that were damaged or
deteriorated as a result of LORP construction activities during project
implementation and/or other activities associated with project implementation
(including the correction of initial design defects).

The payment of a Non-Compliance Payment assessed pursuant to the
Stipulation and Order dated July 11, 2007; however, LADWP shall not.be
responsible for the portion of such a payment that is attributable to an action or
inaction by the County (see Section I1.C.4. of this agreement.)

The costs of LADWP’s personnel in the planning and development of work
programs and budgets (including determinations of the need for adaptive
management measures) or in any subsequent modifications thereof.

C. POST-IMPLEMENTATION COSTS AND ACTIVITIES THAT ARE THE
SOLE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE COUNTY

Unless otherwise agreed by the Parties, the County will have the sole responsibility
for planning, operating, constructing, and maintaining the following activities (should
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any such activities be planned, constructed and maintained) and for all costs arising
from such activities. N

1.

The development of a recreational use plan for the portion of the Owens River
within the project area. (Should any such plan be developed, the implementation
of the plan or of any component of the plan will require approval by LADWP
before it is implemented.)

The development of any campgrounds along the Owens River within the project
area. (Should any such campground be proposed for development, the
campground will require the approval of LADWP before it is implemented.)

Except as provided in Section II.B.1, the costs of monitoring, inspecting,
maintaining and repairing the County maintained roads identified on Exhibit A;
however, if, as a result of activities attributable to the LORP (including seasonal
habitat flows), a road requires major renovation, capital improvement, or
unanticipated repair, such work and the funding for such work will be included
in an annual work plan as provided in Section ILF. During the release of a
seasonal habitat flow, the County will monitor the culverts and bridges at the
point where the County roads shown on Exhibit A cross the river (the purpose
of the monitoring will be to determine whether the secasonal habitat flow has or
may damage the road, bridge, or culvert and whether debris plugs have or may
form), and the County will remove any debris plugs as necessary to minimize
flooding of, or damage to, the roads. If the County does not have the equipment
necessary to remove such debris plugs, LADWP, if it has available equipment,
will assist in removing such plugs.

The payment of any portion of a Non-Compliance Payment assessed pursuant to
the Stipulation and Order that is attributable to an action or inaction by the
County. For the purposes of this section, the failure to agree to an annual work
plan and/or budget by a Party shall not be deemed an action or inaction.

_ The costs of County personnel in the planning and development of work

programs and budgets (including determinations of the need for adaptive
management measures) or in any subsequent modifications thereof.

D. POST-IMPLEMENTATION COSTS AND ACTIVITIES THAT ARE THE
JOINT RESPONSIBILITY OF LADWP AND THE COUNTY

The following activities shall be addressed in each annual work plan and budget
prepared by the Parties. (Annual work plans and budgets are described in
Section 2.2.1 of the Final LORP EIR and in Section ILF of this agreement.)

1.

The costs associated with operating and maintaining the flow measuring stations
and the costs of hydrologic monitoring and data reporting associated with the
physical features of the LORP. As provided in Section F.2 of the July 11, 2007
Stipulation and Order, ten flow monitoring stations must be maintained and
operated until at least July 11, 2009, and at least four permanent monitoring

6
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stations must be maintained and operated after that date. On July 9, 2009, the
Standing Committee designated the four permanent monitoring stations that will
be operated and maintained after July 11, 2009. The four permanent flow
measuring stations are shown on Exhibit B.

2. LADWP and the County will each be responsible for one-half the costs of a
portion of the annual cost of maintaining ditches and Aqueduct spillgates,
including the delta release control structure (a “Langemann Gate™) and the
LORP Spillgate Structure located near the Los Angeles Aqueduct Intake (which
also includes the Lower Owens River release control structure; the release
control structure is a Langemann Gate), shown on Exhibit C, that are above the
pre-LORP annual average baseline cost of maintaining the ditches and spillgates
during the ten fiscal years from 1996-1997 to 2005-2006. The pre-LORP
baseline cost of maintaining the ditches and spillgates shown on Exhibit C is
$56,863.00. When this pre-LORP baseline cost for maintaining ditches and
spillgates was adjusted through November 2009, an adjusted baseline cost of
$60,819.00 resulted. Each January, this adjusted baseline cost of maintaining
the ditches and spillgates shall be annually adjusted upward or downward in
accordance with the November Los Angeles-Anaheim-Riverside All Urban
Consumers Price Index or its successor. If, in the future, there is a significant
change in non-LORP-related uses supplied by a ditch or spillgate shown on
Exhibit C, the Parties will renegotiate appropriate changes to this section.

3. The annual costs of habitat and water quality monitoring and associated data
collection and reporting.

4. The costs of consultants, if any (including Ecosystems Sciences), who assist in
LORP-related monitoring, data collection, data analysis, and/or reporting.

5. The costs of monitoring, treatment, and public education for mosquitoes
* (including the use of a helicopter for aerial spraying) arising from the various
components of the LORP. (The County may use funds derived from its annual
benefit assessment for mosquito control to fund its share of the cost of such
work included in an annual work plan and budget.)

6. LADWP and the County will each be responsible for one-half the costs of a
portion of the annual costs of maintaining the Blackrock Waterfowl Area
spillgates, ditches, dikes, berms, ponds, and other features shown on Exhibit D
that are above the annual average pre-LORP baseline cost of maintaining the
ditches, spillgates, dikes, berms, and other features during the ten fiscal years
between 1996-1997 and 2005-2006. The pre-LORP baseline cost of
maintaining the Blackrock Waterfow! Area features shown on Exhibit D is
$62,798.00. When this pre-LORP baseline cost for maintaining the Blackrock
Waterfow! Area features was adjusted through November 2009, an adjusted
baseline cost of $§ $67,380.00 resulted. Each January, this adjusted baseline cost
of maintaining Blackrock Waterfow] Area features shall be annually adjusted
upward or downward in accordance with the November
Los Angeles-Anaheim-Riverside All Urban Consumers Price Index or its

7
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10.

successor. If, in the future, there is a significant change in non-LORP-related
uses supplied by the Blackrock Waterfowl Area features shown on Exhibit D, -
the parties will renegotiate appropriate changes to this section.

The costs of beaver control and beaver dam removal.

The costs of salt cedar control that are covered by the funding for salt cedar
control provided pursuant to Section 6 of the Stipulation and Order entered on
September 15, 2004 in the case of Sierra Club and Owens Valley Committee v.
City of Los Angeles et al. (case number SICVCV01-29768).

The costs associated with the preparation of an annual report as required by
Section 2.10.4.0f the Final LORP EIR and by Section L of the Stipulation and
Order. (The report shall include data collected during the year, results of
analysis, and recommendations for the need for adaptive management
measures.) ‘

Unless otherwise agreed by the Parties, the costs of permits or environmental
assessments associated with the conducting any of the activities described in an
approved annual work plan or in an approved amended annual work plan
including, but not limited to, California Department of Fish and Game 1601
permits, Regional Water Quality Control Board 401 permits, United States
Army Corp of Engineers 404 permits, and any California Environmental
Quality Act compliance. (The implementation of some post-implementation
activities may be subject to the ability to obtain permits to conduct the
post-implementation activities.)

E. OTHER POST-IMPLEMENTATION WORK

Any post-implementation cost or activity that the Parties deem necessary that is not
listed in II.D above may be included in an annual work program and budget described
in Section ILF below. Such costs and activities include, but are not limited to,
adaptive management measures, control of noxious weeds within the LORP area,
replacement of capital improvements, and salt cedar control attributable to the LORP
that is proposed to be conducted that will cost more than the funding available for salt
cedar control pursuant to Section 6 of the Stipulation and Order entered on
September 15, 2004 in the case of Sierra Club and Owens Valley Committee v. City
of Los Angeles et al. {case number SICVCV01-29768).

F. POST-IMPLEMENTATION WORK PLANS AND BUDGETS

1.

With regard to annual work plans and budgets, Section 2.2.1 of the Final LORP
EIR provides in pertinent part as follows:

Also, following the implementation of the LORP, in December of
each year, the Technical Group will develop and adopt an annual
work program describing the work to be performed in regard to the
LORP (including the implementation of adaptive management

8
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measures) during the following fiscal year. Each work program will
identify who will perform or oversee the work, a schedule for the
performance of the work and a budget. Following adoption by the
Technical Group, the work programs will be submitted to the County
and LADWP governing boards for consideration of approval.
Meetings of each governing board are open to the public, Before the
work plans and accompanying budgets can be implemented, they
will have to be approved by each governing board,

If the Technical Group is in disagreement over the need to
implement an adaptive management measure or over the content of a
work program, the disagreement will be submitted to the Inyo
County/Los Angeles Standing Committee (“Standing Committee”)
Jor resolution. The Standing Committee was formed in 1982 and
consists of both managers and elected and appointed officials from
the County and LADWP. Its meetings are open to the public. If the
Standing Committee is unable to resolve a disagreement, the
disagreement will be submitted to the governing boards of each
entity for resolution. If the governing boards are unable to agree on
all, or any part, of a work program, the portion of the program in
disagreement will not be implemented. Further, if the governing
boards are in disagreement over the need to implement an adaptive
management measure, the measure will not be implemented.

2. By approximately April 1, 2010, and by approximately the 1st of April of each
following year, if the Technical Group is in agreement on an annual work plan
and budget, then each Party shall submit to its governing board or to its
designee a work plan and budget for any post-implementation cost or activity
that is attributable to the LORP and that is planned to be conducted by the
Parties during the year commencing the following July 1, together with a
recommendation that the work plan and budget be approved. (A copy of the
2009-2010 Work Plan and Budget that has been approved by the Technical
Group is attached as Exhibit E.) Each work plan shall include activities
identified in Section II.D and may include activities described Section TLE.
Each work plan and budget will identify the activities (including any adaptive
management modifications deemed necessary) for each of the four LORP
physical features (Riverine Area, Delta Area, Off River Lakes and Ponds, and
the Blackrock Waterfow! Area) and any other components of the LORP.

3. Each work plan shall identify who will perform or oversee the work, activity or
program (i.e., LADWP and/or the County and/or outside contractor), and shall
include a schedule for the performance of the work, activity or program. For |
each item in the budget, the budget shall identify the work that will be
conducted by each Party. Each work plan will divide the planned work using the
procedure employed by the Parties in developing the 2009-2010 Work Plan and
Budget. Each Party will bear its own costs for conducting its portion of the work
described in the work plan. As may be applicable, the following principles shall
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guide the assignment of labor rates in the preparation of a work plan and
budget: )

a. If the Parties agree that LADWP will conduct work for the reason that
LADWP would prefer to conduct the work even though the County is
willing to perform the work, the costs of such work will be shared by the
Parties using the County’s labor rates (or a contractor’s labor

-rates--whichever is lower).

b. If the Parties agree that LADWP will conduct work because the County is
unable to conduct it, the costs of such extra work will be shared by the
Parties based upon LADWP’s labor rates.

c. Ifthe Parties agree that the County will conduct work for the reason that the
County would prefer to conduct the work even though LADWP is willing to
perform the work, the costs of such work will be shared by the Parties based
upon LADWP’s labor rates.

4. If the work plan and budget calls for services or work to be performed by a
contractor, the work plan will identify which Party will be responsible for
- awarding and administering each such contract. Beginning with the 2010-2011
fiscal year, the County will award and administer any contract with Ecosystem
Sciences, Inc., unless otherwise agreed by the Parties, for work agreed upon by
the Parties involving the LORP (exclusive of a contract for the management and
monitoring of livestock grazing and utilization in the LORP area).

5. Inthe event that the Technical Group is in disagreement over whether an item

should be included in a work plan, over the amount of work performed on an
~ item, over whether an item should be included in a budget, over the amount of

an item to be included in a budget, or over another work plan-related item, the
1ssue(s) in disagreement shall be submitted to the Standing Committee for
resolution. If the Standing Committee resolves the disagreement, each Party will
submit the recommended resolution to its governing board or to its designee,
together with a recommendation that it be approved. If the Standing Committee
cannot resolve a disagreement, the issues in disagreement will be submitted to
the governing boards of each Party for resolution. Alternatively, before
submitting the disagreement to the governing boards, the Standing Committee
may agree to submit the disagreement to an impartial third party to review the
issue or issues in disagreement and to issue a non-binding recommendation for
resolution of the disagreement. If a third party recommendation is issued, and
the disagreement is not resolved, the governing boards may consider the
recommendation of the third party, but neither board is required to accept or
implement the recommendation. If the governing bodies cannot resolve a
disagreement, the activity or adaptive management measure in question will not
be jointly conducted or funded; however, one Party may agree to conduct such
an activity or implement an adaptive management measure at its own cost and
to fund any increased costs (operation, maintenance, etc.) that result from the
activity or measure in subsequent years. Concerning funding for activities

10
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described in Sections ILD and I1.E, Section 2.2.2.2 of the Final LORP EIR
provides in pertinent part:

As required by law, decisions as to the availability of funding for
the LORP will be made annually by the Inyo County Board of
Supervisors and by the LADWP Board of Water and Power
Commissioners. In the event that one or both governing boards
determine that there are insufficient funds available to cover the
entity’s share of the costs of the LORP, each entity will evaluate
the situation and will take such action as it deems appropriate
under the then existing applicable law.

To the extent that the County finds that funding is available, the County will
first provide funding for activities included in annual LORP work plans and
budgets that are essential to complying with applicable court orders and legal
commitments. A list of such activities, in descending order of priority, follows:

a. Work and activities required to maintain required flows in the river and
required water supplies to the other components of the LORP.

b. Maintenance and operational costs associated with flow compliance
monitoring and reporting required by the Stipulation and Order.

c. Habitat and water quality monitoring as described in the then current version
of the LORP Adaptive Management Plan or required to comply with the
requirements of Lahontan Region Water Quality Control Board.

d. The preparation of an annual report as required by Section 2.10.4 of the
Final LORP EIR and by Section L of the Stipulation and Order.

e. Other work and activities including the implementation of adaptive
management measures.

| Once an annual work plan and budget have been approved, the County and

LADWP shall each have the right to monitor and review the work and activities

- performed by the other Party to ensure compliance with the work plan and

budget. Also, neither Party shall approve a change order or a modification of
any contract that provides for work and services that are identified in the work
plan as being jointly funded by the Parties unless the change order or
modification has been approved by the Parties.

G. AMENDMENT OF WORK PLANS AND BUDGETS

1.

In the event that the need to conduct post-implementation activity arises
following the adoption of an annual work program and budget, the Technical
Group shall develop an amended work program, a schedule, and an amended
budget that identifies the work that will be conducted by each Party. The cost
sharing for the work identified in the amended work plan shall be as provided in

11
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Section F.3. The amended work plan and budget shall be submitted by each
Party to its governing board or to its authorized designee together with a
recommendation for approval.

2. Inthe event that the Technical Group is in disagreement over the amended work
program or amended budget, the issues in disagreement shall be resolved as
provided in Sections ILE.5 and ILF.6.

H. URGENT WORK

1. Inthe event of a situation where it is necessary to immediately conduct
post-implementation work or an activity in order to protect public health or
safety, to comply with the provisions of the Stipulation and Order, or to ensure
the integrity or the efficient operation of the project, LADWP and/or Inyo
County, will conduct the work (or cause the work to be conducted). The Inyo
County Administrator and the Manager of the Los Angeles Aqueduct will meet
within 48 hours from commencement of the work and attempt to agree on the
need for the urgent work. As soon as practicable thereafter, the Parties will
prepare a report that describes the work conducted, the cost of the work, and a
recommendation as to the portion of the cost of the work to be funded by each
agency. In the event that these individuals are in disagreement over the need for
the urgent work or the apportionment of costs, if the other Party does not object,
the other Party may continue to conduct such an activity at the risk of assuming
the entire cost of the activity being conducted.

‘2. If there is no agreement on the urgency of the activity or the cost apportionment,
the issue(s) in disagreement shall be submitted to the Standing Committee for
resolution. If they cannot resolve a disagreement, the issues in disagreement will
be submitted to the governing boards of each Party for resolution. If the
governing bodies cannot resolve a disagreement, the issues in disagreement
shall be resolved as provided in Sections IL.F.5 and IL.F.6.

I. POST-IMPLEMENTATION THIRD PARTY FUNDING

The Standing Committee may agree that the Parties will jointly seek funding from a
third party for the post-implementation costs of the LORP. LADWP will not
unreasonably withhold permission to the County for the use of Los Angeles-owned
lands for a post-implementation project proposed to be funded by third-party funds as
long as the proposed project is consistent with this agreement and the goals of the
LORP. Any such jointly agreed upon third-party funds obtained will be expended as
agreed by the Standing Committee. This provision for Standing Committee
agreement on third-party funding does not preclude either Party from individually
secking funding from a third party to fund its share of the post-implementation costs
of the LORP. However, unless the Parties otherwise agree upon an amendment to the
work plan and budget, the receipt of funds from a third party by one Party will not
affect the post-implementation funding commitment of the other Party. Moreover, it
shall be the responsibility of the Party receiving the third-party funding to pay any
costs and perform any compliance work related to the funding received.
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J.  ADJUSTMENTS AND PAYMENTS

1.

Initial Adjustment of the Post Implementation Credit

Within ten days of approval of this agreement by the governing boards of the
Parties, LADWP shall adjust the Post Implementation Credit described in
Recitals 7 and 8 by increasing it by 2.9 percent, an increase in accordance with
the July 2007 Los Angeles-Anaheim-Riverside All Urban Consumers Price
Index (“price index™).

Decbits and Payments

a. Except for $22,652.00 in costs for adaptive management measures that will
- be conducted during 2009-2010 that were not conducted in previous years,
the County’s share of the costs of the 2009-2010 work plan and budget
($243,524.00) shall be the amount of the County’s financial obligations for
the June 11, 2007 to June 30, 2008 period and for the 2008-2009 fiscal year.

b. Within 30 days after approval of this agreement by the governing bodies of
the Parties, LADWP shall take the following actions in the following order:

i.

it.

il

V.

To cover the County’s obligation for July 11, 2007 to June 30, 2008
period, LADWP shall reduce the Post Implementation Credit by
$243,524.00.

Increase the remaining balance of the Post Implementation Credit by
5.7% based upon the July 2008 price index.

To cover the County’s obligation for 2008-2009 fiscal year, LADWP
shall reduce the Post Implementation Credit by the amount of
$243,524.00.

Reduce the remaining balance of the Post Implementation Credit by
1.3% based upon the April 2009 price index.

Reduce the remaining balance by the amount of $266,176.00,

reflecting the County’s share of the costs for the 2009-2010 work plan
and budget, including adaptive management.

¢. Commencing on July 10, 2010, and effective as of July 10 of each following
year for as long as a credit remains in the Post Implement Credit, LADWP
shall adjust the amount of the credit upward or downward in accordance
with the previous April’s price index.
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- d. On each July 21 following July 21, 2009 through July 21, 2021 (or on the
next business day thereafter if a July 21 is not a business day) for as long as
sufficient funds remain in the Post Implementation Credit, LADWP shall
annually reduce the credit by the County’s cost obligation identified in that
year’s annual work plan and budget approved pursuant to Section ILF.

e. Once the balance in the Post Implementation Credit has been reduced to an
amount that is insufficient to cover the amount of the required debit,
LADWP will reduce the Post Implementation Credit to zero, and the County
will make a payment to LADWP from the Trust Account in the amount of
the difference. Thereafter, on or before July 21 of each year through July 21,
2021, the County shall make an annual payment to LADWP from the Trust
Account in the amount of the County’s cost obligation identified in an
annual work plan and budget approved pursuant to Section ILF.

f. If, on or before November 1, 2021, the amount remaining in the Trust
Account is insufficient to cover a required payment to LADWP, the County
shall pay the remaining balance in the Trust Account to LADWP and shall
make a supplemental payment in the amount of the difference to LADWP;
on or before November 1 of each year through November 1, 2021, the
County shall make an annual payment to LADWP in the amount of the
County’s share of any post-implementation cost or activity (including
adaptive management measures) identified in an annual work plan and
budget approved pursuant to Section ILF. '

g. If an amendment to a work plan and budget is agreed upon as provided in
Section I1.G or if a modification of a work plan and budget to conduct
urgent work is agreed upon as provided in Section I[.LH, within 60 days of
the agreement, either the Post Implementation Credit, and/or the Trust
Account will be debited in the amount of the County’s share of the increased
costs or the County will make a payment to LADWP in the amount of the
County’s share of the increased costs.

h. Each year, at the election of the County, the County may reimburse itself
from the Trust Account for LORP-related, non-reimbursed costs incurred by
the County for activities or work performed by the County under an annual
work plan and budget approved pursuant to Section ILF.

3. Annual Accounting Reports

a. Beginning on October 31, 2009 and on or before each October 31 thereafter
through October 31, 2022, an annual accounting report that describes the
work performed pursuant to the previous year’s approved work plan, and the
costs incurred by each Party in performing such work shall be submitted to
the governing board of each Party or the Party’s designee. The accounting
report will identify the difference, if any, between the actual costs incurred
by each Party and the actual work performed by each Party as compared fo
the costs and work for that Party that were identified in that year’s approved
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work plan and budget. The costs will be documented by timesheets and
other appropriate documentation. It is recognized that actual costs incurred
by the Parties will likely be different than the amounts budgeted in the
approved work plan(s). The accounting must be approved by the governing
board of each Party or by the Party’s designee.

b. Except as provided in Section I1.J.3.c below, if a Party fully performs the
share of the work allocated to it in an annual work plan (as may be
modified) and if the Party has fully funded its share of contract costs (as
may be modified by change order) as identified in an annual budget, that
party is in compliance with this agreement, and there shall be no
reconciliation of hours or costs even if an annual accounting report or an
audit shows that the Party expended more or less time in performing the
work than was estimated in the annual work and/or budget. However, the
results of any annual accounting report, audit, or other information maybe
used to guide the development of future years’ annual work plans.

¢. If an annual accounting report shows that the amount paid by a Party for
contract services and/or contract work was Jess than the amount budgeted
for the contract services and/or contract work, to reconcile the change with
the approved budget, the accounting report will specify whether a payment
should be made by LADWP to the County or whether a debit from the Post
Implementation Credit and/or Trust Account or whether the County should
make a payment to LADWP. (There is no need to reconcile increased
contract costs since the work plan will be modified if, pursuant to
Section F.8, there is an agreed upon contract change order that increases the
cost of the contract.) 13

d. At any time within three years after submission of the accounting, either
Party shall have the right to conduct an audit of the expenditures itemized in
the accounting by providing 30 days calendar notice to the other Party. The
Party being audited shall provide the other Party with an office to conduct
this audit along with all requested documents and information at no cost to
the other Party. The Party conducting the audit shall bear the costs of
conducting the audit. The Party conducting the audit shall promptly conduct

“and complete it and shall notify the other Party in writing of any expenditure
that it believes is improper. The Party being audited shall promptly respond
to any claim of an improper expenditure in writing. If the County and
LADWP are in disagreement over whether an expenditure was improper, the
matter will be submitted to the Standing Committee for resolution. If the
Standing Committee is in agreement, the Parties will submit a proposed
resolution of the matter, if any, to the governing boards of each entity or
their designees. If the Standing Committee cannot agree, the issue(s) in
dispute will resolved as provided in Section ILK.
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K. DISPUTE RESOLUTION

1. Any dispute arising under this agreement that cannot be resolved by the Parties,
except those disputes that are subject to dispute resolution under Sections ILF.5
and ILF.6, may be submitted to dispute resolution under Section XX V1 of the
Water Agreement. The Parties agree that because any dispute arising out of this
agreement that has not been resolved by the Parties has already been considered
by the Technical Group and the Standing Committee, dispute resolution under
Section XXVI of the Water Agreement will commence by submitting the matter
to mediation/temporary arbitration as described in Section XXVI.C of the Water
Agreement.

2. Such mediation/temporary arbitration must be commenced by providing the
Standing Committee with a written notice within 45 days of a failure by the
governing boards of the Parties to resolve a dispute. A failure to submit the
notice within the 45-day period shall be a waiver of the right to dispute an issue.
The written notice shall describe the dispute and the disputing Party’s argument
in favor of its position. The other Party shall submit its argument in favor of its
position to the other Party and to the mediators within 30 days of the submission
of the initiating Party’s notice. If, within 45 days of the submission of the
responding Party’s argument, the dispute has not been resolved, the mediators

~ shall submit written findings to the Standing Committee. If a Party disagrees
with the findings of the mediators, the dispute may be submitted to a Superior
Court Judge as provided in Section XXVLD of the Water Agreement.

L. NO FINANCIAL SET OFF

In the event that LADWP believes that this agreement has given rise to an obligation
of the County that the County has not paid, in the absence of a final judgment from a

~ court of competent jurisdiction that expressly allows LADWP to set off such an
obligation of the County against any funding required to be provided or credited by
LADWP to the County under the Water Agreement or under the LORP Funding
Agreement, LADWP shall not reduce the amount of any payment to the County
called for by the Water Agreement. '

M. AMENDMENTS

This agreement may only be amended by written agreement of LADWP and the
County. After the completion of the 2010-2011 fiscal year, the Parties will consider
whether any of the other provisions of this agreement should be amended to better
reflect the Parties’ experience during the first five years of this agreement.

N.. AMENDMENT OF SECTION A.2 OF THE LORP FUNDING AGREEMENT

The last sentence of the third paragraph of Section A.2 (page 5) of the LORP Funding
Agreement between the County and LADWP provides that the County will only be
required to pay its share of the LORP post-implementation costs from the Trust
Account after the Post Implementation Credit has been fully expended.
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Section II.J.2.h above provides that each year, at the election of the County, the
County may reimburse itself from the Trust Account for LORP-related,
non-reimbursed costs incurred by the County for activities or work performed by the
County under an annual work plan and budget approved pursuant to Section ILF. In
order to make the provisions of the LORP Funding Agreement and this agreement
consistent, the last sentence of the third paragraph of Section A.2 (page 5) of the
LORP Funding Agreement is amended to read as follows (amendments are shown in
italics): '

Only after the credit has been fully expended will be the County be
required to pay fo LADWP its share of the LORP post-implementation
costs from the trust account established pursuant to section B below;
however, before the credit has been fully expended, the County may
reimburse itself from the trust account for LOR- related, non-reimbursed
costs incurred by the County for activities or work performed by the
County that the County conducts under an annual work plan and budget
that has been approved by the County and LADWP.

0. CONSULTATION WITH THE CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND
GAME ON SEASONAL HABITAT FLOWS

1. The 1997 Memorandum of Understanding between the City of Los Angeles
Department of Water and Power, County of Inyo, California Department of Fish
and Game (“DFG”), California State Lands Commission, Sierra Club, and the
Owens Valley Committee, Section I1.C.1.b.ii, addresses a seasonal habitat flow
in the riverine riparian system. The section states: '

A seasonal habitat flow. It is currently estimated that in the
years when the runoff in the Owens River watershed is
forecasted to be average or above average, the amount of
planned seasonal habitat flows will be approximately 200 cfs,
unless the Parties agree upon an alternative habitat flow with
higher unplanned flows when runoff exceeds the capacity of the
Los Angeles Aqueduct. (The runoff forecast for each year will
be DWP'’s runoff year forecast for the Owens River Basin,
which is based upon the results of its annual April 1 snow
survey of the watershed.) In years when runoff is forecasted to
be less than average, the habitat flows will be reduced from
200 cfs to as low as 40 cfs in general proportion to the
Jorecasted runoff in the watershed. The amount of the annual
habitat flow will be set by the Standing Committee, subject to
any applicable court orders concerning the discharge of water
onto the bed of Owens Lake and in consultation with DFG, and
be based on the Lower Owens River Riverine-Riparian
Ecosystem element of the LORP Plan, which will recommend
the amount, duration and timing of flows necessary to achieve
the goals for the system under varying hydrologic scenarios.
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2.

In order to address the requirement that the amount of annual habitat flow
will be set by the Standing Committee in consultation with DFG,
including the amount, duration, timing, and ramping of water releases to
the river, the following process will be followed.

a.

Soon after the first of April each year, LADWP will
develop its annual runoff year forecast for the Owens River
Basin. The runoff year forecast will be developed as
described in Section 2.3.5.3 of the LORP EIR.

within 21 days of the release of runoff year forecast,
LADWP and the County will transmit a recommendation or
separate recommendations concerning the amount,
duration, timing, and ramping of the seasonal habitat flow,
along with LADWP’s annual runoff year forecast for the
Owens River Basin, to DFG. DFG will be requested to,
within ten business days from receipt of the
recommendation, provide their concurrence with the
recommendations or provide their own recommendation as
to the amount, duration, timing, and ramping of the
seasonal habitat flow along with the scientific basis for its
differing recommendation.

The Standing Committee will meet before the release of each
seasonal habitat flow to consider setting the amount, duration,
timing, and ramping of seasonal habitat flow. An action item
entitled “Setting the Seasonal Habitat Flow” will be placed on
the agenda of that Standing Committee meeting during which the
LORP seasonal habitat flows will be considered. The Standing
Committee will provide an opportunity for DFG to make a
presentation at the meeting concerning its recommendations.
Following the presentation, the Standing Committee will

act on setting the seasonal habitat flow.

P. CONSULTATION WITH THE CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND
GAME ON THE AMOUNT OF FLOODED AREA IN THE BLACKROCK
WATERFOWL HABITAT AREA

1.

Section II. C.4 of the 1997 Memorandum of Understanding between the City of
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power, County of Inyo, California
Department of Fish and Game, California State Lands Commission, Sierra Club,
and the Owens Valley Committee, addresses the “1500 Acre Blackrock
Waterfowl Habitat Area.” The section states:

Approximately 500 acres of the habitat area will be flooded at

any given time in a year when the runoff to the Owens River
Watershed is forecasted to be average or above. In years when
the runoff'is forecasted to be less than average, the water
supply to the area will be reduced in general proportion to the

18




Lower Owens River Project Post Implementation Agreement
{With Technical Corrections of May 18, 2010)

forecasted runoff in the watershed. (The runoff forecast for
each year will be DWP's runoff year forecast for the Owens
River Basin, which is based upon the results of its annual
April 1 snow survey of the watershed,) Even in the driest
years, available water will be used in the most efficient manner
to maintain the habitat. The Wildlife and Wetlands
Management Plan element of the LORP Plan will recommend
the water supply to be made available under various runoff
conditions and will recommend how to best use the available
water in dry years. The amount of acreage to be flooded in
years when the runoff is forecasted to be less than average will
be set by the Standing Committee based upon the
recommendations of the Wildlife and Wetlands Management
Plan and in consultation with DFG.”

. 2. Inorder to address the requiremént that when runoff is forecasted to be less than
average, the amount of acreage to be flooded will be set by the Standing
Committee in consultation with DFG the following process will be followed.

a. Soon after the first of April each year, LADWP will develop its annual
runoff year forecast for the Owens River Basin. The runoff year forecast
will be developed as described in Section 2.3.5.3 of the LORP EIR. In the
event the runoff forecast equals or exceeds “normal runoff” as defined in
Section 2.3.5.3 of the 2004 Final LORP EIR, no further action is required.

b. If the runoff forecast is for less than the normal runoff, the year will be
congidered a Dry Year, and consultation with the Department of Fish and
Game (“DFG”) will occur on the development of a Dry Year Blackrock
Management Plan. In a Dry Year, by approximately the second or third
week in April, LADWP and the County will transmit the recommendation
concerning the amount of acreage to be flooded, along with LADWP’s
annual runoff year forecast for the Owens River Basin to DFG. DFG will be
requested to, within ten business days from receipt of the recommendation,
provide their concurrence with the recommendation or provide their own
recommendation as to the amount of acreage to be flooded, along with the
scientific basis for its differing recommendation.

¢. Indry years when DFG has a differing recommendation, a report on the

difference will be provided to the Standing Committee and a Standing
Committee meeting will be scheduled. An action item entitled
“Establishment of Dry Year Blackrock Management Plan” will be placed on

~ the Standing Committee agenda. The Standing Committee will provide an
opportunity for DFG to make a presentation at the meeting concerning its
recommendations. Following any such presentation by DFG, the Standing
Committee will consider adoption of a Dry Year Blackrock Management
Plan.
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Q. LONGTERM 1600 AGREEMENT WITH THE CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME

Section I1.1.2 of the MOU requires a long-term agreement with DFG under.
Section 16010f California Fish and Game Code “that covers any such activities that
are described and addressed in the LORP EIR.” LADWP is seeking this agreement
with DFG and began discussions with DFG and the County on draft of the agreement
in September 2008. DFG released a copy of LADWP’s 1600 application to the
parties to the MOU in June 2009. LADWP shall consult with the County prior to
entering into the agreement (and visa versa if the County is required to enter into its

~ own 1600 agreement).

R. COMPLIANCE WITH THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
' ACT

The Final LORP Monitoring, Adaptive Management and Reporting Plan, prepared by
Ecosystem Sciences Inc. and dated April 28, 2008, made a change to the project
‘description contained in the LORP EIR by adding augmentation of seasonal habitat
flows as an adaptive management measure. LADWZP has prepared and released to the
parties to the MOU an addendum to the Final LORP EIR that addresses this change.

S. CONSULTATION WITH THE LORP ADVISORY COMMITTEE

1. The Final LORP Monitoring, Adaptive Management and Reporting Plan dated

- April 28, 2008 provides that a LORP Advisory Committee consisting of DFG,
the Sierra Club, the Owens Valley Committee and LADWP lessees in the
Owens Valley will be consulted at least twice in each monitoring year.
Section 3.3 of the LORP Adaptive Management Plan (pages 3-6) provides that
the first consultation will occur after the annual “rapid assessment survey” to
inform the parties and alert them to issues or concemns that will need to be dealt
with when making adaptive management decisions. The Advisory Committee
will be provided with a communication on the issues and concerns derived from
the annual rapid assessment survey, and the Advisory Committee will be invited
to submit written comments on the need for adaptive management that are based
upon the results of the survey.

2. Section 3.3 of the LORP Adaptive Management Plan (pages 3-6) also provides
that a second consultation will occur once the “Scientific Team” has drafted its
recommendations for adaptive management and compiled monitoring data and
analyses. In accordance with Section L of the July 2007 Stipulation and Order,
the Advisory Committee and the public will be provided with the draft of the
annual LORP report, which will include “results of analysis and
recommendations on the need for adaptive management actions” (described in
Section 2.10.4 of the Final LORP EIR), at least 15 days in advance of a public
meeting on the information contained in the report. The Advisory Committee -
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and the public will have the opportunity to offer comments on the draft report
within a 15-day period following the public meeting. Following consideration of
any comments submitted, the Technical Group will conduct a meeting as
described in Section 2.10.4 of the Final LORP EIR.

T. TERM

The provisions of this agreement will terminate on July 11, 2022; however, for the
purpose of allowing for an audit to be conducted pursuant to Section I1.J.3.d, and to
allow time for the reconciliation of any accounting disputes that may arise under

- Section I1.J.3.d the Parties agree that the applicable provisions of the agreement will
be extended as necessary for those limited purposes. The Parties will make a
determination of the obligations for any ongoing operation and maintenance activities
and associated funding at the time of the effective termination of this agreement.

U. NOTIFICATIONS

Any notification required by this Agreement shall be made as set forth below.,
A change in the recipient or a change of the address of a recipient will be provided in
writing to the other Party.

To the County:

Inyo County Administrator

P.O. Drawer N

Independence, California 93526
Email: kecarunchio@inyocounty.us

Director, Inyo County Water Department
P.O. Box 337

Independence, California 93526

Email: bharrington@inyocounty.us

To LADWP:

Director of Water Operations

Box 51111

Room 1460

Los Angeles, California 90051-5700
Email: martin.adams@]ladwp.com

Manager, Aqueduct Business Group
300 Mandich Street

Bishop, California 93514-3449
Email: gene.coufal@ladwp.com
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IN WITNESS WHEREOQF, the City of Los Angeles Department of Water and Power and the
County of Inyo have caused this Lower Owens River Project Post Implementation Agreement to
be executed by their duly authorized representatives.

City of Los Angeles Department of Water and Power

DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWER
THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES BY THE
BOARD OF WATER AND POWER COMMISSIONERS
OF THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES

A NN Veov

Austin\Bédta
Gener anager

rAnd: zﬁ &Qéii{}ﬁ}@ a:{);mgggw

Secretary

County of Invo

Dated:_ g = /5= 3010 72/—7“’4&/"

v1n D. Carunchio
Inyo County Administrator

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY
CARMEN A. TRUTANICH, CITY ATTGRNEY

o 4 4
Y__AA s
JULIE CONBOY RILE
EPUTY CITY AT/ORN
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Prepared by Inyo County Water Department
A and
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March 30, 2009




2009 - 2010 Fiscal Year Lower Owens River Project Workpian

This 2009-2010 Fiscal Year (July 1 to June 30) Lower Owens River Project Workplan was
jointly prepared by staff of the Inyo County Water Department and the Los Angeles Department
of Water and Power. This workplan was adopted by the inyo County/Los Angeles Technical
Group on March 30, 2008. The Technical Group recommends that the 2009-2010 Fiscal Year
Lower Owens River Project Workplan be approved by the Inyo County Board of Supervisors -
* and the City of Los Angeles Board of Water and Power of Conmissioners.

Introduction

The Final Environmental {mpact Report for the Lower Owens River Project Section 2.2.1
provides that in December of each year, the Long-Term Water Agreement (LTWA) Technical
Group will develop and adopt an annual work program for the Lower Owen River Project
{LORP) describing work regarding the LORP (0 be performed in the following fiscal year,
including implementation of adaptive management measures, Each work program will identify
who will perform or oversee tasks, a schedule, and a budget. Following adoption by the
Technical Group, the work programs will be submitted to the County and LADWP governing
board for approval. Before a work plan and budget can be implemented, it must be approved by
each goveming board. This document is the work plan for fiscal year July 2009 - June 2010.

The objectives of this work plan are to maintain compliance with the July 11, 2007 Superior
Court Stipulation and Order in case no. SICVCV01-29768, conduct monitoring necessary to
achieve the LORP goals described in the 1998 Memorandum of Understanding, maintain
infrastructure necessary {o the operation of the LORP, and implement adaptive management
measures. The following priorities are observed in this workplan:

{. Work and activities required to maintain required flows in the river and required water
supplies to other LORP components,

2. Maintenance associated with flow compliance monitoring and reporting associated with
the above referenced Stipulation and Order.

- 3. Habital and water quality monitoring described in the LORP Monitoring and Adaptive
Management Plan (ES1 2008), or required to comply with the requirements of the
- Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board.

4. The preparation of the LORP Annual Report as required by Section 2.10.4 of the LORP

Final EIR and by Section L of the above referenced Stipulation and Order.
- 3. Other work or activities including the implementation of adaptive management measures.

Section 1 of this workplan covers maintenance, monitoring, mosguito abatement, weed
management, salt cedar control, and operations. Section 2 of this workplan addresses adaptive
management measures. Weed management and Saltcedar control activities are tasked and
funded under separate agreements and not described in this work plan.
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Summary 2009- 2010 fiscal year Monitoring and Adaptive Management Budget.
I Category Total |

Hydrologic menitoring $255,953
Biologic and Waler Quality $77.989
Maintenance $239,187
Mosquito Abatement $127.000"
_Adaptive Management $45,304
[Total $745,433 |

* includes 567,800 contingency for acrisl applications

The budget amount reflects the additional costs above equal sharing of work by the parties and
does not include the costs of Inyo and LA staff times where they offset. .
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Section 1. Maintenance and Monitoring Tasks

The maintenance and monitoring portmn of this work plan consists of seven categories of tasks:
maintenance, hydrologic monitoring, biological/water quality monitoring, range momionng.
mosquito abatement, weed management, and salt cedar control .

Maintenance. Maintenance activities consist of cleaning sediment accumulations and other
obstructions from water measurement facilities, cleaning sediment and aquatic vegetation from
ditches, mowing ditch margins, fence repair, and adjustments to flow control structures.
Estimates of the Jevel of effort necessary for maintenance were based on the level of ¢ffort that
was required during 2008 — 2009, '

Hydrologic Monitoring. Hydrologic monitoring consisis of monitoring, analyzing, and reporting
river baseflows and seasonal habitat flows, the flooded extent of the Blackrock Waterfow! -
Management Area (BWMA), the levels of the Off-River Lakes and Ponds, and baseflows, pulse
flows, and seasonal habitat flows to the Delta. Estimates of the level of effort required for
hydrologic monitoring were based on the level of effort required during 2008 — 2009, with the
exception that it was assumed that the number of measuring stations in the river corridor would
be reduced to four, and that the temporary flow measurement stations in the delta will be
discontinued. This assumption is based on the Standing Committee taking action on the
pcn'nanent monitoring stations early in the 2009-2010 fiscal year.

Currently, the flooded acreage of the BWMA is being measured by walking the perimeter of the
flooded area on foot with GPS every two weeks. Based on the measured flooded area, flows
have been adjusted to maintain a fixed acreage. Two problems have arisen: (1) because the
[tows have been adjusted constantly, no relation has been apparent belween water inputs and
flooded acres, and (2) walking the perimeter of the flooded area has proven prohibitively costly
due to the man-hours required. Discussion on changing the method of determining the flocded
extent by, developing a relationship between applied water and flooded acreage by holding the
inflow rate constant and allowing the flooded area to equilibraie to an approximately fixed
acreage arc ongoing. Under this proposed monitoring method, the acreage will be measured on
foot twice per quarter (approximately every six weeks) with intermediate assessments of flooded
acreage by using remote sensing. If this monitoring is utilized, the budget for hydro!oglc
monitoring will be reduced by $72,524,

* Biglogical/Water Quality Monitoring. Biological and water quality monitoring is related to the
tasks indicated in the Table 4.01 of the LORP Monitoring and Adaplive Management Plan
{MAMP), Note that baseflow compliance, BWMA flooded extent, and Off-River Lakes and
Ponds flooded extent are considered under Hydrologic Monitoring above. 1t is assumed that
most monitoring will be jointly conducted by Inyo and LA and that the hours of each agency
spend during 09-10, will offset one another. Range trend work will be planned, budgeted, and
conducted by LADWP and is not included in this work plan. Fish condition monitoring is
incorporated into the budget for water quality measurements. Ecosystem Sciences Incorporated,
the MOU Consuitant, will be involved with the Rapid Assessment Surveys, Baseflow Water
Quality, Seasonal Habitat Flow, Seasonal Habitat Flooding Extent, Seasonal Flow Water
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Quality, Avian Census’, Landscape Vegetation Mapping, and the Annual Report Preparation
including adaptive management recommendations. ,

Range Monitoring. Range monitoring is related 1o the tasks described in section 4.6 of the
MAMP. Three types of monitoring will take piace that are directly related 1o the management of
livestock grazing: irrigated pasture condition scoring, utilization and range trend, Irrigated
pasture condition scoring is a tool used by managers to systematically frack the condition of
irrigated pastures. Utilization monitoring tracks the amount of biomass removed from non-
imigated fields and Range trend tracks the long-term effect of grazing and grazing management
prescriptions on the grazing resource. Additionally, annual field inspections and evaluations will
be conducted. Range monitoring will be conducted by LADWP and is not a shared cost, and
therefore not budgeted in this work plan.

Mosquito Abatement. For the fiscal year 2009-2010, the Qwens Valley Mosquito Abatement
Program (OVMAP) plans to contintie a comprehensive Integrated Mosquito Management Plan
(IMMP) when addressing the new and developing sources within the LORP in accordance with
its mission of protecting public health. This IMMP consists of an expansion of currently used
materials and methods for the surveillance and control of mosquitoes across the OVMAP
boundary as well as contingency planning for late season flushing flows. This budget anticipates
field surveillance of potential larval habitat for mosquito produetion, larvieiding, pupaciding,
adult mosquito surveillance with light traps, mosquito bome disease surveillance, and treatment
for adult mosquitaes.

The budgeted amount of $127,000 includes a contingency of $67,000 in the event that
supplementary aerial treatments are necessary. The use of this contingency required concurrence
by beth the Inyo County Chief Administrative Officer and LADWP"s Aqueduci Manager. -

Weed Contro]. The Inyo/Mono Counties Agricultural Commissioner’s Office receives funding
from LADWP to control and eradicate several different invasive weed species both within the
LORP boundaries, and in areas within the watershed that that may serve as a seed source that
could impact the LORP area, These invasive weed species include: Lepidium latifolium,
Acroptilon repens, Cirsium arvense, Centaurea soistitialis, Centaurea maculosa, and Carderia
draba. These populations are managed using integrated pest management methods, including
mechanical, chemical and biological controls. Currently, there are 98 separate sites, on LADWP
lands, spread over an area of 29,755 gross acres that Agricultural Commissioner's Office
manages. Of these sites, 12 are within the LORP boundaries.

Along with weed treatment activities, the Agricuitural Commissioner’s Office provides mapping
and monitoring of these infestations from year to year. Information gathered includes net and
gross acreage, species, location, and the date when the selected management activity was
conducted. The Agricultural Commissiones's Office also provides outreach to the public that is
specific to the weed issues threatening the LORP, through educational materials targeting
recreationalisis visiting the area, and responds 10 and interacts with the public regarding any new
weed locations found within the LORP area. LORP weed control activities are funded through
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agreemenis outside of the LORP Annual Work Plan, and are therefore not included in the budget
presented here,

Salicedar Control. The County Water Department’s salicedar control program will concentrate
on the tributaries tothe Lower Owens River channel. The purpose of working on the LORP is to
reduce the likelihood of the creeks and streams spreading saltcedar throughout the Qwens River
re-watered chanmel. The current focus is to reduce the chance of infestation by treating areas in
the river drainage basin. One permanent, one shared employee and six seasonal field assistants
are expected to work on the control program during the treatment season (December-March).
Monitoring and follow-up treatments by the Salicedar Project Coordinator will occur during the
balance of the year. LORP saltcedar control activities are funded through agreements outside of ’
the LORP Annual Work Plan, and are therefore not included in the budget presented here,

Maintenance and Monitoring Tasks Budget

The attached spreadsheets provide the budgets for hydrologic monitoring, biologic/water quality
monitoring, maintenance, and mosquito abatement. The following table summarizes the costs of
the monitoring for the fiscal year July 1, 2009 through June 30, 2010 and specifies the costs
incurred by Inyo County, Los Angeles and the cost of the MOU consultant,

{Category Inyocosts LA gosts MOU Consultant Total Cost |
Hydralogic monitoring $0 3255953 $0 $265953 .
Biologic and Walter Quality $8,779 0 . 71,210 $77.989
Maintenance and Operations $0 $239,187 , $0  $239,187
Mosquito contral $63,500 $63,500 $0  §127,000
{fotal $70,279 $588,840 $71,210  $700,129)
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Generally, staff hours for the Inyo County and LADWP to conduct the biologic and water quality
monitoring offset one another. There are 367 total people days necessary 1o complete the
proposed biological and water quality monitoring, of which Inyo has 19 more people days
allocated than LADWP. There is no offset for the Maintenance, Operations, or Hydrologic
monitoring to be performed by LADWP. Additionatly, LADWP has allocated 245 people days
for Range Monitoring which is not a shared monitoring cost. Based on this budget, Inyo is
required to compensate Los Angeles $279,786 [or the differential in expenditures for
Maintenance, Operations, and Hydrologic monitoring. This value is calculated by subtracting
the dotlars inyo County will spend during the fiscal year from the amount spent by LADWP and
dividing the difference in half and adding half of the cost of the MOU Consultant. If the
alternative monitoring plan for the BWMA is approved, this cost would be reduced by $36,262
t0 5243,524. Inyo County’s cost share of implementing the Adaptive Management Measures is
an additional $22,652. S

Section 2. Adaptive Management Measures

The Adaptive management recommendations made by the MOU consultant for inclusion in the
LORP Annual Report to the Standing Commitice have been copied in their entirety below.
Recommendations for the Rapid Assessment Surveys, Water Quality, and Land Use are in-
progress at this time or will be incorporated in the upcoming field seasons monitoring effons.
The Workplan and Budget associnted with the MOU consultant recoramendations for the
Blackrock Waterfowl Management Area are described in this section, and also above under the
hydrologic monitoring section, The Workplan and Budget associated with the Delta Habitat
Area follow below. Based on comments received on the River Flow recommendation from the
LORP Annual Monitoring Report, Inyo County and LADWP believe that prior 10 the
development of a workplan for that item, an MOU Group meeling must be held to discuss how to
move forward.
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Table of Adeptive Managment‘Recommendations. LORP Annual Repori 2008,

Management Area

Recommandation andfor Action

“Rapid Assessmant
Survey (RAS)

i

l

+ Report Componition; Davalop consistant documantation and weporting wnwla!e that will enabh palter
comparison batween vears of dala collacBon,

+ Data Organization and Managemant Fulure RAS afforts should inglude 9 eatedsncal dita eloment. Annuat
deda collection neads lo be inisgrated in order to batiar analyze changse nom year o year,

+ Noyious Waeads; Peresynial pephérwand wis dotectad al four diffarent sHes and appearls) 1o hawe spread irem
pravious yeers. Locations should be veriled and treatad mulfiple mes to pravent further axpansion,

. » Exoilc Weads: 2608 RAS noled dense stands of smariwesd encompaseing much or ai of the fioodplain over o

roughly 10 mite sackion of the iver. This presents an opportunity for acdeptive managemant. Condrol mathods
including physical, biotogical contett, and chsmicl conirgl. We fetommend daveloping astudy design of cns or
more methoda of control lo be ytad ke treat selacied ssctions of ha nfesintion and monitor resuits.
« Woudy Recriiment: Woody recrultment appaars to be occurring Swaghat the Roodplain. Fulure dala
colipclion efiorts showld indhude calpgonicat dala documenting the numbeor of naw sprouls par locaon,

« Graxing Manageinant Issues: Supplemental tearing sites within the feadplain Fesdingisuppleman) araas are
not permilled within the riparion and Boodplain areas. Consullalion with lesseas and removal,

« Tamariek: Requaat more information snd the spaliah dala on the spacific locations whare tamansk ergd:cation
was pericmed. 2008 RAS documented 700 lamarisk pointg, but raperting issues sonfounvded resylts. tsing
<ategorical data fior tamnarisk results would allaviate many reporting istuns. Dala conhuion and tabulaton

{ makes il diffiesdt to meka adapive managamant recommendations conceming tamarisk,
:« Tamarisk Seediingac 2008 RAS ssadiing siles all nped o ba visiled, varifiad and resled.

+ Tamarisk Sfash: large slash pies should comtinge o be chipped. bumad snd/or removed from the
strpambanks. Pile now sfash in spproprat aress, not on sregmbsnks. whare LADWP can dispose of them.

+ Roads: Data mansgement and daily of roed abundancs and impacts is needad,

+ Traalhy: remounl and propar dispose] of severat Iargs applisnces dumpad into tha figodpian.

+ Beaver. No recommended acton.

Water Qualily

mmwmamofinmﬁmdmmemmamdmd as e treshdd
beyond which comective action 18 tshen,

River Flow

Adspive managemeni decisions on adusting fiver Nlows to improve e managsmant 2nd watsr quaity shoud ~
be based on careful analysis of various fow scenarios. Recommend & thoroligh analysis of possitle flow
changas using cusrant river begaling condifon and high-resdulicn madaling to prodiice a dotalled report for
MOU partias on fiow alteirasiives and scenarios. :

.Bladtrod: Waterfowl
Management Area
{BWMA

I sPrapare Wagganee and Drew Uil for cONVersion Burn nonsdorags. dense vagetation araas in Waggensr this

winter. Tomporanty tance Drew ko graze off the forage rather than wasts it by Buming. Consirusl b and twa
wator control siructures in Qrew unit por plan spacifications.

+initete a partie draw down of the Wintarion and Thiboutimity =3 Wagganer end Dcew are fooded beginning in
the spring. Additicnal fioating can be performad al Thibaut, § acreaqe is nesdad.

«HMaintan ihe 28 acres of Thitbeut ponds.

» Daveicp & relaionahip betwesn inflow and watted area 3o el management ia based on mflow with reguiat on-
the-ground moasuremants of wotled ared,

sManage welled ama with 3 continuous inflow so that natral, mams\emmnwawmmomwmbt
emulalbd willail axtrame fluctuations.

T »idonily & mathod that i spplicablo t 2l the BWIA units for develoning tegrassion equations thatrelate wotled

ann loinkow volume by 168800,
»During the dry phass in Thibaut, complate consinuction of tha berm desaibed in tha projsct implementabon
plans at the southem end of the unit to confine Bow end wetlad

Osita Habltat Area
{CHA)

«Nesd tameat Brine Podl Mrmmummmmnmaosm K one your.
sRecommend svalualing the DHA lo dolerming what chingas may have oocured to vegetatinn rascurces

{acreage and mﬂs&m}mhmmﬂ\yaﬂmﬂn managaman dedisions of modifcatons [o seasmal
puiss fows this

Land Usa

+Na data isbles mmmmwmwm-mh fo review. Ecosystem SGences was not abla lo
virify the condugions reached for landuse compllance without examinalion of he dala zei.

« Sumynaiizad dala results reporiad lor Biis yesr mmuiﬁnahdpmwmwa monitored and all are in
complisnce,

«Recommand that LADWF complate their ransec! placemend in a¥ pashuas and Galds and collect and repori 3
compiete fat of uliization, brigatad pastures and rangs trend moniforing data for e 2009,

+Racornmand that Al Evestock grazing plans be reviswed end updatad 30 thay ae campatible with the LORP
Montoring, Adspilve Manegemaent end Reporting Flen.

«Lessee consultalions as soon as poasile,

+Resommend that sachurazing laase have Il own monlkring sub-plan thatindides the location o transedts
andyiilzation cagoes on each pastire and fielo,

» Racommand that 2l fanced naceszary to manages (razing be complaled as 200n as gossitts - woll before e

ond of 2000
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Modification of flow management and flooded area measurement in the BWMA

The 1997 MOU calls for “Approximately 500 acres of the habitat area will be flooded at any
given time in a year when the runof¥ to the Owens River watershed is forecast to be average or
above average. In years when the runoff is forecasted to be less than average, the water supply
1o the area will be reduced in general proportion to the forecasted runoff in the watershed.” The
relationship between Owens Valley runofT to flooded acreage is further described in Ecosystem
Sciences August 2002 LORP Plan and Section 2.5.5 of the 2004 LORP EIR. Regulation of
water delivery to maintain a set flooded acreage has proven difficuit and the resulting relation
between water supplied and flooded acreage has been erratic. Recognizing that the relationship
between the amount of flooded acreage and water release to the habitat area is poorly known and
will continue ta be so, at least, until an adequate data base is developed, maintaining the required
flooded acreage will be conducted according to a schedule fixing constant water delivery rates
over fixed seasonal time periods. The purpose of this adaptive management measure is to
develop an efficient method of monitoring and managing the Blackrock Waterfowl Management
Area (BWMA), while still providing the desired benefits to wetlands and waterfowl. The
adaptive management measure will be undertaken as an experiment to:

1. Determine the relationship between flooded acreage and water supplied for each BWMA
unit, and to determine how that refationship changes seasonally.

2. Develop an efficient method of evaluating flooded acreage.

3. Develop a long-term protocol for managing the BWMA.

Scasonal water delivery flow rates will be set for each habitat area based on water use per acre
flooded ratios developed from existing data. Using the available flooded acreage and water
supplied data, an acre-foot per acre ratio of water used to acres flooded will be used lo set flow
rates. Flow will be set at the beginning of a season and held at that rate for the season. The
length of each season is defined. At the midpoint and end of each seasonal time period the
perimeter of the flooded acreage will be mapped to delineale the extent of flooding for the
corresponding flow. This data will be used to establishing ratios for future seasonal flows.

The flooded acreage and flows will be based on the current runoff years forecast at the beginning
of seasonal time period. Flooded acreage will be evaluated using GPS at the start/end of each
season, and at each season’s mid-poinf. Remote sensing will be investigated as a method for
¢valuating flosded acreage, using the GPS flooded perimeters for ground-truth and calibration.
Accuracy of flow measurements will be assessed as the data accumulate,

Delta Habitat Area Flow Assessinent

Background
Two separate management requirements exist for the Delta Habitat Area (DHAY; a short-term
requirement of providing a minimum flow of 0.5¢fs fo the Brine Pool for a ful) year following
project implementation, and a long-term requirement-of maintaining and enhancing the 2005
Delta acreage {1,160 ac). The Brine Pool requirements should be met in March 2009. Meeting
the DHA habitat requirements are mare problematic.
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The long-term requirement of maintaining and enhancing the DHA requires further investigation.
The only project objective that has been: met is that an average annusl flow of 6 to 9cfs passed
the pumphack siation to the DHA. In fact, data from the period of July 12th, 2007 to September
30th, 2008 indicates that an average annual flow of 11.6¢cfs flowed to the DHA. These data
include the seasonal habitat flows and some additional high flows resulting from precipitation
(natural variation) and pump station calibration and testing (which allowed river flows to bypass
the station and flow into the DHA). I habitat flows are not included, the average annual flow
passing the pumpback station to the DHA was 8.8 cfs.

LADWP’s dust control project also affects the DHA. The dust control project brackets, or
confines the DHA on both the east and west sides and, likely has raised shallow groundwater
conditions which is effecting DHA water spreading and potentially infiltration rates, The
prolonged effects of the seasonal habitat flows coupled with the above mentioned effects all have
had an accumulated impaci on the DHA.

- The management of the DHA centers on providing the area an annual base flow of 6 to 9cfs, and
supplementing that flow with four seasonal pulse flows designed to enhance habital for
waterfow] and encourage wetland development. Four pulse flows are scheduled to be
implemented once the Brine Pool requirement is met in March 2009, ' :

The important questions that require investigation relate 10 how the DHA has responded to a
changed surrounding landscape (the dust control project) and a changed water regime since
baseline conditions were measured. Dust control structures, levees and roads on the east and west
side of the DHA have converted the area from an open ecosystem to a confined or closed
ccosystem. Prior to this confinement, the DHA channels could naturally shift from time to time

- a8 vegetation developed and forced lateral movements thereby creating dynamic conditions for
the enhancement of wetland areas and habitat.

During the seasonal habitat flow water broke out of the west channel at the upper end of the delta
and flowed west along a dust control levee/cell and gravel area. Water coursed through a
remnant channel to the west of the DHA, Prior to the seasonal habitat flow this remnant channel
was dry. Rather than allow water 1o flow to the historic end point of the remnant channel it was
diverted by a dust control project tevee/road and flowed into a dust control cell. This water may
have created additional wetland habitat had it been allowed to follow its historic course, It
appears that this water did not enhance the DHA wetland or contribute to its maintenance, and
may have had a deleterious effect on dust control measures.

Initial examination of remote imagery from the years 2000, 2005 and 2008 indicate that
vegetation conditions in the DHA have changed. The amount of acreage (extent) and -
composition (species assemblage) change is not well quantified at this time. Yet, given the new
physical conditions which will influence how water is transported through, beneath and around
the DHA, and because the DHA’s vegetation has changed since the initial planning and
collection of baseline data, the use of the four pulse flows to enhance and maintain the wetiands
need te be reevaluated; especially since there is some evidence that the wetlands are tending
toward less diversily and more mono-culture. ' '
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Planned Work

The Lower Owens River Project Monitering, Adaptive Management, and Reporting Plan (Table
4.01) describes monitoring efforts to determine wetland habitat development and vegetation
mapping be conducted in year 3 of the project. Due to concerns described above it has been
proposed to accelerate that monitoring by ane year conducting it during the 2009-2010 fiscal
year. Ecosystem Sciences will evaluate the DHA to determine what changes may have sceurved
to vegetation resources (acreage and composition) in winter/spring 2009. LADWP acquired a
September 2008 Quickbird Satellite Image of the DHA that atlows for in-depth study of the
vegetation resources of the area. Current and past satellite imagery coupled with ground-truthing
of vegetation, flow data, shallow groundwater, and comparisons to baseline conditions will
provide insight to DHA changes and allow for adaptive management decisions related to
modification of seasonal pulse flows as necessary.

The following 1asks will be conducted to evatuale DHA conditions and develop
recommendations for the DHA:

1. Evaluation of land cover change. This task will use remote sensing, vegetation transects,
and channel eross-section surveys to evaluate change from pre-LORP conditions,

2. Evaluation of hydrologic changes in the DHA. This task will use groundwater data and
flow data to evaluate hydrologic changes in the DHA from pre-LORP and pre-dust

© abatement hydrologic conditions.

3. Evaluation of linkage between hydrologic changes and vegetation changes.  The results
of tasks | and 2 will be assessed to determine the effects of hydrologic changes on

‘ vegetation cover,

4. Recommendations for DHA management, Based on the linkages identified in task 3, the
consultant will develop recommendations will be made aimed at managing DHA flows 1o
better achieve the DHA goals of maintaining and enhancing delta habitats.

Deliverables

Ecosystem Sciences will produce a report that evaluates the foHowing questions in relation 1o the
PHA and the appropriate flows 1o maintain the required habitat conditions:

How has vegetation cover and composition changed since the LORP began?

How has the LORP changed the hydrology of the DHA?

How have dust control measures changed the hydrology of the DHA? :
What is the relation between hydrologic change and tand cover change in the DHA?

The report will also include adaptive management recommendations aimed at better achieving
the LORP goals for the DHA.

Schedule
Work will be performed in the winter and early spring of 2000,
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2009 -~ 2010 Fiscal Year Adaptive Management Measures Workplan Budget

Dally | Equipment
Organization/Clags | Days | rate | rate Jotal LA Costs | ESi Costs
Adaptive Management : '
maasures
- Deita Habitat Area :
) Assessment LADWP Survey 20| 477 45 | $10,440.00 | $10,440.00
' ESI Principal 20 | 1082 $20,640.00
ESt Senior 15 | 680 $10,200.00
ESt Admin 2] 612 $1.024.00
ES| Expensas $3.000.00 534,864 .00
i Adaptive Management Total $45,304.00
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Ecosystem Sciences Tasks
Rapid Assessment Survey
Principle 1 1032 $1,032,00
' Asgociate 10 S 680 150 $11,700.00
lase Flow Water Quailty :
Principle 1032 150
Associate 0 1 680 150  $680.00
Seasonal Habilat Flow )
Principle 8 2 1032 150 $9.156.00
Associate 680 168
Indicator Species Habital
Principle 1032 150
Assotiale 1 2 680 150  $2,190.004
Habital Flow Floading extent
Principla 3 3 1032 150 $6,642.00
Assptiaie 3 2 580 150 $3.850.00
Habital Flow Water Quality
Principle 1 1032 150 $1.032.00
Assaciate 680 160
Lendiscape Vieg Mapping
Pringiple 3 1032 150 $4,160.00
Assaciate 5 880 180 $4,150.00
Rubtotal ) ) 345,592.00
{Blackrock
Indicator Spacies Habilat
Principle 10932
Assoglate 1 2 630
Landscape Veg Mapping
Principle 2 1032
Associate 2 A80
_ Subtotal
Belta
Indicalor Spacias Habitat
Principle 1032 150
Aasociate 3 1 680 150 $1.510.00
ﬂLandscaps Vegetation Mapping
. Principle . 1032 15¢ §1.032.00
Assacials 1 §80 154 583000
Subtotal $3,372,00
OW-River Lakes and Ponds :
Ii.andscape Vegetation ﬁiﬁping _
Principle 1 1032 150 §1,032.00
Assoeiate 1 880 50 $830.00
Subtatsl $1,862.00
lAnnua! Report Preparation
nual Report
- Principle 10 1032 150 $10,320.00
Asgociale 5 880 150 $4,150.00
Subtotat s1gm.oui
$71.210.00

Expenses ara por dlem and milage”
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Hydrologic Monitoring
Promoted

2009-2010  Costfrom Juy ¥, EquigmemCost  Telpl Pradicted Cost
Predicted 2009 ihrough June iy 1. 2009 July 1, 2008 ihrough
Pagondays 30, 2010 Mrcigh June30.  Jone 30, 2010
&5 $20,536.53 $2.507.20 52332403
2 §754.38 $50.51 584489
2 5547784 $807.80 $5.075.44
o $6.091.53 $780.00 £8.971.53
4 51300490 $180.60 $1.493.481 -
e Saph7.67 $340.00 $3.43767
10 $a.723885 $0.00 $3.208.65
0 $0.00 $0.00 5000
42 $15,.300.62 $6.00 $15,360.82
[} §5.00 50,00 $0.00
0 5000 5000 $0.00
19 $ABiAG8 $0.00 $5.814.85
&1 $17.911.88 20,00 5171198
1" $6.509.34 $0.00 §8.599.34
22 $38.848.00 $4,860.00 $43,515.00
9 36.334.40 $160.00 $7,004.10
3] $7.653.06 §840,00 £8.493.06
148 $35,067.00 $0.00 $39.007.00
0 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
v $0.00 50.00 $0.00
3 $11. 24501 $6:.00 $11.245.31
12 $544.75 $0.00 $5434.75
19 $8.920.75 §0.00 - §6.920.76
0 $7,708.80 $0.60 $7.708.30
& $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
0 30.00 So.00 $0.00
17 324730 oo $0.47.29
bl $7.024.30 $0.00 57.024.30
7 5317027 .00 $a,170.27
GIS Arglys & $1.927.20 $0.00 $1,922.20
OFF RIVER LAKES AND PONTIS
i 8 5272156 $MU288 £3.054 8
o 40.00 $0.00 £0.00]
4 $1.480.72 $180.00 $1.817.12
0 50.00 $0.00 $0.00
0 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
7 $2,408.98 000 $2,404.96
a $0.00 30,60 $0.90
0 K04 $0.00 3000
5 8$1874.22 240 5187422
5 $1.754.08 $0.00 51,750.08
3 15527 (L1 $1.552.79
L] $0.00 $a.00 0,00
1] Ston 50,08 $0.00
0 $300 £1.00 $0.00
¢ 3600 $000 £0.00
4 fo.60 50.00 $o.o0
0 $0.00 000 $0.00
[\ 50.80 $0.00 $0.00
o .00 $5.00 $0.00
0 £0.00 2000 $0.00
[ $0.00 $0.090 $0.00
0 $0.00 30.00 s000
TOTAL = $255.593.00




! Adaptive Management
Adapiive Managemen] measiires zation/CiadDays [Dally rate [Equipmeant rata 1Total CATosts |ESI Costs
N !
[Uehs Habital Aren Assessment _TLADWE Survey | — 201 377 45{ $10,440.60 [$10,44D.00

€81 Princi 20 1033] $30,640.00

- F_‘_[m'a‘_is r 1 680 $10,200
EST Admin 512 sumg
: E8] Expenses i §3,000, $34.504.00
Task Subtotal $45,304.00




Operations and Malntenance
Labar typs purs: L.avor Rate Toral L abo Equigs
River
Measuring Stations Maisienanca (4 Sttnes)  Power Shovel Oparator 1831 1118 Mower
Track OrivasMCH . 3 axal dump Yucks
Operaior Cradal
Rulling Raopalr Man . Backhoe eni raier
Seiipaks ang Dicheg B0 o 4xd pithe up
Intake Spidgain Maintinanceo {3 days per year)
Buitding Repaic Man or ATE3 11231 34 ton Sxd gck-up F<) a7 155.79
. 2. Truek OrivonCH B4 3ZNM 178056 34 ton Sk pick- up 2 517 55 79
Intake
Rlowing (2 days pof yaar) Oparptor g W24 N85S Mower fo:d (LR 2409 V5!
1« Truek DrivariMCH 1% 3344 190304 1- 3 oned dump trutks 12 1538 1107.35
Cshal (3 dayd per yol) Porwer Sherval Oparator T 4320 116883 Gradall a B4 £92.38
2 » Teack DitvetrMCH 54 3114 1709.56 2.3 axal ump macks n 3530 1107 36
Etackmek Elieh
[Mowing (25 Says par yeal} Oparaior 225 - M Deeas Mawer 28 10.71 24097
2+ Touck DebretiMCH 450 M. 14013 2 -3 gxal dump tratks: 450 1538 N
Clerring {30 days por Youn Pawer Shoval Operator B 432 e Gdal 0 2564 23078
2 = Trotk BrivarMCH e M4 ANTA 2-3svebdump bucks 2o 15.38 FAlL-T ]
Goosa Laka iy River Dirch
Cleaning (5 daya pes yadn} Dgerator % 40,74 18323 Backhod and vailer a5 485 57
1.+ Truck DiivaoMOCH 45 I MDY 1.3axalcumpiuca 49 133 8921
Thitewt Soliigate and Dich
Cleaning {4 days pat yoo) Powar Shovet Opeimtos M 43128 155844 Gralall 16 2884 82304
2~ Trutk DrivgtiMGH 7z M 230808 23 astldump ks n 1538 1107 36
Jncapendenca Spingate and Dcn
Cleaning {4 days par yet) Qperator 135 W B39 Backhoaand inaipr 35 wude 19794
2+ Thuek Drivet!MGH w 244 BT 2.3 axe] dump iucks am 15.38 A5 8
Locust SpHigole med DESh - l
Clearing {5 ¢aya per yar) Powet Shavet Operatir L] 4329 $HO.0S Omgol L] X} HELE
Oparater 45 4024 18330 Backhoasnd buler 45 14.84 650.7]
%+ Truck Dovat/MICH 45 3R WBILA 1.3 dn oump rucks 5 $5.32 €821
vatr, Russell, Sucrgas andd Stgveny ’
Cleaning (20 days per yean) Dpeeaint .o 2004 73332 Backhow ond iraier 60 .85 25508
1 » Teuek DrvanMCH, 45 BN M9 1-3aRidumpinels Fo) 153 6021
Spiligaty
Glouring {G (ys por yeor) Power Shoeel Qgerator - 4328 209708 Qradsl & 564 130434
3 - Trogk Orivet/NGH 62 3044 SIE866 3-3uxel dump bucks 182 133 2401 56
Delta Spiligale Mainienance (3 days por yeml -
Buikfing Repais Man 2 ATEY 1033 MM nhAxd pick-up b4 877 (LY
2 < Trock DiiveiMGH 5 3394 TTEB6 FA ke Axd plicke U o s 15514
LORP Operations
Patrol and Flow Changes {280 days peryear}  Aguedest and Reservpelr K 2030 44 8R9G1.2 3M on dyd picke up 20806 51 120044
Makenanca
{90 days pat yodr) Buikting Repeér Man 50 WS1 3377 34 o dxd pick-ug 30 877 5192
2 - Truck DiiverMaCH 180 I/ DSR2 M on dad pich-um w0 %4 5193
$180.993 $59, 994
320,167




Range Monitoring_

Task Peopie Days}
Lititfzetion i |
lrigated Pasture Condition 5}
Range Trend . 180f .
|Arnus! Fisld Inspections {see 2-59 of EIR 20
Field Evaluations (see 2-58 of EIR) 5
Analysis and Reporting

Total[




