Plenary Group Meeting

Date: January 8, 2003

Time: 8:30 AM to 12:30 PM
Location: Placerville Inn
6850 Greenleaf Drive
Placerville, California
Directions
Agenda
Attendees

Final Summary

Handouts, Attachments & Presentations



Placerville Inn
6850 Greenleaf Drive
Placerville, California 95667

530 622-9100
Fax 530 622-9376

The Best Western Placerville Inn is just off Highway 80 and Missouri Flat Road, 40
miles east of Sacramento and 60 miles west of South Lake Tahoe.

From Sacramento Go East US-50

Take the MISSOURI FLAT RD exit towards DIAMOND SPRINGS.
Turn RIGHT onto MISSOURI FLAT RD.

Turn RIGHT onto MOTHER LODE DR.

From South Lake Tahoe Go West on US-50.

Take the MISSOURI FLAT RD exit towards DIAMOND SPRINGS.
Keep RIGHT at the fork in the ramp.

Stay straight to go onto MISSOURI FLAT RD.

Turn RIGHT onto MOTHER LODE DR.


http://www.smud.org/relicensing/meetings/meet_loc.htm

10:30 — 10:45

10:45 - 11:15
11:15-11:30
11:30 - 12:15
12:15-12:30
12:30 pm

BREAK

Schedule of Technical Presentations
Goal: To inform Participants of schedule of
presentations of technical studies.
Process: Presentation and Q&A

Approve Water Quality Study Plan

Goal: To approve revised Water Quality Study
Plan

Process: Open discussion and consensus
approval

Water Balance Model

Goal: To introduce the UARP Water Balance
Model and establish the mechanism for model
review and refinement.

Process: Description of existing model and
discussion

Next meeting agenda

Adjourn

Jim Lynch

Facilitator

Dave Hanson/
Jim Lynch

Facilitator
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Name AffiliationName Email v
Michael Alford ~ Siema Club mytmckcompanyi @aol.com
Mike Bean Gold Counh‘y‘ Paddlers mike@rivervilla.com
Pete Bell California Hydropower Reform Coalition bellevatt@odepat net
<W Charles Bertolette Citizen éhaﬁosb@ml.net
& Gary Bilyeu U.8. Forest Service  oblysu@fe.fedus )
| Sue Brilﬁﬁg Citizen britting@innercite.com
Joanna Canepa Tefra Tech EM Inc, canépaj@theml.com
@Jemard Carison Friends of El Dorado County bee@d-web.com
% Bill Center American River Recreation Association & Camp Lotus  bolotus@innercite.com
John H. Clements Federal Energy Regulatory Commission john.clements @ferc.fed.us
Marti Cochran Sacramento Municipal Utility District |
Ron Corso Mead and Hunt incorporated ron.oorso@meadhuﬁt.com
Katy Coulter U.S. Forest Service keoulter@fs.fed.us
Carson Cox State Water Resources Control Board ccox@waterights.swrcb.ca.gov
Virginia Crespo E! Dorado County Cultural Resources Commission ginger51@inneroite.com
Thomas D. Cumpston El ngdo Irrigation District teumpston@eid.org
| Banky Curtig California Departrﬁent of Fish and Game bcunis@dfg.ca.gov'
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IN Name ' AffiliationName Email

Lonnie R. Curtis El Dorado County Water Agency lourtis@co.el-dorado.ca.us
William Dancing- Washoe Tribe of Nevada and Califomia dnenfethr@aoi.com
Feather .

% Joe Davis Sacramento Municipal Utility District joavis1@smud.org

_v

mw:ﬁe Davis Placer County Water Agency miedavis@hotmail.com
Thomas Davis E! Dorado County Indian Coungil, ine. zamorano@pacbell.net
Bill Demenritt Citizen widbill@att.net
Richard Doble Pacific Gas & Electric Company rid2@pge.com
Jim Doolittle " El Dorado Management Group emg@d-web.com

M/’ Harry Duniop El Dorado County Citizens for Water
|
Leslie Dunsworth Sacramento Municipal Utility District Idunswo@smud.org
Rich Dwerlkotte EDAW dwerlkotter@edaw.com
Carol Efird Framatome ANP DE&S ‘ ¢jefird@framatome-anp.com
Mark Egbert El Dorado County Resource Conservation District megbertmd@netscape.net
Jim Eicher U.S. Bureau of Land Management jeicher@ca.bim.gov
George Ellioft U.S. Forest Service gelliott@fs.ted.us
Jim Fargo . ‘Federal Energy Regulatory Commission james fargo@ferc.fed.us
Catherine Fonseca  Shingle Springs Band of Miwak Indians cfonseca@ca.ihs.gov
Nicholas Fonseca Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians nfonseca@caob.califomia.ihs.gov
John Fraser El Dorado Irrigation District D-2 jfraser@innercite.com
Robert Fratini Pacific Gas & Electric Company rf1@pge.com
|
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John Gangemi
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- David Jones

Stafford Lehr

Doug Leisz

Lester Lubetkin
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AffiliationName

Raft Photo

Amoﬁenn Whmfor Conser;rntién

MG Planning & Design

Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc.
Sacramento Muniéipal Utility District
U.S. Forest Service

EDAW DE&S/Consultant

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
El Dorado County Water Agency
Sacramento Municipal Utility District
U.S. Bureau of Land Management
Placer County Water Agency

Clty of Sacramento

U.S. Bureau of Reclamation

El Dorado County Citizens for Water
Califomia Department of Fish and Game
El Dorado-County Citizens for Water
U.S. Forest Service

U.S.Fish & Wildlife Service

Framatome ANP DE&S

Jumper@jps.net
joangemi@digisys.net
mgoodavish@aol.com

maggyhannai@aol.com

dﬁémon@smud.oro

rhawkina@fs.fed.us
heipels@edaw.com

mike.henry@ferc.fed.us

bhetiand@co.el-dorado.ca.us

ghiggin@smud.org
jhom@oa.bim.gov
ed@hortonfarm.com
mjohnaon@cityofsacramento.org
rmjohnnson@mp.usbr.gov

lavacap@calweb,.com

 slehr@dfy.ca.gov

dieisz@d-web.com
llubetkin@fs fed.us
Shannon_Ludwig@fws.gov

jmiynch@framatome-anp.com
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W— Lonn Maier Sacramento Municipal Utility District Imaier@smud.org
% Einar Maisch Placer County Water Agency eimaisch@pcwa.net
@/ Art Marinaccio Taxpayers Association of El Dorado County artmarinaccio@hotmail.com
J% Judy Mthat citizen £f) C /ec ‘WJ?( ¢c’¢;« mathat@ownet.com
| Central Comm -
Brenda McConathy  Tetra Tech EM Inc. Brenda, McConathy@tteml.com
Bruce MeGurk Pﬁciﬁc Gas & Electric Company bjmo@pge.com
Denise McLemore U.S. Forest Service dmclemore@fs.fed.us
Ann-Marie Medin California Office of Historic Preservation amedi@ohp.parks.ca.gov
Mike Meinz California Department of Fis_h and Game mmaeinz@dfg.ca.gov
dJerry Mensch California Sportfishing Pmi;ection Alliance jerrymen@innercite.com
& Parvez Mody Sacramento Municipal Utility District pmody@smud.org
Chris Moffitt Sacramento Municipal Utility District omoffit@smud.org
David Moller Pacific Gas & Electric Company dxma@pge.com
. (WM Cheryl Mulder U.S. Forest Service cmuldergfs.fed.us
Edward T. Murray El Dorado County Citizens for Water edwardtmurray@attbi.com
Jeff Murray Shingle Springs Band c;f Miwok Indians imurray@caob.california.ihs.gov
Nancee Murray California Department of Fish and Game nmurray@dfg.ca.gov
Jeff Novak El Dorado County, Aiirports, Parks & Grounds Division  southfork@co.el-dorado.ca.us
Susan O'Brien Federal Energy Regulatory Gomhission susan.obrien@fere.fed.us
(bm& Beth Paulson U.8. Forest Service bapaulson@fs.fed.us
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John Peconom

E Steven Peirano

@ Richard Platt

Mike Preszier

Staven Proe

- Marie Rainwater
%Z\‘ '

Nate Rangel

Stephen Reynoids

Rick Russell

%' Fred Schaefer

Karen Smith

LaVeta Steizmiller

5 4_5 Sharon Stohrer

AffiliationName

Kleinschmidt

Pacific Gas & Electric Company

U.S. Forest Service

Mead & Hunt, incorporated

E! Dorado Countvaaxpayers for Quatity Growth
Tetra Tech EM Inc.

California Outdoors

Califomnia Department of Conservation

Carlton Engineering Inc.

El Dorado County Citizens for Water

Sacramento Municipal Utility District

Califomia Republican Assembly, El Dorado County

State Water Resources Control Board

john.peconom@kieinschmidtusa.com

sip2@pge.com
platt@fs.fed.us
mike.preszier@meadhunt.com
trail#@d—web.com
rainwam@ttemi.com
nate@raftcatifornia.com
sdreynol@consrv.ca.gov
rrusseli@cariton-engineering.com
fsierra17@jps.net
ksmith@smud.org
jostelz@cal.net

sstohrer@waterrights.swreb.ca.gov

Ron Stork Friends of the River rstork@friendsoftheriver.org
Oj&# Carol Szuch Sacramento Municipal Utility District eszuch@smud.org
Mike Taylor ° U.S. Forest Service mtaylor@fs.fed.us
Eri¢ Theiss U.S. Department of the Interior eric.theiss@noaa.gov
Craig Thomas The Center for Sierra Nevada Conservation cthomas@innercite.com
| Jane Valerius Jane Valerius Environmental Consuiting janevalerius@earthlink.net
Stephen Wald California Hydropower Reform Coalition swald@cathrc.org
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George Wheeldon
Hank White

Scott Wilcox
Chris Willlams
Rick Williams
Hanry Williamson
David Witter

Lois Wright

Don Yasuda

AffiliationName

El Do’rad9 Irrigation District D-4
Georgetown Divide Public Utility District
Stiliwater Sciences DE&S Consultant
El Dorado County
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National Park Service

3] Domdo Irrigation District

Sacramento Municipal Utility District

"U.S. Forest Service
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dyasuda@fs.fed.us
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PLENARY GROUP MEETING
UPPER AMERICAN RIVER PROJECT RELICENSING
JANUARY 8, 2003
9:00 A.M. TO 12:00 NOON

These minutes summarize the Plenary Group meeting for the Upper American River Project
(UARP) relicensing held on January 8, 2003 at the Placerville Inn, Best Western in Placerville,
Cdlifornia. The meeting summary is presented in two parts: the first part includes meeting
highlights and action items, and the second part summarizes each agendatopic. A list of
attendees and their affiliations isincluded as Attachment A.

MEETING HIGHLIGHTS

A presentation was given on the Chili Bar Project relicensing and overlapping issues with
the UARP relicensing process.

Issues regarding a Water Balance Model were discussed. At least one presentation by the
model architect is scheduled for January 21, 2003 at Sacramento Municipal Utility
Digtrict’s (SMUD) Sacramento office. Additional presentations will be scheduled as
needed.

The Plenary Group agreed to form a Water Balance Model Subcommittee.

AGREEMENTSAND ACTIONITEMS

The Plenary Group approved the November 6, 2002 Plenary Group draft meeting
summary with one minor clarification from Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E). SMUD will
post the final meeting summary on the relicensing website at
http://www.smud.org/relicensing.

The Chili Bar Project Relicensing presentation will be posted on the SMUD website at
http://www.smud.org/relicensing.

The Technical Working Groups (TWG) Mill review the schedule outline provided by ~—{ comment: spell out (TwG).

SMUD and set dates for study data presentations.

The Plenary Group approved the Water Quality Study Plan.

Group members who are interested in listening to a presentation by the Water Balance
Model architect, but who cannot make the Joint Benefit Investigation Team (JBIT)

presentation on January 21, 2003, may request another date for the week of January 21.
Contact Dave Hanson (SMUD) with those requests.
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10 WELCOME, INTRODUCTIONS, AND SAFETY MESSAGE

Dave Hanson (SMUD) opened the meeting by welcoming all participants and providing a safety
message regarding eye injuries. Every year, half amillion eye injuries are reported in the United
States. Keeping chemicals locked away from children, using protective eye gear when dealing
with chemicals, and clearing any debris before mowing the lawn can help prevent these injuries.

20 REVIEW AGENDA AND MEETING GUIDELINES

Marie Rainwater, the facilitator (Tetra Tech EM Inc.), reviewed the meeting agenda (see
Attachment B) and verified that all meeting attendees were familiar with the meeting guidelines
(Attachment C).

3.0 APPROVE NOVEMBER 6, 2002, PLENARY GROUP MEETING SUMMARY

The group approved the November 6, 2002 Plenary Group draft meeting summary with one
minor clarification provided by Steve Peirano (PG&E).

Resolution and Action: The November 6, 2002 meeting summary was approved. SMUD will
post a final copy of the meeting summary on the relicensing website at
http: //www.smud.org/relicensing.

40 CHILI BAR PROJECT RELICENSING PROCESS PRESENTATION

Steve Peirano (PG& E) gave a presentation on PG& E’ s relicensing process for the Chili Bar
Project (Attachment D). The presentation included an overview of issues that are being
addressed in coordination with the UARP Alternative Licensing Process (referred to as

“overlapping issues’), as well as non-overlapping issues that will be addressed separately under

, aswell as non-overlapping issues that will be addressed separately under - { comment: Spell out (VARPALP).

)

the Chili Bar relicensing process. Mr. Peirano said that most of the overlapping issues are
associated with flow and are being addressed in the study plans being developed in the UARP
Alternative Licensing Process. He said that non-overlapping issues include things such as
terrestrial and cultural issuesin the land adjacent to the Chili Bar reservoir. The Chili Bar
presentation is attached and will be posted on the SMUD website at

http: //www.smud.org/relicensing.

Bill Center (Camp Lotus) ask=¥whether there was a process to move issues from the category of
Chili Bar issuesto UARP overlapping issues. Mr. Peirano responded that there may be many
unforeseen issues and considerations, and the issue designation could certainly change over time.
Dave Hanson (SMUD) explained that there is no formal procedure for changing a designation,
but such changes would be addressed through the ongoing collaborative process and through
written correspondence, if needed. Art Marinaccio (Taxpayers Association of El Dorado
County) asked whether the proposed time frame for reviewing the first stage consultation
document might mean certain issues are overlooked or lost in the shuffle. Mr. Peirano (PG&E)
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stated that PG& E is trying to make things as simple as possible for stakeholders. However, once
submitted, the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) also allows an opportunity for
public review and comment on the document.

Resolution and Action: The Chili Bar Project Relicensing Process Presentation will be posted
on the SMUD website at http://www.smud.org/relicensing.

50 STATUSUPDATESAND SUMMARIES

The following status updates and summaries of the TWG meetings were provided to the Plenary
Group.

Aquatics. Beth Paulson (U.S. Forest Service [USFS]) stated that the Aquatics TWG had three
meetings since the last plenary meeting: November 8, December 2, and December 16, 2002. The
focus of those meetings, respectively, was the following: overlapping studies, the water balance
model for Chili Bar, and approval of the water quality study plan. The next Aquatics TWG
meetings are Thursday, January 9, 2003 and Thursday, January 16, 2003. The TWG has agreed
to aschedule of the first Thursday of every month throughout 2003.

Dave Hanson (SMUD) noted that the Aquatics TWG is considering forming a Chili Bar
subgroup. This subgroup would be open both to those who are and are not already on the
Aquatics TWG. Whileitisfelt that the Chili Bar discussions are primarily in the realm of
aguatics, the subgroup intends to deal with all Chili Bar overlapping issues, not just those of an
aguatic nature.

Terredtrial. Lonn Maier (SMUD) reported that the Terrestrial TWG had not met since the last
Plenary group meeting, but that a number of terrestrial surveys have begun, including abald
eagle study and a waterfowl! nesting habitat study. The next meeting of the Terrestrial TWG has
not yet been scheduled.

Cultural. Lonn Maier (SMUD) noted that the Cultural Resources TWG has not met since the last
Plenary Group meeting. All of the fieldwork has been completed. In addition, the TWG met
with tribal members who were able to provide valuable input.

Recreation. Joe Davis (SMUD) reported that the group approved a study plan on winter
recreation survey work, and is pleased with its progress. The next meeting will be held during
the afternoon of January 8, 2003 (following today’ s Plenary Group meeting). The focus of the
meeting will be to review results from summer surveys. Thisreview isthe first step in data
analysis, and the goal isto get an informative update and get input from the group on data sorting
and analysis. The next meeting will be a half-day meeting, commencing at 1:00 p.m. on January
22,2003 at the SMUD customer service center.

Land Use. Joe Davis (SMUD) reported that the first official meeting for the land use TWG is

scheduled for Wednesday, January 15, 2003 from 9:00 am. to 12:00 noon at the SMUD
Customer Service Center. The focus of the meeting will be three study plans: roads assessment,
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fire and fuel, and land use, as well as consideration of the additional land use issues questions
recently provided by the El Dorado County Citizens for Water.

Socioeconomic. Joe Davis (SMUD) stepped in to give an update on this TWG, noting that the
spokesperson slot is open and will need to be reassigned. The socioeconomic TWG met on
November 25, 2002 and is currently working on a draft of the re-operation study plan and a draft
of the Socioeconomics study plan. The drafts will be discussed at the next TWG meeting
scheduled for January 15, 2003. If the TWG approves the draft study plans, they will be
presented at the February plenary meeting. The TWG reviewed the Regulatory Overview
Document on water rights, co-authored by El Dorado County and SMUD. Mr. Davis stated that
Chris Williams (El Dorado County) is preparing comments on water rights for discussion at the
next TWG meeting. Sharon Stohrer (SWRCB) clarified that the SWRCB has no presentation to
make on the Regulatory Overview Document, however the SWRCB staff would like to be
present at the next meeting to address any questions from participants. The February TWG

meeting will be scheduled to ensure staff from the SWRCB are [aygij abletoattend. -~ { comment: spall out.
JBIT. [Bill Hetland (E! Dorado County Water Agency) gave an update on the JBIT, noting that - { Comment: Spel out (BI).
the group is comprised of members from EID), the El Dorado County Water Agency, SMUD, _~ { comment: spell aut.
Georgetown Divide PUD, and technical staff. The purpose of the JBIT isto c%ﬁer potentially

mutually beneficial projectsto increase power production and water storage. Te==/selection

criterion f jects includes hydro production, cost, and environmental impacts. The JBIT is

currently rd_Zving the several project ideas that have b evel oped in recent years.

The JBIT held one public meeting in El Dorado County and received alot of good feedback,
including two written comments. People were supportive of the concept of additional water
supply. JBIT will be holding two meetings the week of January 21, 2003, during which they will
discuss the water balance model, as well as the specific cost estimates of various projects.

Bill Center (Camp Lotus) voiced concern that there was only minimal public input prior to
selection of an actual project. He felt this approach could result in unnecessary delays or
unexpected controversy when a given project is presented as a viable option, and he encourages
the JBIT to consider additional public involvement.

Bill Hetland (EI Dorado County Water Agency) responded that the JBIT will have public
meetings throughout the development of a proposed project. However, the process has not
progressed to the point where open collaboration is possible. The JBIT isfocusing on finding
projects that are viable, and hope to be efficient in dealing with input.

6.0 SCHEDULE OF TECHNICAL PRESENTATIONS
Jim Lynch (Framatome-ANP, SMUD consultant) distributed a schedule for study data
presentations noting that the schedule is currently very loose. Mr. Lynch said that the schedule

lists only the month, not a specific date, that the technical groups would like to present
information to the TWGs. The schedule list also includes months when feedback is needed and
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is based on the anticipated month for additional fieldwork. He recommends delivering the
presentations in addition to the regular TWG meetings so the ongoing TWG work can progress.

The scheduleis blocked into segments, with a purpose of each block taking afull day, if needed.
For example, if a presentation is expected to be long, isit grouped alone so that a TWG can
scheduleit as one full presentation. If several presentations are shorter, they are grouped
together so that they can be presented on 1 day.

The goal of each of these presentations isto get information to the appropriate TWGs quickly,
have a discussion, get recommendations from technical people, and determine whether any
follow-up studies are needed.

All datawill be presented to the TWGs in a PowerPoint presentation. Following established
group protocol, the presenter will send the TWG the presentation 2 weeks in advance so it can be
reviewed and people can formulate questions prior to the presentation. Mr. Lynch noted that the
schedules for these presentations need to be formulated and given to the presenters quickly so
that there istime for such preparation. To that end, Mr. Lynch suggested that the TWGs be
tasked with setting the schedules for these presentations either at their next meetings, or over
email if ameeting is not scheduled soon. No one in the group objected to having the TWGs
make the schedules for the presentations.

It was noted that, if there was a major timing conflict, one presentation could possibly be given
twice. It would present a challenge to the technical presenters as to how to use possibly
conflicting feedback from the two presentations, but that will be explored only if one
presentation hasto be given twice.

Resolution and Action: The TWGs will review the schedule outline provided by Jim Lynch
(Framatome-ANP) and set dates for technical presentations based on that outline.

70 APPROVE WATER QUALITY STUDY PLAN

Lonn Maier (SMUD) noted that the Water Quality Study plan was presented to the Plenary
Group in September 2002. Since then, there have been clarifying revisions, but primarily
regarding technical definitions. Mr. Maier offered to re-present the study plan to the group, but
added since the changes were technical and not substantive in nature, this may not be the best use
of the group’stime.

The group agreed that it did not need to see the plan again, and it was approved.

Resolution and Action: The group approved the Water Quality Study Plan.

80 WATERBALANCE MODEL
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Dave Hanson (SMUD) stated that SMUD had commissioned Duke Engineering & Services (now
Framatome-ANP) to develop awater balance model about 3 years ago for thisrelicensing. The
model is of the entire UARP and, for those who are familiar with the 184 Project, it issimilar to
that model. Mr. Hanson noted that the goal is to set meetings to discuss the water balance
model. Mr. Hanson suggested the Plenary Group create a Water Balance Subcommittee to
addressthisissue. Mr. Hanson clarified that from this model two distinct models will be
developed for specific purposes. one for JBIT purposes and the other for the relicensing process.

The JBIT will use this model for its own purposes, independent of the relicensing effort
purposes, and will have a presentation from the model architect at its meeting on January 21,
2003. The meeting will be held at SMUD’ s Sacramento office. The Plenary Group isinvited to
this meeting, and will be given the opportunity to see a presentation and ask questions. If
January 21 is not a convenient day, given the short notice, Plenary Group members may request
another meeting sometime during the week of January 21, since the architect isin town that
entire week.

Cheryl Mulder (USFS) asked if it would be possible to look at several models before deciding on
the SMUD model. Dave Hanson (SMUD) replied that the possibility of other modelsis not off
the table. However, he would like to begin by focusing on the model developed for this
relicensing since the investment has already been made.

Beth Paulson (USFS) suggested that the group first determine what questions they would want
answered by the modeler, then look at the SMUD model to seeiif it can accomplish those goals.
Jim Lynch (SMUD) noted that most models are “canned” and then custom-configured. The
architect will be able to tell the group what the model typically puts out, and what it is capable of
putting out. After speaking with the modeler to get an initial understanding, the group can
formulate a checklist and determine if the model meets the needs of the group.

Beth Paulson (USFS) asked whether the chosen model would be available for use by everyonein
the group. She said it can be difficult to see someone run the model, then later think about it and
keep aclear picture of the process. She said that having time to work with amodel directly can
be very helpful. Bill Hetland (EI Dorado County Water Agency) stated that, with the 184
Project, the Forest Service and others were able to run the model, and it was an educational
process. It gave people time to think about it, talk to their constituents, and ultimately, it made
the plenary process progress faster.

Dave Hanson (SMUD) stated that he was not opposed to others running the model, but he would
like the process to remain collaborative. A series of workshops on the model would be a process
for everyone to run it and view it multiple times, building on the knowledge obtained at past
workshops.

Art Marinaccio (Taxpayers Association of EI Dorado County) stated that the workshop
environment does not allow enough time to try different scenarios. He suggested that Mr.
Hanson or Mr. Lynch look into the licensing agreements with Duke to see how many people
would be able to have access.
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Jim Lynch (Framatome-ANP) stated that, before running the model, people should identify
exactly what they want to study, thinking in terms of resource management, and consider the
appropriate variables they want to account for.

Rich Platt (USFS) stated that another presentation is needed in addition to the one scheduled for
January 21, 2003. The Recreation TWG is going to check in at its meeting on January 8, 2003 to
identify another date during the week of January 21 for the model presentation.

Dave Hanson (SMUD) noted that there does need to be a Water Balance Subcommittee to look
at, get comfortable with, and revise the model, if necessary. Mr. Hanson agreed that it would be
appropriate for members of the Plenary Group to involve their technical constituentsin this
subcommittee, even if they are not part of the Plenary Group.

Marie Rainwater (Tetra Tech EM Inc.) clarified that the Water Balance Subcommittee, once
formed, would be responsible for setting its own processes and schedules, and would provide
regular updates to the Plenary Group at monthly meetings.
Resolution and Action: Memberswho are interested in a meeting with the water balance model
architect during the week of January 21, 2003 will identify another date and let Dave Hanson
(SMUD) know after the Aquatics TWG meeting on January 9, 2003. The group has agreed to
form a Water Balance Subcommittee.
9.0 NEXT PLENARY MEETING AGENDA
The following agenda items were identified for the February 5, 2003 agenda:

SMUD will present a proposed overall schedule for 2003.

USFS will provide a presentation on the Bassi Falls/ Millionaire Camp restoration
project. The presentation includes a 15-minute video providing information on
cooperative stewardship to address recreational impacts on water quality and other
environmental resources.

100 WRAP-UP AND ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at 12:00 PM. The next meeting will be held on February 5, 2003, in
the Rubicon Room at SMUD Customer Service Center, Sacramento, California.
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