Plenary Group Meeting

Date: November 5, 2003

Time: 9:00 AM to 12:30 PM
Location: Sacramento Marriott
11211 Point East Drive
Highway 50 and Sunrise Blvd
Rancho Cordova, CA
Directions
Final Agenda
Attendees
Final Summary

Handouts, Attachments & Presentations



Notice of Meeting

Upper American River Project Relicensing

Plenary Group

November 5, 2003

Sacramento Marriott-Rancho Cordova
11211 Point East Drive (Hwy. 50 and Sunrise)

Meeting Objectives: (1) to receive status updates on key aspects, including
SMUD/PG&E Memorandum of Understanding 2 (MOU2), EDCWA's proposal to SMUD
on water supply, and the Settlement Agreement (SAG) Protocols; (2) to review the
process for requesting CHEOPS model runs; (3) to review the revised overall

relicensing schedule; and (4) to approve the revised draft Overarching Study Plan.

AGENDA
TIME TOPIC
8:30—-9:00 am Arrival and morning refreshments
9:00-9:10 Welcome/ Introductions/ Safety M essage
9:10-9:15 Review Agenda/ Meeting Guidelines
9:15-9:20 Approve October 1 Plenary Meeting Summary
9:20-10:15 Status Updates and Summaries

Goal: To inform participants of key activities and
discuss “hot” issues since last meeting.
Process. Presentationand Q & A

TWG updates (< 5 min. each)
Recreation IFG

November field schedule

Water Balance Subcommittee
CHEOPS™ Model/CUA Update
SMUD/PG& E Report on MOU2

JBIT Update
e SAG Protocols Subcommittee

Facilitator

Facilitator

Facilitator

Spokesperson
Facilitator

Jim Lynch

Jm Lynch

Pam Taheri

Pam Taheri &
Steve Peirano

Bill Hetland

Leslie Dunsworth



10:15-10:30

10:30 - 11:00

11:00-11:30

11:30-12:00

12:00-12:15

12:15-12:30

BREAK

CHEOPS Model Request Process Pam Taheri
Goal: To review the process for requesting model

runs.

Process. Presentation and Q&A.

EDCWA Proposal to SMUD on Water Supply Bill Hetland
Goal: To understand EDCWA'’s proposal and

determine next steps.

Process. Presentation and Q&A.

Revised Overall Relicensing Schedule Jm Lynch
Goal: Toreview the revised overal relicensing

schedul e based on suggested changes by Plenary

Group Participants.

Process:. Presentation and Q&A.

Approve Study Plans Facilitator
Goal: Provide time to discuss any concerns with
the following revised draft study plans and

approve.

B Overarching Study

Process. 1% determineif Plenary Group isready to
approve the study plans without further discussion,
2" open discussion and consensus approval.

Note: The Overarching Sudy Plan was reviewed
at the October Plenary meeting and SMUD staff
agreed to consult with Bill Center regarding his
concerns related to power generation fromvarious
reservoirs

Next meeting agenda & adjourn Facilitator



PLENARY GROUP MEETING
UPPER AMERICAN RIVER PROJECT RELICENSING
NOVEMBER 5, 2003
9:00 AM —12:30 PM

These minutes summarize the Plenary Group meeting for the Upper American River Project (UARP)
relicensing held on November 5, 2003, at the Marriott Hotel — Rancho Cordova, California. 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 affiliationsis
included as Attachment A.

MEETING HIGHLIGHTS

e Bill Hetland, EDCWA, gave a PowerPoint presentation on EDCWA's proposal to SMUD for
an lowa Hill Consumptive Water Project.

e Jim Lynch, Devine Tarbell & Associates, presented and reviewed the Model Run Request
form.

e Paul Bender presented the idea of using an overall relicensing schedule utilizing Primavera
(P3) software. Once developed, this schedule would be reviewed at each Plenary Group
meeting.

e The draft Overarching Study Plan and the draft Flow & Fluctuation Study Plan were
discussed.

AGREEMENTSAND ACTIONITEMS
e The Plenary Group approved the October 1, 2003 Plenary Group Draft Meeting Summary.

SMUD will post the final meeting summary on the relicensing web site at
http://hydrorelicensing.smud.org.

e Paul Bender, SMUD, committed to present a detailed Overall Relicensing Schedule possibly
at the December, but no later than the January 2004 Plenary Group meeting.

e Jim Lynch, Devine Tarbell & Assocs., promised to provide the Plenary Group participants
with a matrix showing the status of all the studies by the week of November 10. He also
committed to revising the handout titled, “List of “Low-Hanging Fruit” Studies for lowa Hill
Development” to reflect both the U.S. Forest Service’'s and California Department of Fish &
Game' s provisional approval pending the final project description review.

e The Overarching Study Plan, with Bill Center’s revisions, will be addressed at the Aquatics
TWG meeting on Thursday, November 6. The Plenary Group approved a process change that
if the Aquatics TWG participants agreed to the revisions, then the Plenary Group would
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consider the Aquatics TWG-approval as final. The Plenary Group also agreed to this same
procedure change for the Flow and Fluctuation Study Plan.

e |f the Settlement Agreement Protocols are approved by the Protocols Subcommittee, they will
be presented at the December Plenary Group meeting for approval.

e SMUD will post a schematic of the model run request process on the UARP Relicensing web
site.

1.0 WELCOME,INTRODUCTIONS, AND SAFETY MESSAGE

Marie Rainwater, Rainwater & Associates, LLC, the facilitator, welcomed everyone. She had
everyone introduce themselves. Paul Bender offered some safety tips to the group as well.

20 REVIEW AGENDA AND MEETING GUIDELINES

Marie Rainwater reviewed the meeting agenda (Attachment B) and verified that al meeting attendees
were familiar with the meeting guidelines (Attachment C).

3.0 APPROVE OCTOBER 1, 2003 PLENARY GROUP MEETING SUMMARY

The Plenary Group approved the October 1, 2003 Plenary Group Draft Meeting Summary. No
additional comments were received.

Resolution and Action: SMUD will post a final copy of the meeting summary on the relicensing
web site at http://hydrorelicensing.smud.org.

40 STATUSUPDATESAND SUMMARIESHOT ITEMS

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

Recreation — Harry Williamson (NPS) reported that the TWG met on October 22 and focused on
Carrying Capacity study results, particularly at the reservoirs. Concentrated areas were looked at to
see if additional dispersed camping is necessary. The group also reviewed the status of the feasibility
studies for whitewater boating. Harry discussed the Slab Creek Whitewater Boating Study that
occurred on October 31, November 1-2. He stated that it went very smoothly and video footage was
recorded aswell. Harry believed the end-of-the-day focus groups provided excellent feedback.

Bill Center echoed Harry’s comments on how well the event was coordinated and how smoothly it
ran. Bill mentioned there are several reconnaissance trips on a variety of other reaches (i.e., Ice
House reach of Silver Creek, South Fork Rubicon, and Rubicon at Rubicon Meadows). He related
the hiking trip along Silver Creek upstream of Camino Reservoir, to Silver Creek Falls (approx. 100-
ft. in height), and said a test flow would not be reasonable on this stretch. He would like to see a
single-day test flow on the Silver Creek reach running from Camino downstream into Slab Creek
Reservair.
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Aquatics - Beth Paulson (USFS) reported that one meeting was held since the last Plenary Group
meeting. On October 2" a Habitat Suitability Criteria (HSC) workshop was conducted. The next
meeting is scheduled for tomorrow, November 6, to discuss HSC curves and the Flow and
Fluctuation Study Plan. A meeting on November 13 is scheduled but there is no agenda at thistime.

Socioeconomics — Joe Davis reported that the TWG will meet on November 12" for a presentation by
Drs. Fountain and Chhabra on the Socioeconomic Impact Study results. There will also be a follow-
up discussion on the status of the Reoperation Study Plan.

Terrestrial — No report was presented.
Cultural — No report was presented.

Land Use — No report was presented.

Recreation |IFG — Marie Rainwater stated that the next meeting is scheduled for November 14™

Field Schedule - Jim Lynch reviewed the Field Schedule. He noted that some aguatics studies are in
the process of being completed, with the Chili Bar Flow & Fluctuation study ongoing. He stated that
he would provide the Plenary Group participants with a matrix reporting the status of each study plan
by early next week. He provided the participants with a chart showing the “low-hanging fruit”
studies for lowa Hill. Both the U.S. Forest Service and California Department of Fish & Game
requested the chart be changed to reflect that both agencies have provisionally-approved the studies
pending the review of the final project description.

Water Balance Model Subcommittee —Jim Lynch reported the WBMS held one meeting on Water
Year Types. The Water Year Type Subgroup met and agreed on five water year types and a number
of triggers. A WBMS meeting is scheduled for November 10 when there will be a presentation on
the Base Case Run.

CHEOPS Model Update — Pam Taheri, SMUD, reported that the internal analysis of the UARP-only
model was completed. The model including Chili Bar has not been completed as of this date.

SMUD/PG&E MOU2 — Pam Taheri reported that the two entities have conducted three substantive
meetings since the October Plenary meeting. Both companies have overcome severa large
roadblocks with a couple of key issues still being hammered out. The mindset is to have it resolved
by the December Plenary meeting and report back. Paul Bender commented that SMUD would
proceed with the Flow & Fluctuation Study next week. Sharon Stohrer said she had received a
revision to the study that needs to be resolved at the Aquatics TWG before the study can proceed.

JBIT — Bill Hetland reported that one meeting was held since the October Plenary meeting to discuss
how to evaluate the Phase 2 dternatives. SMUD is putting together some additional information to
assist in the evaluation, and the next meeting will be next week on November 13" with a draft final
report by the end of next week.
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Settlement Agreement (SAG) Protocols — Leslie Dunsworth reported that the subcommittee met
yesterday to discuss another version of the protocols. Another rewrite will be accomplished before
the next meeting on November 18". The final protocols are schedule to be presented at the
December Plenary Group meeting. Jim Lynch commented that anyone planning to participate in the
settlement agreement negotiations would need to block a significant amount of time on their
calendars over the next six to eight months to review study data and attend settlement negotiation
meetings.

Bill Hetland commented that EI Dorado County’s representative at the meeting indicated that the
Plenary Group might be disbanded in lieu of the Settlement Negotiation Group; he felt that would be
abad idea. Leslie Dunsworth, SMUD, stated that was a misconception; it was more than likely the
Plenary would become the settlement group but operate in negotiations mode under a different set of
protocols, with more focus and more structure in order to accomplish as much as possible prior to
submission of a draft or final license application. The Plenary would continue to perform its other
functions as necessary.

Concerns regarding the extent of confidentiality surrounding the negotiations were aired. In
particular, the status of documents, proposals and technical information is of concern. Regarding the
latter, it was clarified that study results and technical information developed through the Plenary and
TWG processes would remain as public information. Bill Hetland indicated that EI Dorado County’s
participation might be contingent on the level of confidentiality imposed.

50 EDCWA PROPOSAL TO SMUD ON WATER SUPPLY

A PowerPoint presentation was provided by Bill Hetland on EDCWA'’s proposal to SMUD for an
lowa Hill consumptive water supply project to meet EI Dorado County’s water needs to the year
2025 (Attachment D).

Jm Shetler informed the group that SMUD received the letter proposal from EDCWA on Friday,
October 31, at 12:00PM. He stated that SMUD is in the process of evaluating the proposal, but
SMUD'’s perspective is that the only part of consumptive water supply agreed to be included in the
relicensing is under the Reoperation Study Plan. The Joint Benefits Investigation Team (JBIT)
process will address all other aternatives. Some concerns were mentioned regarding the 42”
diversion pipe, and Mike Preszler, Mead & Hunt, said that the information on how EDCWA arrived
at that dimension could be provided to the participants.

Resolution and Action: Presentation, discussion and questions. SMUD will respond to EDCWA'’s
letter by November 21, 2003.

6.0 CHEOPSMODEL REQUEST PROCESS

Jm Lynch, Devine Tarbell & Associates, made a presentation on the CHEOPS Model Run Request
form to be used by participants when they want to request a model run be performed by SMUD. The
form has eleven reaches identified on it with the water year types already built-in. Pam Taheri,
SMUD, reiterated that the current model is UARP-only, the UARP + Chili Bar does not exist at this
time but will eventualy.
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Chris Shutes, citizen, requested a schematic of the model-run-request process be made available on
the web site for usersto identify with.

The letter exchange between SMUD and the agencies on the CHEOPS model Use and
Confidentiality Agreement was reviewed. The agencies have informed SMUD that they are going
forward with development of their own model. Paul Helman, citizen, commented that the involved
parties should continue the conversation/negotiation because having two software models will
potentially create downstream resolution problems that will take time and effort to work through.

Resolution and Action: Presentation, discussion and a schematic of the model-run-request process
will be posted to the UARP Relicensing web site.

70 REVISED OVERALL RELICENSING SCHEDULE

Paul Bender, SMUD, reported that an overall relicensing schedule is being developed in Primavera
(P3) software that will be a high-level schedule with a critical path identified. Some concerns were
voiced by participants that the schedule not be allowed to run the process, but rather be used as a tool
to manage the process.

Resolution and Action: Presentation, discussion and SMUD committed to having a schedule
available for review at the January Plenary Group meeting.

80 APPROVE STUDY PLAN

The Overarching Study Plan and the Flow & Fluctuation Study Plan were discussed. It was decided
that the Aquatics TWG would review the suggested changes to both study plans, and if they approve
the changes to both study plans then the Plenary Group will agree with the Aquatics TWG's
approval. This is outside the normal process for study plan approval but everyone agreed to the
process change for these two study plans.

Resolution and Action: Discussion and agreed to send both study plans to the Aquatics TWG for
approval.

9.0 NEXT PLENARY MEETING AGENDA
The following agenda items were identified for the December 3, 2003 agenda:

Model Run Request Report

SMUD’ s Response to EDCWA'’s Proposal
Study Plans for Approval

lowa Hill Project Description — Plenary approval
TWG/IBIT Updates

SMUD/PG& E MOU2 Update

SAG Protocols Approva

Recreation IFG Report/Approval
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e Revisit Interest Statements made 2 years ago for Updates/Revisions
e Update on Base Case from WBMS
¢ Relicensing Project Schedule Update/approval if available

100 WRAP-UP AND ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at 12:22 PM. The next meeting will be held on December 3, 2003 at the
SMUD Customer Service Center, Rubicon Room.
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