




















Water Authority and the United States Bureau of Reclamation, and Related Forbearance Program
proposed fallowing up to 25,000 acres of land to export 82,500 AF of surface water and 2,500 AF of
groundwater.

When less senior members of the SCFP receive reduced surface water deliveries, GCID may
choose to fallow annual crop acreage to share (sell) water to their partners as well as refuges. If and
when the Sacramento Valley watershed experiences an extended drought, agriculture will probably
fallow annual crop acreage and reserve water applications for perennial orchard crops.

North state water districts should not exploit groundwater that they don’t need for their agricultural
practices to participate in water marketing, but that is exactly what GCID is pursuing. Knowing full
well that there are significant groundwater needs of non-district residential and agricultural users,
GCID obtained a federal grant in 2006 that states that, " GCID shall define three hypothetical water
delivery systems from the State Water Project (Oroville), the Central Valley Project (Shasta) and the
Orland Project reservoirs sufficient to provide a full and reliable surface water delivery to parties now
pumping from the Lower Tuscan Formation. The purpose of this activity is to describe and compare
the performance of three alternative ways of furnishing a substitute surface water supply to the
current Lower Tuscan Formation groundwater users to eliminate the risks to them of more
aggressive pumping from the Formation and to optimize conjunctive management of the
Sacramento Valley water resources." This scheme is ludicrous due to the current shortage of
surface water, prohibitive costs, and the absolute impossibility of bringing water to tens of thousands
of private wells scattered throughout three counties The 2006 federal grant and the seven wells
project illuminate the intimate relationship that GCID maintains with the federal and state
governments who are focused on exploiting local groundwater so more water can be shipped
south.

In summary, it is counter productive for districts to participate in water sales that continue
destructive practices in and south of the delta or for that matter, in their own counties. It would be
beneficial to fish, wetlands, and agriculture if California’s state and local governments would live
within the means of its hydrologic region while restoring natural wetland and riparian habitat.

SCFP’s response:

To date, the SCF Partners and their landowners have improved water conservation measures,
continue to support and advocate for new surface storage, and continue to explore sustainable
development of groundwater supplies. However, if groundwater investigations such as this Stony
Creek Fan Project are prevented in the future and surface water districts are forced to give up water
for the Delta or other environmental uses, water districts will not be able to meet the needs of their
landowners. This will result in lands being fallowed or landowners installing new wells to
supplement irrigation water that is no longer being supplied by Districts further impacting
groundwater supplies. Outside of the SCF Partner areas, groundwater is being developed and used
to meet growing demands in the region regardless of this investigation so in affect, this scenario is
already a reality in our region.

Talking Point 12: What lies ahead for the proposed Stony Creek Fan Project?

BEC’s response:

Butte Environmental Council has challenged the Project that Glenn Colusa Irrigation District (GCID)
claims is exempt from environmental review. GCID is using public money to expand its role in water
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marketing. The current project is part of a much larger set of plans to “integrate” groundwater into
the state water supply. GCID has been pursuing these plans for many years. While speculators are
allowed to propose myriad types of projects in California, the law requires that they analyze the
potential impacts and mitigate them through the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
BEC’s Executive Director, Barbara Vlamis, concludes that, “GCID chose to skirt the hard analysis
required by CEQA by trying to assert that it is only seeking information from a research project,
completely obfuscating its focus on water exports as noted in numerous documents.”

* Sacramento Valley Water Management Agreement (Phase 8, October 2001).

* Estimating the Potential for In Lieu Conjunctive Water Management in the Central Valley of
California (2002).

* Regional Integration of the Lower Tuscan Formation Using Conjunctive Water Management
in the Sacramento Valley Regional Integration of the Lower Tuscan Groundwater Formation
into the Sacramento Valley Surface Water System Through Conjunctive Water Management
(June 2005).

* Sacramento Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Plan (2006).

* U.S. Bureau of Reclamation Grant/Cooperative Agreement 06FG202103 (September 2006).

SCFP’s proposed project will extract a volume of groundwater that approaches or exceeds the
current utilization by the city of Chico, creating the likelihood of a significant adverse environmental
impact. BEC requests that the court requires the preparation of an environmental impact report by a
more appropriate lead agency and that all activities surrounding the project are halted.

The GCID Notice of Exemption dated November 15, 2007 indicated that they intended to start their
latest project of installing seven more production wells and that they planned to extract “...15,000
acre-feet during the 2008 irrigation season, and 26,000 acre-feet during the 2009 irrigation season.”
Litigation filed by BEC has altered this timeline.

SCFP’s response:

The SCF Partners filed a Notice of Exemption under the California Environmental Quality Act, which
states that if a project is for test and information gathering purposes, it is exempt from a rigorous
environmental review. Butte Environmental Council (BEC) has sued stating that this CEQA
exemption should not apply and that the Partners should complete an Environmental Impact Report
that evaluates the impacts of the Project test, as well as every other project in the Sacramento
Valley. BEC has also named the Bureau of Reclamation and DWR in this suit. The Project has
been challenged in Glenn County Superior Court by the Butte Environmental Council (BEC). BEC
alleges that the SCF Partners violated the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) when GCID
adopted a CEQA Notice of Exemption for the Project. The Notice of Exemption relies on the CEQA
exemptions for information collection, minor alterations to land, and new construction of small
structures. The SCF Partners allege that they fully complied with CEQA. A hearing on the matter is
set for August 6, 2008, and the Court then has up to 90 days to issue a ruling.

The original timeline anticipated well installation to occur between Spring 2008 through Fall 2008,
with some testing occurring as the wells are being installed. In 2009, a seven month test would be
conducted which would be the prime testing period. Given the delays caused by the BEC case, it is
likely the Project will be delayed at least one year. Costs resulting directly from the lawsuit and
consequent delays in well drilling and construction will add approximately $800,000 to the total
project cost.
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