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Todayõs Workshop Objectives 

ÂProvide a status report on the investigation 

progress 

ÂListen/Respond to stakeholder questions 

ÂDescribe next steps to investigation, public 

meetings, and final report  
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Motivating Factors - Regulatory and 

Legislative Changes  
Â Significant Values are at Risk: Regional Sustainability 

Â Environmental 

Â Water supply  

Â Economy 

Â New Challenges 
Â SWRCB Flow Report: 75% unimpaired flow to the delta November-June  

Â DFG Report Confirms Similar flow needs 

Â Delta Species (smelt) Dominate, Salmon at Risk 

Â Delta Stewardship Council: All Delta All the Time 

Â Scott Valley/Siskiyou County Groundwater Pumping Lawsuit 

Â The Past is the Past, How Do We Control Our Destiny? 

Â Historical Operations and Uses are Constantly Changing 

Â Local Needs and Flexibility are now challenged in the Delta Context 

Â Increasing Costs and Fees 

Â Long term stability and reliability? 

10/21/2010 3 



Emerging Values 

Â What does the region want, what values should be protected? 

ÂWater supply reliability (surface/groundwater)? 

Â Environmental protection/enhancement, both instream and 
terrestrial? 

Â System sustainability, what is it? 

ÂOthersé? 

Â What strategies should be pursued to achieve regional goals? 

Â Status quo? 

Â Regional water investigations and planning? 

ÂOthersé? 

Â Just say noéwill that do? 
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Overview of 

Investigation to Date 
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Program Objective 

ÂExamine whether and how operation of 
groundwater aquifers in the Sacramento Valley 
could be integrated with operation of existing 
surface water reservoirs to produce additional firm 
water supplies  

ÂPotential benefits: 
Â Improved water supply reliability (local, regional, State) 

Â Ecosystem restoration (Sacramento and Feather Rivers) 

Â Improved Delta inflow per BDCP 

Â Increased operational flexibility (CVP, SWP, local) 

Â Buffer effects of climate change 
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Program Requirements 

ÂNew net benefits for Sacramento Valley 

environment and water users 

ÂCVP and SWP commitments honored 

(to the extent they presently are) 

ÂNo unmitigated impacts to existing groundwater 

users 

ÂEconomic feasibility 
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Initial Site Screening 
What Makes for an Attractive Water Banking Site? 

Â Groundwater conditions 
Â Available aquifer storage space 

Â Viable recharge mechanism 

Â Productive groundwater wells 

Â Suitable GW quality 

Â Surface water conditions 
Â Surplus flows at times 

Â Connection to CVP, SWP or other surface water reservoirs 

Â Dual SW and GW use option 

Â Impacts/mitigation 
Â Isolation from important surface streams  

Â Isolation from existing groundwater production wells 

Â Ability to mitigate or compensate impacts that cannot be avoided 
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Typical Sacramento Valley GW 

Hydrograph (Butte Co.) 

Early Finding:  Traditional water banking generally not viable in 

the Sacramento Valley due to lack of aquifer storage space. 
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