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All times are approximate and for reference only.   

The Board of Directors may consider an item at a different time than set forth herein. 

 

  

 
 
 

Information about and copies of supporting materials on agenda items are available for public review at 999 Rush 
Creek Place, Novato, at the Reception Desk, or by calling the District Secretary at (415) 897-4133.  A fee may be 
charged for copies.  District facilities and meetings comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act.  If special 
accommodations are needed, please contact the District Secretary as soon as possible, but at least two days prior to 
the meeting. 

 
Est. 
Time Item Subject 

7:00 p.m.  CALL TO ORDER  

 1.  APPROVE MINUTES FROM REGULAR MEETING, December 1, 2015 

 2.  GENERAL MANAGER’S REPORT  

 3.  OPEN TIME:  (Please observe a three-minute time limit) 

  This section of the agenda is provided so that the public may express comments on any issues not listed 
on the agenda that are of interest to the public and within the jurisdiction of the North Marin Water District. 
 When comments are made about matters not on the agenda, Board members can ask questions for 
clarification, respond to statements or questions from members of the public, refer a matter to staff, or 
direct staff to place a matter of business on a future agenda.  The public may also express comments on 
agenda items at the time of Board consideration. 

 4.  STAFF/DIRECTORS REPORTS 

 5.  MONTHLY PROGRESS REPORT  

  CONSENT CALENDAR 

  The General Manager has reviewed the following items.  To his knowledge, there is no opposition to the 
action.  The items can be acted on in one consolidated motion as recommended or may be removed from 
the Consent Calendar and separately considered at the request of any person. 

 6.  Consent - Approve: Renew Agreement for Bill Print Services 

 7.  Consent - Approve: Final Annual Report Fiscal Year 2014-2015 

 8.  Consent - Approve: Request for Conflict Waiver 

  ACTION CALENDAR 

 9.  Consider: Public Records Act Request 

 10.  Approve: Set Public Hearing for Revision of Water Conservation Regulation 15 & 17 

 11.  Approve: CSW Stuber-Stroeh Contract Amendment 

 12.  Approve: Conditions of Employment – General Manager (Revised Resolution 95-12)                 
                                                                                                                                        Resolution 

  INFORMATION ITEMS 

 13.  Marin LAFCo Countywide Water Service Study Update 

 14.  TAC Meeting - December 7, 2015 

NORTH MARIN WATER DISTRICT 
AGENDA - REGULAR MEETING 
December 15, 2015 – 7:00 p.m. 

District Headquarters 
999 Rush Creek Place 

Novato, California 
 

  
 



 

 

Est. 
Time Item Subject 

 15.  MISCELLANEOUS 
Disbursements 
Annual Sick Leave Buy-Back 
Water Research Foundation 
Certificate of Excellence (ERA) 
The Making of Leaders – Dominican University Leadership Graduation 
CalPERS Adopts Plan to Lower Risk, Increase Rates 

  
News Articles: 
California misses October target for saving water 
Marin Voice: MMWD should look at the costs of fluoridation 
Marin Supervisor Kinsey says he won’t seek another term 
PG&E wants Marin Clean Energy customers to pay more for exit ticket 
Marin Voice: MMWD must do more to bolster local supply 
Methoprene denied at mosquito district, but agreement uncertain 
Marin water users will see rates climb in January 

8:30 p.m. 16.  
ADJOURNMENT 
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ITÊM #1

DRAFT
NORTH MARIN WATER DISTRICT
MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING
OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS

December 1,2015

CALL TO ORDER

President Baker called the regular meeting of the Board of Directors of Notlh Marin Water

District to order at 7:00 p.m. at the District headquarters and the agenda was accepted as

presented. Present were Directors Rick Fraites, Stephen Petterle, Dennis Rodoni, and John

Schoonover. Also present were General Manager Chris DeGabriele, District Secretary Katie Young,

and Chief Engineer Drew Mclntyre. Auditor-Controller David Bentley was absent.

District employees Tony Arendell (Construction/Maintenance Superintendent) and Robert

Clark (Operations/Maintenance Superintendent) were in the audience.

REORGANIZATION OF BOARD

Election of President

On motion of Director Fraites, seconded by Director Petterle, the Board elected Director

Schoonover as President of the Board for the ensuing year by the following vote:

AYES: Directors Baker, Fraites, Petterle, Rodoni, Schoonover

NOES: None

Election of Vice-President

On motion of Director Rodoni, seconded by Director Fraites, Director Petterle was elected

Vice-President of the Board for the ensuing year by the following vote:

AYES: Directors Baker, Fraites, Petterle, Rodoni, Schoonover

NOES: None

Establishment of Meetinq Times and Place

On motion of Director Fraites, seconded by Director Petterle, the Board set the time and

place of regular meetings to be the first and third Tuesday of each month at 7:00 p.m. at the District

office, and agreed that the Board will hold one meeting annually in West Marin with additional West

Marin meetings to be scheduled on an as-needed basis by the following vote:

AYES: Directors Baker, Fraites, Petterle, Rodoni, Schoonover

NOES: None
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Establishes the Manner of Callinq Special Meetinqs

On motion of Director Rodoni , seconded by Director Petterle, the Board approved special

meetings of the Board to be held as provided in Section 54956 of the Government Code by the

following vote:

AYES: Directors Baker, Fraites, Petterle, Rodoni, Schoonover

NOES: None

Appointment of District Officers

On motion of Director Rodoni, seconded by Director Baker, the following District officers

were appointed for the ensuing year: Chris DeGabriele, General Manager; Katie Young, District

Secretary; David L. Bentley, Auditor-Controller; and Drew Mclntyre, Chief Engineer by the following

vote:

AYES: Directors Baker, Fraites, Petterle, Rodoni, Schoonover

NOES: None

Confirm Board Meetinq Schedule for 2016

On motion of Director Petterle, seconded by Director Baker, the Board accepted the proposed

meeting schedule for the 2016 calendar year with the understanding that the calendar may be

adjusted as needed by the following vote:

AYES: Directors Baker, Fraites, Petterle, Rodoni, Schoonover

NOES: None

Committee Appointments

President Schoonover stated that he will take committee appointments into consideration and

will return to the Board with his recommendations at a future meeting.

MINUTES

On motion of Director Petterle, seconded by Director Baker, the Board approved the minutes

from the previous meeting as presented by the following vote.

AYES: Directors Baker, Fraites, Petterle, Schoonover

NOES: None

ABSTAIN: Director Rodoni

ABSENT: None
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GEN ERAL MANAG ER'S REPORT

David Bentlev Out-Of-Office

Mr. DeGabriele advised the Board that David Bentley would not be attending the meeting

because he is at the ACWA Conference.

NMFS Multi-Species Recovery Plan

Mr. DeGabriele reported that National Marine Fisheries Service has extended the time to

submit comments on their Multi-Species Recovery Plan (for Novato Creek this is for threatened

steelhead trout). He stated that comments on the plan have been drafted and are being reviewed by

consultant Cardno and Associates. He noted that Cardno suggests including a cursory review of

passage feasibility above Stafford Dam and the time extension may help in developing such cursory

review.

Public Records Act Reouest

Mr. DeGabriele informed the Board that a Public Records Act Request from the Bay Area

News Group was received yesterday, requesting the top 20 residentialwater users during the period

June 1 through September 30th. He stated that the newspaper has also asked for a list of

customers who have been penalized during that period (there have been none) and forthe Board of

Directors water consumption data. He reminded the Board that the District's policy specifies that

individual customer data is to be kept confidential to protect privacy unless the Board determines

disclosure is warranted. He informed the Board that they will need to consider the newspaper's

request at its next regularly scheduled meeting.

Director Rodoni asked what the parameters were for the high water use criteria. Mr.

DeGabriele stated that it would be the Top 20 residential customer monthly water use from June 1-

September 30th.

Director Fraites asked if the District had any outrageous water users. Mr. DeGabriele stated

that staff has not queried to identify the top 20 customers.

OPEN TIME

President Schoonover asked if anyone in the audience wished to bring up an item not on the

agenda and there was no response.

STAFF / DIRECTORS' REPORTS

President Schoonover asked if staff or Directors wished to bring up an item not on the

agenda and the following items were discussed:
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Robert Clark informed the Board of the Oceana Marin spill on Thanksgiving, where

approximately 2,600 gallons of raw sewage was discharged from a break in the force main, and

uphillfrom the Oceana Marin lift station on Tahiti Way. Mr. Clark applauded staff's response and

stated that the District's Emergency Operation Plan worked well.

President Schoonover asked if it was an older installation and Mr. Clark responded that it

was 44 years old but was probably caused by the earth movement.

Mr. Mclntyre advised the Board that the Aqueduct Energy Efficiency Project change orders

are being wrapped up and a punch list work is ongoing. He stated that there remains 400 lineal feet

of 8" distribution main in the vicinity of the Kastania gas station yet to install and it will likely be

completed next week.

Mrs. Young reminded the Board that the Holiday Party is scheduled December 19th and to

turn in RSVP's by December 1 1th. She further advised that she will not be in attendance at the next

meeting and Engineering Secretary Eileen Mulliner will stand in for her.

CONSENT CALENDAR

On the motion of Director Petterle, seconded by Director Fraites, the following items were

approved on the consent calendar by the following vote:

AYES: Directors Baker, Fraites, Petterle, Rodoni, Schoonover

NOES: None

RESOLUTION OF APPRECIATION FOR VERNON STAFFORD

The Board approved Resolution 15-25 entitled: "North Marin Water District Resolution of

Appreciation to Vernon Stafford." Vernon Stafford will be retiring after 29 years of employment with

North Marin Water District.

RESOLUTION OF APPRECIATION FOR SUE KESSTER

The Board approved Resolution 15-26 entitled: "Nor1h Marin Water District Resolution of

Appreciation to Sue Kessler." Sue Kessler will be retiring after 15 years of employment with North

Marin Water District.

RESOLUTION OF APPRECIATION FOR HARRY SERAYDARIAN

The Board approved Resolution 15-27 entitled: "Resolution of Appreciation The Board of

Directors of North Marin Water District to Retiring NBWA Executive Director Harry Seraydarian."

Harry Seraydarian will be retiring after serving as the North Bay Watershed Association Executive

Director since 2004.
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CONSULTING SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH RETIRING EMPLOYEE

The Board authorized the General Manager to enter into a consulting services agreement

with Vernon Stafford, which will commence on July 1,2016 to satisfy PEPRA (Public Employee

Pension Reform Act) and will enable Vernon to assist Stafford Treatment Plant operations next

fiscal year.

ACTION CALENDAR

CONSULTING SERVICES AGREEMENT - RUSSELL MITCHELL AND ASSOCIATES

Mr. Mclntyre advised the Board that that staff is requesting a consulting services agreement

with Russell Mitchell and Associates to provide design services for the Recycled Water Central

Service Area Expansion onsite irrigation system retrofits. He reminded the Board that Russell

Mitchell and Associates has already designed many of the irrigation systems on these large

landscaped areas to be served with recycled water and cost effectively provides good service to the

District.

On motion of Director Petterle, seconded by Director Baker, the Board authorized the

General Manager to execute a Consulting Services Agreement between NMWD and Russell D.

Mitchell & Associates with a not-to-exceed limit of $175,000 by the following vote:

AYES: Directors Baker, Fraites, Petterle, Rodoni, Schoonover

NOES: None

INFORMATION ITEMS

DRAFT ANNUAL REPORT

Mrs. Young provided the Board with the draft annual report for their review. She requested

that any comments or changes be received by Friday, December Sth and advised the Board that final

approval of the annual report will be at the December 15th meeting. Mrs. Young informed the Board

that Board members and staff will receive hard-copies of the final report and but other interested

members of the public will receive a letter advising them that the annual repoft is available on the

District website.

President Schoonover opined that the annual report was a "big step-up" from previous

years.

CALIFORNIA WATER BOARD CONSIDERING EXTENSION OF EMERGENCY DROUGHT
REGULATIONS

Mr. DeGabriele advised the Board that on November 13th Governor Brown issued an

Executive Order that the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) extend urban water
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1 conservation restrictions until October 31, 2016, to achieve a statewide reduction in urban potable

2 water usage if drought conditions persist through January 2016. He informed the Board that the

3 SWRCB will reeeive input on the potential extension and modification of the existing Emergency

4 Regulation for Statewide Urban Water Conservation at an informational workshop held on

5 December 7th. He noted ihat the District provided comments to the SWRCB and other Sonoma

6 Marin Saving Water Partnership pafiners were encouraged to send similar comments. Mr.

7 DeGabriele stated he has been working with City of Santa Rosa and other Water Agencies in

I Sacramento, Orange County and San Diego County areas developing a further refined regional

9 compliance option for the Emergency Regulations. He advised the Board that the City of Santa staff

1O Rosa will lead the presentation at the December 7th SWRCB meeting.
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NOVEMBER 19 2015

Mr. DeGabriele informed the Board that he attended the Novato Watershed Program Policy-

AdvísoryCommittee meeting held on November 19th, alongwith Directors Bakerand Fraites. He

stated that the presentation was made by the County staff and stated that the County is considering

projects in lower Novato creek ranging from $18-$25M. He advised the Board thatthe program

manager intends to conduct polling on how to fund the projects adopted by a ballot measures to

authorize bonds, tax or assessments. He stated that it was suggested that the potential ballot

language be available for the November 2016 election. Mr. DeGabriele provided excerpts from the

presentation to the Board and stated that a draft alternative assessments reportwould be completed

in January and a community meeting would þe held in February to discuss options.

Director Rodoni asked why the committee was only looking to put the projects on the ballot

and not to the North Bay Watershed. Mr. DeGabriele stated that NBWA would not have funding in

amounts necessary to carry out the projects and it would need to be financed for a longer period of

time. He did advise that IRWMP funding has been received for some of the work.

Mr. Mclntyre stated that the projects that will be done have more specifics and costs

associated with them regarding the flood benefits, He stated that right now primarily the level of

discussion is for flood improvements on Novato Creek. Mr. Mclntyre stated that the District plans a

future study on local water supply enhancement projects.

Director Fraites stated that the geography of Novato is not conductive to discharge flood

waters from the Creek into the Bay and that there should be a discussion about making a permanent

fix by adding flood gates in the vicinity of Novato Sanitary District property.
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1 MARIN BAY WATERFRONT ADAPTATION VULNERABILITY EVALUTION MEETING -
2 NOVEMBER23,2Ol5

3 Mr. DeGabriele provided the Board with brief report on the Marin Bay Waterfront Adaptation

4 Vulnerability Evaluation (BayWAVE) Meeting held on November 23, 2015. He stated that the

5 meeting was to discuss the eastern Marin County sea level rise. He advised the Board thatthe point

6 of discussion focused on which sea level rise model would be used and the majority decided to use

7 the CSMART model. He provided the presentation handout to the Board and stated that an

I executive steering committee group was established.
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NBWA MEETING - DECEMBER 4, 2015

Mr. DeGabriele advised the Board that following the Nofth Bay Watershed Association

Meeting on December 4th, there would be a luncheon for Harry Seradaryian's.

Director Baker stated that Mr. Seradaryian is a great person and makes things happen. He

stated that he has always provided great speakers for the meetings and he will be missed. Director

Baker advised that he will be attending the meeting.

MISCELLANEOUS

The Board received the following miscellaneous information: Disbursements and NMFS

Multi-Species Recovery Plan - Comment Period Extended.

The Board received the following news adicles: Capriola appointed interim Novato city

manager after hot debate, Learn about North Marin's conservation help, Obituary - Donna Lee

Brand.

CIOSED SESS'ON

President Schoonover adjourned the Board into closed session at7:44 p.m. in accordance

with Government Code Section 54957 for Public Employee Performance Evaluation (One), Title:

General Manager,

OPE,V SESS/ON

Upon returning to regular session at 8:21 p.m., President Schoonover advised that the

Board had provided the General Manager with a written evaluation of his performance overthe past

year and on motion of Director Baker, seconded by Director Schoonover, the Board agreed to an

8% salary increase to $209,750 by the following vote:

AYES: Directors Baker, Fraites and Schoonover

NOES: Directors Petterle and Rodoni
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President Schoonover stated that the General Manager's employment resolution will be

considered on the next meeting agenda.

ADJOURNMENT

President Schoonover adjourned the meeting at 8:22 p.m.

Submitted by

Katie Young
District Secretary
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ITEM #5
NORTH MARIN WATER DISTRICT

MONTHLY PROGRESS REPORT FOR November 2015
December 15,2A15

Novato Potable Water Prod - RR & STP Gombimed - in Million Gallons - FYTD
Month FY15n6 FY14/15 FY13n4 FY12n3 FY11/12 16vs15%
July
August
September
October
November

252
274
213
243
135

319
301
276
221
173

385
360
332
313
229

389
396
346
283
166

371
373
347
249
'183

-21%
-9o/o

-23o/o

10o/o

-22o/o

FYTD Total 1 117 1,289 1,618 1,580 1,523 -13%

West Marin Potable Water Production - in Million Gallons - FY to Date
Month FYl5/16 FY14/15 FY13n4 FY12n3 FY11/12 16vs15%
July
August
September
October
November

6.6
7.0
6.4
6.5
4.7

8.6
8.5
7.8
5.4
4.6

9.3
9.3
8.5
8.0
6.8

9.2
9.4
8.7
6.5
5.1

9.8
9.7
8.3
7.4
5.2

-23%
-18%
-15Yo

21Yo

4%
FYTD Total 31.2 34.9 41.9 40.5 39.1 -10o/o

Stafford Treatment Plant Production - in Million Gallons - FY to Date
Month FYl5n6 FY14/15 FY13n4 FY12n3 FY11/12 16 vs 15 %
July
August
September
October
November

108
79
38
50
58

83
61

26
0
B

49
83
72
88
64

9B

83
56
82

5

115
126
77

113
106

30o/o

29o/o

46%

672o/o

FYTD Tota| 333 178 323 355 537 87%

Recycled Water Production - in Million Gallons - FY to Date
Month FYl 5/16 FY14/1 5 FY13/14 FY12/13 FY1 1/12 16 vs 1 5 %
July
August
September
October
November

21.3
26.2
15.7
15.8

3.2

21.8
26.0
19.2
9.4
3.7

11.2
10.5
8.5
0.0
0.0

27.6
26.2
18.6
15.8
6.4

11.0
12.2

9.6
0.0
0.0

-2%
1%

-18%
69%
-14o/o

FYTD Total* 82.2 80.0 94.5 30.2 32.8 3o/o

*Excludes potable water input into the RW system: FYTD16 = 6.9MG; FYTD'I5 = 6.9MG; FYTD14 = 4.0MG.

2. Stafford Lake Data

. Spillway elevation is 196.0 feet
** Lake storage less 390 ¡y6 = quantity available for delivery

1

Rainfallthis month
Rainfall this FY to date
Lake elevation*
Lake storaqe"*

November Average

3.23 lnches
4.97 lnches

181 .5 Feet
526 MG

November 2014

0.93 lnches
4.89 lnches

177.0 Feet
360 MG

November 2015

0.99
1.05

179.6
450

lnches
lnches
Feet
MG
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Temperature (in degrees)

Minimum Maximum Average
November 2014 (Novato) 41 B6 60
November 2015 (Novato) 33 82 56

3. Number of Services

4. Oceana Marin Monthlv Status Report (November)

5. Developer Proiects Status Report (November)

Job No.
%

Complete % This monthProiect

November 30
Novato Water Recycled Water West Marin Water Oceana Marin Swr

FY16 FY,I5 lncr o/o

20 20 749 O.0o/o

5 1 6 20,500 01%
977 0. 1 %

FY16 FY15
48
44
0

lncr o/o

0.0%
0.0o/o

FY16 FY15 lncr %
785 821 -4.4o/o

0%
4d/o

777 777
824 823

FY16

229

Total meters
Total meters active
Active dwelling units

4B
44
0

Description November 2014 November 2015

Effluent Flow Volume (MG) 0.438 0.377

lrrigation Field Discharge (MG) 0.344 0

Treatment Pond Freeboard (ft) 5.3 6.6

Storage Pond Freeboard (ft) 7.3 4.9

1.2777.00 WalnutMeadows
1.2782.00 33 Commercial Blvd.

1.2783.00 Olive Ave. Chevron Car Wash

District Proiects Status Report - Const Dept (November)

97

96

10

1

1

10

Job No. P roiect % Complete % This month
'1.7067.00

2.7153.00
2.6602.23
1.7123.19
1.7090.02

S. Novato Blvd- Rowland to Sunset 12' R/R
Upsize 4" pipe from Bear Valley Tanks
PR Well No. 2 Replacement
Grandview PB Replacement
Anode lnstallations

100
98
B5
90
60

1

3
5

70
60

Emplovee Hours to Date. FY 15/16

As of Pay Period Ending November 30, 2015
Percent of Fiscal Year Passed = 42o/o

6. Safetv/Liabilitv

FY 16 through November
FY 15 through November
Days without a lost time accident through November 30, 2015= 182 days

2

Developer
Projects Actual Budget

% YTD
Budget

District
Proiects Actual Budget

% YTD
Budqet

Construction 731 1,400 52 ffi Construction 2,229 4,949 45
Enqineerino 403 1,480 27 ffi Enqineerinq 2,078 4,980 42

lndustrial lniurv with Lost Time Liability Claims Paid

Lost
Davs

OH Cost of
Lost Davs ($)

No, of
Emp.

lnvolved
No, of

lncidents
lncurred
(FYTD)

Paid
(FYrD)

($)
0

105
0

52,920
0
1

0
0

3
2

31,766
2.174
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7. Energy Gost

FYE Kwh
November

8/Kwh
Fiscal Year-to-Date thru November

CosUDay ë/Kwh CosUDay
2016 Stafford TP

Pumping
Other*

2015 Stafford TP
Pumping
Other*

2014 Stafford TP
Pumping
Other"

169,148 17 .3ø, $977

44,701
89,939
36,868

18.7þ
16.7ø,

20.7ø,

$278
$537
$232

289,765
583,529
202,707

18.3ø
17.7ø
24.6ë

$347
$697
$330

171,507 18.1ø, $1,034 1,076,001 19.2ø, $1,374

40,177
93,928
35,044

18.1ø,
16.1ø,
1e.7ø,

$242
$504
$223

309,339 17.7ø, $358
685,123 16.7 þ, $760
207,400 22.9ø, $312

1,201,861 18.0ø ç1,427

43,519
131,905

g24B

$664
$262

319,435
850,422
236,223

$356
$898
$33643 241 18

17.14,
15.1ø,

17.1ø,

15 8ø
21.3ø,

218,664 16.10, 91,214 1,406,080 17.0ø $1,597

*Other includes West Marin Facilities

8. Water Conservation Update

9. Ut¡t Performan M

3

Month of
November

2015

Fiscal Year to
Date

Program Total
to Date

Hish Efficiencv Toilet (HET) Rebate ($100 each) 21 121 3,392
Retrofit Certificates Filed 12 95 5,412
Cash for Grass Rebates Paid Out 10 95 789
Washinq Machine Rebates 11 53 6,652
Water Smart Home Survey 33 111 2,231

SERVICE DISRUPTIONS

November
2015 No. of
Gustomers
lmpacted

November
2014 No. of
Customers
lmpacted

PLANNED
Duration Between 0.5 and 4 hours I 13

Duration Between 4 and 12 hours
Duration Greater than 12 hours
UNPLANNED
Duration Between 0.5 and 4 hours 5 87
Duration Between 4 and 12 hours
Duration Greater than 12 hours

SERVICE LINES REPLACED November 2015 November 2014

Polybutylene 5 10

Copper (Replaced or Repaired) 1 3
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NORTH MARIN WATER DISTRICT

Summarv of Complaints & Service Orders November 2015
12t9t2015

Nov-15 Nov-14 Action Taken November 2015

Consumers' Problems
Service Line Leaks
Meter Leak Consumer's Side
House Plumbing
Noisy Plumbing
Seepage or Other
House Valve / Meter Off
Nothing Found
Low Pressure
High Pressure
Water Waster Complaints

Iotal

Service Repair Reports
Register Replacements
Meter Replacement
Meter Box Alignment
Meter Noise
Dual Service Noise
Box and Lids
Water Off/On Due To Repairs
Misc. Field lnvestigation

Iotal

Leak NMWD Facilities
Main-Leak
Mains-Nothing Found
Mains-Damage
Service- Leak
Services-Nothing Found
Service-Damaged
Fire Hydrant-Leak
Fire Hydrants-Nothing Found
Fire Hydrants-Damaged
Meter Replacement
Meters-Leak
Meters-Nothing Found
Meters Damaged
Washer Leaks

l-otal

Hiqh BillComplaints
Consumer Leaks
Meter Testing
Meter Misread
Nothing Found
Projected Consumption
Excessive lrrigation

[otal

6
0
0
0
0
0
I
0
0

0

4
0
0
0
0
7

8

0
0
0

Notified Consumer

Notified Consumer

Repaired

Repaired
Notified Consumer

Notified Consumer

Notified Consumer
Notified Consumer

7 19

0
0
0
0
0
0

7
0

0

1

0
0
0
0
0

2

Notified Consumer

37

1

0
0
4
2
0

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
3

0
0
1

13

1

0

4
0
0
0
0
0
0
2

21

0

0

B

B

0
0

10

12

0

2
19

0

0

Replaced

1633

c-1



NORTH MARIN WATER DISTRICT

Summarv of Gomplaints & Service Orders November 2015

Nov-15 Nov-í4 Action Taken November 2015
12t9t2015

Low Bill Repofts
Meter Misread
Stuck Meter
Nothing Found
Projected Consumption
Minimum Charge Only

Iotal

Water Qualitv Gomplaints
Taste and Odor

Color

Turbidity
Suspended Solids
Other

fotal
TOTAL FOR MONTH:

FiscalYTD Summarv
Consumer's System Problems
Service Repair Report
Leak NMWD Facilities
High Bill Complaints
Low Bills
Water Quality Complaints
Total

00

0

0
0

0

0

0
0

1

0
0

0

0

I

0

0
0

Notified Consumer

Customer reported odor in water.
(Corte Escuela)

Staff detected chlorine odor. Chlorine values
normal for Novato. Customer was notified of
results.

Customer repoñed brown water. (DeLong Ave)
Brown water due to nearby fire hydrant use.

Line flushed & water cleared.
Customer repoñed brown water. (Atihur St)

Line flushed & water cleared.

02

3 2

6160

196
51

114
134

1

16

146
49

164
171

5

22

-2%

34%
4%

-30o/o

-22o/o

-80%
-27o/oT

Ghanqe Primarilv Due To
lncrease ln Consumer Service Leaks

lncrease ln Meter Replacement

Decrease ln Service Leaks

Decrease ln Nothing Found

Decrease ln Stuck Meter

Decrease ln Taste & Odor

512 557

c-2



NORTH MARIN WATER DISTRICT

Summarv of Complaints & Service Orders November 2015

Type Nov-15 Nov-14
12t9t2015

Action Taken November 2015

"ln House" nerafed and
Completed Work Orders

Check Meter: possible
consumer/District leak, high
bill, flooded, need read, etc.

Chanqe Meter: leaks,
hard to read

Possible Stuck Meter
Repair Meter: registers,

shut offs
Replace Boxes/Lids
Hvdrant Leaks
Trims
Diq Outs
Letters to Consumer:

meter obstruction, trims,
bees, gate access, etc.
get meter number,
kill service, etc,

Bill Adjustments Under Board Policy

November 15 vs. November 14

Nov-1 5
Nov'14

Fiscal Year to Date vs. Prior FYTD

15/16 FYTD
,I4l15 FYTD

222 201

1

1

0

0

0

4
42

B

0
0

7
0

63
85

0 0

385

16
26

97
122

249

$3,331
$6,878

$22,550
$51,326

c:\users\kyoung\appdata\local\microsoft\windows\temporary inter

c-3



MEMORANDUM

To: Board of Directors December 11,2015

4
From: David L. Bentley, Auditor-Controll727

Subj: Auditor-Controller's Monthly Report of lnvestments for November 2015
t:\ac\word\¡nvêst\16\investmont report'1 1 15,doc

RECOMMENDED AGTION: lnformation

FINANCIAL IMPACT: None

At month end the District's lnvestment Portfolio had an amortized cost value (i.e., cash balance)

of $12,035,056 and a market value of $12,035,645. During November the cash balance decreased by

$313,197. The market value of securities held decreased by $3,705 during the month, The ratio of total

cash to budgeted annual operating expense, stood at82o/o, down2o/o from the prior month.

At November 30, 2015,32% of the District's Portfolio was invested in California's LocalAgency

lnvestment Fund (LAIF), 35% in Time Certificate of Deposits, 17o/o in US Treasury Notes, and 8% in

Federal Agency Securities, The weighted average maturity of the portfolio was 199 days, compared to

212 days at the end of October. The LAIF interest rate for the month was 0,37%, compared to 0.35%

the previous month, The weighted average Portfolio rate was 0.58o/o, compared lo Q.57o/o the previous

month. lncluding interest paid by The Bay Club Company on the StoneTree Golf Club Recycled Water

Facilities Loan, the District earned $10,234 in interest revenue during November, with 48o/o earned by

Novato Water, 42o/o êârc1êd by Recycled Water (by virtue of the StoneTree Golf Course Loan) and the

balance distributed to the other districts.



NORTH MARIN WATER DISTRICT
AUDITOR.CONTROLLER'S MONTHLY REPORT OF INVESTMENTS

November 30, 2015

S&P
Rating
AA.

Purchase Maturity

Date Date

Various - Open

1113012015

Market Value

%of
Yield'? Portfolio-o3l%"- 32%

Cost
Basisr

LAIF

Time
TCD
TCD
TCD
TCD
TCD
TCD
TCD
TCD
TCD
TCD
TCD
TCD
TCD
TCD
TCD
TCD
TCD

12111115
3t21t16
4t15t16
5131116

6t30116
7 t21116
8t18t16
10t3116

11t14t16
12112116

5t1t17
5t8117

6t12t17
6t24t17
7110t17
8t7 t17

10t10t17

6t15t16
9t30t16

$248,000
248,000
248,000
249,000
249,000
249,000
249,000
248,000
249,000
248,000
249,000
248,000
248,000
249,000
248,000
248,000
248,000

0.70%
0.45%
0.55%
0.50%
0.65%
0.70%
0.80%
0.95%
0.80%
1.00%
0.75%
0.85%
0.90%
0.7 5o/o

1.15o/o

1.20%
1.20o/o

@

2%
2%
2%
2o/o

2%
2%
2%
2%
2o/o

2o/o

2%
2o/o

2o/o

2o/o

2%
2%
2%ru

Tvpe Description
State of CA Treasury

CerTificate of Deposit
BMW Bank
Key Bank
Barclays Bank
Americanwest Bank
Enerbank
lnvestors Bank
Comenity Capital Bank
Ally Bank
Cardinal Bank
Goldman Sachs
First Niagara Bank
Discover Bank
Capital One Bank
Flagship Cmnty Bank
American Express Bank
Capital One National Assoc
American Express Centurion

US Treasury Nofes
Treas 1,000 - 0.50%
Treas '1,000 - 1.00%

Federal Agen cy Securifies
FFCB 1.70% MTN
FHLB 0.58% MTN

Other
Agency Marin Co Treasury
Other Various

$3,895,054 $3,895,089

nla 12111113
nla 3119114

nla 4115114

nla 5130114

nla 6130114
nla 7121114

nla 8118114

nla 1012114

nla 11112114
nla 12110114

nla 4130115
nla 516115

nla 6110115
nla 6124115
nla 718115

nla 815115

nla 1017115

$248,000
248,000
248,000
249,000
249,000
249,000
249,000
248,000
249,000
248,000
249,000
248,000
248,000
249,000
248,000
248,000
24 000

$999,724 $1,000,234
002 976 1 003 047

$504,677 $504,995
499 4

$630,252 $630,253
279 279 3

81 0.60% 17%

nla
nla

nla
nla

3126114
8t4t14

9t15t14
11t7t14

0.55%
0.650/o

8o/o

8%

10t28t16
11t14t16

0.68%
0.640/o

4%
4o/o

AA+ Various Open
nla Various Open
TOTAL IN PORTFOLIO 1

0.22% 5%
0.42% 2o/o

-q5B-% @

lnterest
Rate

Weighted Average Maturity = 199 Days

unO

MTN: Medium Term Note - Maturity of 5 years or less.

TCD: Time Certificate of Deposit, Treas: US Treasury Notes with maturity of 5 years or less,

FFCB: Federal Farm Credit Bank, FHLB: Federal Home Loan Bank
Agency: STP State Revolving Fund Loan Reserve.
Other: Comprised of 4 accounts used for operating purposes. US Bank Operating Account, US Bank STP SRF Loan

Account, Bank of Marin AEEP Checking Account & NMWD Petty Cash Fund.

1 Original cost less repayment of princ¡pal and amortization of premium or discount.
2 Yield defined to be annualized interest earnings to maturity as a percentage of invested funds.
3 Earnings are calculated daily - this represents the average yield forthe month ending November 30, 2015.

Loan Maturity Original Principal

lnterest Bearinq Loans Date Date Loan Amouni Outstanding

StoneTree Golf Course Loan 6/30/06 2128124 $3,612,640 $1 ,868,026 2A0%
Employee Housing Loans (5) Var¡ous Various 934,200 934,200 Contingent

Employee Computer Loan (1) 11812015 11412016 893 75 1.52%
TOTAL'INTEREST BEARTNG LOANS @

The District has the ability to meet the next six months of cash flow requirements.
l:\accountanls\investments\16\f 1 1 1 5.xlslmo rpl





ITEM #6

MEMORANDUM

To: Board of Directors ( December 11,2015

From: David L. Bentley, Auditor-Co ntroller/
Subj: Renew Agreement for Bill Print SeÇices

t:\ac\word\memo\16\infosend renewal 2016 docx

RECOMMENDEDACTION: APProve

FINANCIAL IMPACT: $400 Annual lncrease - New TotalAnnual Cost $17,000

The District initially contracted for outside printing and mailing services for its water bills

in 1gg7 at 13.0S per bill, and has used lnfoSend, located in Anaheim, to provide this service

since 2004. The current 3-year agreement, which expires on December 31, includÞs a charge at

12.7ç, per bill. lnfoSend has proposed a2.4o/o increase effective January 1,2016, to 13.01 per

bill, through December 2018. Minor programming costs are included in the 13.0ø charge. We

continue to be pleased with lnfoSend's work on the District's behalf.

lnfoSend prints and mails 13O,O0O billsl for the District annually, though as more

customers elect the option to receive their bill via email, that number will continue to decline.

The proposed agreement is essentially unchanged except for revision to the dates and

incorporation of the new rates.

REGOMMENDATION:

Authorize the Auditor-Controller to renew the agreement with lnfoSend to provide

document processing services for a three year period commencing January 1,2016 at 13.0p

per bill.

' lZt,aOO customers - 1,316 email only customers) X 6 + estimated 10,000 reminder bills annually

Approved bV CM Ø
Date t(



L2/to/Is

Cost
per
Bitl

so.2s

Bill Print and Mailing Cost History
t:\ac\exce\cons srve\lbill print history,xl*]data

s0.20

So.rs

1

$o.rg

s0.10
Proposed

So.os

The District commenced using
an outside bill-print service
provider in 1997 at l3Clb¡ll.

CP¡

Cost excludes postage

so.oo
1997 L998 1999 2000 200t 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 20!l 2012 20!3 2ot4 2o!5 20t6 2017 2018





RECOMMENDED ACTION

FINANGIAL IMPAGT:

MEMORANDUM

Approve FiscalYear 2014-2015 Annual Report

None

ITENI #7

December 11,2015To: Board of Directors

From: Katie Young, District Secretary k-Þ
Subject: FinalAnnual Report Fiscal Year 20M-2015

t:\gm\admin socty\admin assl\annual report\14-'1s\bod memo re finallS.doc

The Annual Report for Fiscal Year 2014-2015 was provided to you at the December 1't

meeting. There were minor, grammatical changes made by statf. You will receive the final hard

copy at the January 5th meeting.

RECOMM NDATION:

Board Approve Fiscal Year 2014-2015 Annual Report,

Approved by GM

Date





ITEM #8

MEMORANDUM

To: Board of Directors

From: Chris DeGabriele, General Manager ÛP
Subj: Request for Conflict Wavier

t:\gm\bod misc 201s\conflict waiver silvsira ranch.docx

December 11,2015

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Board authorize the General Manager to execute a letter request
from Bold, Polisner, Maddow, Nelson and Judson regarding
Conflict Wavier

FINANCIAL IMPACT: None

ln late November, I learned that the attorney representing the Silveira family requested

Bold, Polisner, Maddow, Nelson and Judson (BPMN&J) to provide an opinion regarding

reliability of the Olompali Spring to support irrigation on the Silveira Ranch. On December 2,

20151received a formal request from Bob Maddow to execute a Request for Conflict Waiver

(Attached). I have made clarifying changes to the letter (shown in underline/strikeout format)

identifying that the Silveira Ranch property is within the NMWD service territory and that NMWD

water service is provided for existing domestic and dairy operations, not irrigation. Furthermore,

I have added language that would provide an exit for Mr. Maddow's representation should

Silveira require NMWD water supply for irrigation purposes in the future.

I requested Marin County Counsel to review the Request for Conflict Waiver. Their

review recommends one addition, that should NMWD have any interest in the Olompali Spring

water rights, that BPMN&J would immediately cease representation. Marin County Counsel also

suggests that the NMWD Board make the determination whether it's in the NMWD's best

interest to waive the conflict.

I agree with Mr. Maddow that there is no apparent conflict between BPMN&J work on

evaluating the Olompali Spring reliability for írrigation and representation of NMWD, and I

recommend the Board authorize the General Manager to execute the Request for Conflict

Waiver.

REGOMMENDED ACTION:

Authorize the General Manager to execute the Request for Conflict Waiver enabling

BPMN&J to represent Silveira in evaluating the reliability of surface water from the Olompali

Spring to support irrigation,

Approved by GM

Date

Or)

I tl lU?



ROBERT B, MADDOW
CARL P. A. NELSON
CIìAIG L, JUDSON

JEFIIEIìY D. POLISNER
(RETIRED)

BoLD, Pot-lslrlER, MADDow, Nrtsoru a JUDSoN
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

5OO YGNACIO VALLEY ROAD, SUITE 325

WALN UT CREEK, CALI FORNIA 94596-3840
TELEPHON E (92s], 933-7777

FAX (e2s) 933-7804
oFFlcE@BPMNJ.COM

SHARON M, NAGLE
DOUGLAS I]. COTY

MICI-IAEI- W. NELSON

FREDERICK BOLD, JI{.
(r913-2003)

December 2,2015

Chris DeGabriele, Genelal Manager
North Marin Water District
P. O. Box 146

Novato, CA94948-0146

Re: Reouest for ict Waiver

Dear Mr. DeGabriele

As I recently told you, our firm has been asked by David Trotter, of the law firm of
Bowles and Verna LLP, to provide an opinion regarding the reliability of surface water from the

"Olompali Spring" to support irrigation of approximately I25 acres of the Silveira family
property. As we understand it, during work related to the recent CalTrans acquisition of some

Silveira property, the family and Mr. Trotter were advised that a portion of the family's land is

suitable for a vineyard, subject to the availability of a reliable supply of water. In that regard, we

have been asked to do a legal opinion on the Silveira's interest in those water rights, and the

availability of that water for the proposed use.

The scope of services for which we are being retained is limited to review of the Silveira
family's interest in water rights to surface water from the Olompali Spring, Creek and

Reservoir (hereinafter referred to as "Olompali"). Advice will be limited to the question of
whether the Silveira interest in that water right will provide alegal basis for a reliable water

supply for irrigation of a proposed vineyard on approximately 125 acres of Silveira property.

Based upon our knowledge of the facts and my communications with you, we do not

believe that there is any actual conflict between our performance of this task and our ongoing

representation of the District. We are aware that fhe Silveira nrooertv is within fhe NMWI)
service territolv and that NMWD provides water service for some of the water used on the

Silveira property for existing domestic and dairi¡ operations (not irrigation), and that the District

owns, operates and maintains water system facilities located in, under, or adjacent to porlions of
the Silveila properly. We are also aware that NMWD holds and relies on water rights to some

local resources in Marin County, but we are not aware of any NMWD interest in water rights

related to the Olompali rights that are the subject of the work we are being retained to perform

for the
service

Silveira family We are fully aware of NMWD regulations which would require a new

and oossible enlarsement of service and oavment of fees and

charges should Sliveira require water suoolv for sation Durnoses. this be the

not
between these parties.

t sent

Durine renresentation of Silveira. evidence is discovered bv ei Silveira or its
the water rishtsrenresentatives. or hv NMWD- that NMWD oï mav have- anv interest in

ATTACHNIENT 1



BoLD, PoIISITI¡R, MADDoW, NELSoN & JUDSoN
December 2,2015
Chris DeGabriele
Page 2

related to the Olompali rights that are the subject of the work our firm is being retained to
perform, we will immediately cease reoresentation of Silveila.

It is our opinion that the work we will be performing for the Silveira family will
have no direct bearing on NMWD, and that none of the ongoing legal work we perform for
NMWD has any direct bearing on the Olompali water rights the Silveira family has asked us to
analyze. Nonetheless, the fact that our firm will be representing both NMV/D and Silveira
means that we need to obtain a conflict waiver to perform the work Silveira has asked us to do.

This letter requests that you agree to such a waiver on behalf of NMWD.

Under California law, we owe a duty of loyalty to all of our clients. California Rule of
Professional Conduct 3-310(C), in interpreting the duty of loyalty in the case of simultaneous
representation of clients, prohibits our firm from representing clients with potentially adverse
interests unless all clients provide us with their informed written consent to the representation.
In order to comply with this requirement, we must provide you sufficient information to permit
your "free and intelligent consent" to this type of simultaneous representation. (lshmael v.

Millington, (1966) 241 CaL App. 2d 520, 528, fn.5). We also wish to advise you that it is
advisable for you to obtain independent legal advice before waiving these potential conflicts of
interest. (Klemm v. Superior Court (1977) 75 Cal. App. 3d 893, 901).

Under the circumstances outlined above, and although we believe that the likelihood
is extremely small and remote, there could potentially be some disadvantage to one or the
other client because our firm represents both entities, with the attendant concern that we
might not advocate as zealously for each entity's interests as we would if we did not
represent the other.

Our firm proposes to continue representation of both entities by obtaining a written
conflict waiver from each. This waiver will allow our firm to represent both entities. In the
unlikely but theoretically possible event of future litigation between the two entities arising
out of the Olompali water rights matter, our firm would not represent either party in the
litigation without first obtaining further written waivers from both clients, if at all.

If after having read the foregoing discussion, and after having the opportunity to seek
the advice of independent counsel, you wish to waive all present conflicts that arise out of
our representation of both entities, please so indicate by signing the waiver below.

Respectfully,

Robert B. Maddow

AGREED AND ACCEPTED

I, Chris DeGabriele, have read and understand the foregoing letter regarding the potential
conflict associated with Bold, Polisner, Maddow, Nelson & Judson's representation of NMWD



BoLD, PolIsIvER, MADDoW, NELSoN a Juosoru
December 2,2015
Chris DeGabriele
Page 3

and the Silveira family, and after having the opportunity to consult with independent counsel, I
hereby waive any and all conflicts that may arise from this representation.

December _,2015
NORTH MARIN WATER DISTRICT

By Chris DeGabriele

I General Manager





ITENI #9

MEMORANDUM

To: Board of Directors

From: Chris DeGabriele, General Manager tf)
Subj: Public Records Act Request
t:\gm\mercury pra requsst 2015\pra request memo.doc.docx

December 11,2015

RECOMMENDED AGTION: Provide each Director's Water Consumption on Bills
Received Between June I and September 30, 2015

FINANCIAL IMPACT: None

The San Jose Mercury News, in a November 30 email to the General Manager,

has requested that the District release individual water consumption data under the

Public Records Act. Specifically requested are:

1) The names, addresses and monthly water consumption totals of the top 20

residential customers in your service area during the four months from June 1

to September 30, 2015.

2) The complete list of residential, commercial, and other water customers, along

with their addresses and monthly water consumption totals, who have been

assigned penalties by your agency between June 1 and September 30, 2015.

3) The names, addresses and monthly water consumption totals of each member

of the board of directors from June 1 to September 30, 2015.

The. General Manager's December 4 response to the Mercury News

(Attachment 1) was prepared with legal counsel assistance and advised that the

District's longstanding Policy Statement on Public Records (Attachment 2) is written to

assure that individual customer data is kept confidential in order to protect customer

privacy, unless the Board of Directors determines disclosure is warranted. The Mercury

News was advised that the Board would consider the Public Records Act request.

Regarding Request I (above) - Meters are read bimonthly. The District does

not have monthly water consumption data or any way to accurately calculate monthly

water consumption data from the bimonthly meter readings. ln addition, the meter

reading schedule does not align with the June 1 to September 30 information

requested. The information requested does not exist. California Government Code

Section 6254.16 provides limited exceptions to the general rule that disclosure of

customer information is not required unless the District determines "that the utility

customer who is the subject of the request has used utility services in a manner



inconsistent with applicable local utility usage policies." District staff has no record that

customers who may compromise the top 20 residential water users have used water in

a manner "inconsistent with District policies" or have not complied with the 2015 Water

Use Prohibitions pursuant to Resolution 14 & 18 (Revised) which were adopted on

May 19th.

Regarding Request 2 - the District has not assigned penalties to any customers.

Regarding Request 3 - Section 6254J6 (e) of the California Government Code

authorizes the release of water utility information of "elected or appointed official(s) with

authority to determine the utility usage policies of the local agency."

Staff proposes that the District respond to the request with the attached letter

(Attachment 3) and provide each Director's name along with their water consumption

as measured on the two water bills received between June 1 and September 30.

Director's addresses would not be provided. While the water consumption on these two

bills does not align precisely with the June 1 through September 30 period requested

(that information does not exist and cannot be accurately calculated), it is the

information that is available that is the most responsive to the Mercury News request.

Staff Recommendation

Pursuant to Policy Number 28, determine by motion that the public interest

served by withholding Director's names and water consumption data does not clearly

outweigh the public interest served by disclosure, and direct the General Manager to

provide the Mercury News with the letter response (Attachment 3) and each Director's

name and water consumption data as shown on the two water bills received by each

Director between June 1 and September 30.



NORTH MARIN
WATER DISTRICT

þroqers rvnews.com
dwill is@þavareanewsgroup.com

December 4,2015999 Rush Creek Ploce

P.O, Box l4ó
Novolo, CA 94948

PHONE

41 5 .897 .4 t33

FAX

4 1 5.892.8043

EMAI t
info@nmwd,com

WEB

www,nmwd,com

Mr, Paul Rogers
San Jose Mercury News
4 N. Second St. Suite 800
San Jose, CA 95113

Subject: Public Records Act Request Received November 30, 2016

Dear Mr. Rogers:

This letter is in response to your Public Records Act (Act) request; a copy of

which is attached for your reference. Consistent with the Act, North Marin Water

District's (NMWD) policy on disclosing customer consumption records specifies that

individual customer data is to be kept confidential in order to protect customer

privacy, unless the Board of Directors determines disclosure is warranted, The

NMWD Board of Directors shall consider your request at its regularly scheduled

meeting on December 15,2015. The Board may also atthattime notice and hold a

public hearing before making its determination. Please be advised that NMWD has

not assigned penalties to any customers during the drought period.

NMWD is committed to making a complete response. NMWD will, however,

require an extension, as provided for under Government Code section 6253(c), The

extension is necessary in order for the Board of Directors to consider the matter, and

notice and hold a public hearing, if necessary. ln addition, before any records may

be made availaþle, the records must be compiled and reviewed to ensure that no

information precluded from release by Government Code sections 6254.21 and

6254.24 is inadvertently disclosed. lf staff identifies records that may already be

publicly accessible, we will inform you of that fact and direct you to those records.

Should the NMWD Board of Directors determine the customer consumption

records in question will be made available, NMWD staff will contact you when the

programming to retrieve such records has been completed and the documents are

ready for your review. Note that NMWD maintains records based upon each

customer meter, not based upon level of consumption, thus special programming of

the utility billing system will be required. Note also that consumption data is collected

and billed bimonthly at NMWD, therefore monthly data will not be available, There is

Drnrcrors: J¡rr:x B,qr¡a . Rtcx ltr¡rrrs . Slup¡tt r.t 
'Pntt tt.t: . Dr¡rNts Rop<-r¡tt . JorrN C. Sr:t-toot'l<)vrn
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no fee to inspect these records at the District office during normal business hours;

however, NMWD does have a copy fee policy that provides for the first twenty-five

pages (single side) at no charge and $0.25 per page for each additional page (single

side).

lf you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at (415) 897-4133.

Sincerely,M
Chris DeGabriele
General Manager

t:\gm\2015 ml6c\mercury prs roquosl rosponso linal.docx



Chris DeGabriele

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

SPAM

Morrday, November 30, 2015 2:01 PM

Chris DeGabriele
FW: PRA for water usage records

From: Daniel J. Willis fmailto:dwillis@bavareanewsgroup.com]
Sent: Monday, November 30, 2015 t:47 PM
To: Chris DeGabriele
Subjectr PRA for water usage records

November 30, 20L5

Chris DeGabriele

North Marin Water District

RE: Public Records Act Request

Dear Mr. DeGabriele,

Pursuant to the California Public Records Act (Government Code Section 6250 et seq,), the San Jose Mercury News,

Oal<land Tribune and Contra Costa Times ask to obtain a copy of the following, which I understand to be held by your

agency:

1) The names, addresses and monthly waterconsumption totals of the top 20 residentialcustomers in yourservice area

during the four months from June 1 to September 30, 2015.

Section 6254.tG (f) of the California Government Code provides your agency the authority to release this information

"upon determination by the local agency that the public interest in disclosure of the information clearly outweighs the

public interest in nondisclosure."

With California's historic drought heading for a fifth year, and water supplies very short, the Mercury News believes this

information, which will show how a small number of customers are using many times more water than your service

area's average, is in the public interest.

2) The complete list of residential, commercíal, and other water customers, along with their addresses and monthly

water consumption totals, who have been assigned penalties by your agency between June l and September 30, 20L5.

Section 6254.16 (d ) of the Californ ia Gove rnment Code ma ndates the re lease of this informatio n, specifying that water

utility information is public record:



"Upon determination by the local agency that the utility customer who is the subject of the request has used utility

services in a manner inconsistent with applicable local utility usage policies."

Other public agencies, including the East Bay Municipal Utility District and the city of Pleasanton, have released this

information to the public, with names, adclresses and water consumption amounts included, in recent weeks.

3) The names, addresses and monthly water consumption totals f rom June L to Sept. 30, 2015 of the elected or

appointed officials at your agency with the authority to determine water usage policies. For citíes, this would include

each member of the city council, and for special districts, each member of the board of directors.

Section 6254.L6 (e) of the California Government Code mandates the release of this information, noting that water

utility information is public "Upon determination by the local agency that the utility customer who is the subject of the

request is an elected or appointed official with authority to determine the utility usage policies of the local agency."

lf I can provide any clarification that will help expedite your attention to my request, please contact me at (email, phone

number, etc).

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter

Sincerely,

Paul Rogers

progers@ me rcurvnews.com
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NORTH MARIN WATER DISTRICT

POLICY: POLICY STATEMENT ON PUBLIC RECORDS

POLICY NUMBER: 28 Original Date: 5/16/78
Last Revised.01l16107

Last Reviewed: 06/18/13

Except as set forth in this policy and except as expressly exempted in Section 6254 of the
Government Code, all records of the District are regarded as public records and shall be made
available for inspection upon reasonable notice and during normal working hours of the District as
determined by the General Manager.

As it relates to a request by anyone for access to the consumption record, the name and
address or any other information compiled by the District associated with a specific individual
customer account, the following procedure shall be followed:

First, the person making the request shall be required to identify himself (herself)
and state the purpose for the request in writing.

Second, the Board of Directors shall consider the purpose for the request and make the
determination required pursuant to the following statutory test:

"The agency shall justify withholding any record by demonstrating that the
record in question is exempt under express provisions of this chapter or that of
the facts of the particular case the public interest served by not making the
record public clearly outweighs the public interest served by disclosure of the
record." (Section 6255, Government Code)

Prior to making the above determination, the Board may opt to notice and hold
a public hearing.

Third, once a determination is made the record in question will be made available or
withheld accordingly.

Exceptions to this procedure are:

1. Requests made by a customer of the District for his (her) own individual consumption data
or any other data compiled in connection with said customer's account upon recitation by
customer of his (her) account number or upon presentation of a California drivers license
or some other form of suitable identification.

2. Requests made by any cour1, law enforcement agency or grand jury acting in a legal
investigatory capacity.

3. Requests made by the Novato Sanitary District for customer data for the purpose of
computing sewer use charges.

ln the event a person requests a copy of District records that are not withheld pursuant to this
policy, the District shall make its reproduction equipment available for this purpose unless it is
determined by the General Manager to be impractical to do so. Furthermore, in the event
information to be copied exceeds twenty-five I 112" x 1 1" sheets, the requester may be required to
advance the estimated actual cost of reproducing any record(s).

t:\hr\pol¡cies\bod policies\28- public record policy,doc
ATTACHMENT 2



September 8, 1994

RESPONSE TO REQUESTS FOR INFORMATION

PURSUANT TO THE PUBLIC RECORDS ACT

Gategory 1: No Gost Reports & Handouts

Copies of reports and handouts that have been prepared for public use and distribution and
which are currently in stock shall be made available upon inquiry at no cost. Examples are annual
reports, regulations, rate comparison sheets, annual water quality repofts, budgets, water
conservation information papers, water quality tips, water sample advice, et cetera.

Category 2: Up to 25 Pages of Copy Work Free

Make available up to twenty-five pages (single side) of readily identifiable requested
information at no expense provided the effort to retrieve same from the files is reasonable and not
an undue burden.

Category 3: Charge for Maps and Requests for lnformation which Requires more than 25
Pages of Gopying

Readily identifiable information previously identified in writing by the requestor which is not
available in documents prepared (and in stock) for public distribution and which is in excess of
twenty-five pages shall carry a reproduction charge and generally be made accessible in two
ways:

Alternative I - District Retrieves and Photocopies.

Requestor advances the estimated cost for the District to reproduce the material. The
estimated cost shall be calculated using the following unit costs:

(a) letter and legal size - 25þ, per page (one-side);

(b) maps that we have reproduction equipment on site to reproduce - $5.00
each sheet; and

(c) odd sized maps, color documents, and other odd size/type documents
that we do not have on-site capability to reproduce - requestor to hire a
professional reproduction service company to make an appointment to
come in and reproduce.

Alternative 2 - Requestor Retrieves and District Photocopies. Requestor can make
an appointment and bring his/her own easily removable tape flags or paper clips, peruse and
temporarily mark the material they want copied and we will do the photocopy work and make
same available for the requestor for pick up on a subsequent date. The charge for each
reproducible page (single side) for this alternative is 25Q,. The charge will be collected before
District reproduces the tagged pages.

Gategory 4: Not Readily ldentifiable Material

Sometimes (or in rare cases of intentional harassment) a request will be so broad or so
vague as to make it very difficult or near impossible or involve undue burden in terms of staff time
to identify, retrieve and reproduce. Such requests shall be deemed not readily identifiaþle and the
requestor shall be asked to narrow the "universe" of the request by being much more explicit so
we can identify what in fact he/she wants.

t:\hApolicies\bod pol¡ciesl28- public record pol¡cy.doc



Exemptions

Exemptions to the above practice that is records that are exempt from disclosure are:

1. Legal advice letters and documents received from counsel.

2. Employeepersonnelfiles.

3. lnformation on customer accounts protected by the District's "Policy Statement on Public
Records."

Revisions: 5178,01107

t:\hr\polic¡ês\bod pol¡ciesUS- publ¡c record policy.doc



DRAFT
progersamercu rvnews. com

dwillisabavareanewsq roup. com

December 16,2015
Mr. Paul Rogers
San Jose Mercury News
4 N. 2nd Street Suite 800
San Jose, CA 951 13

Re: Public Records Act Request Received November 30, 2015

Dear Mr. Rogers:

This letter is a follow up to my December 4,2015 letter in response to your

Public Records Act (Act) Request received on November 30, 2015. The North Marin

Water District (NMWD) Board of Directors considered your request at its regularly

scheduled meeting on December 15, 2015.

NMWD's Conservation Standard assigned by the State Water Resources

Conirol Board for the Novato service territory is a 24o/o reduction in water production from

June 1 through February 2016 compared to the same period in 2013. Please be advised

that to-date NMWD's pefformance is a reduction of 32o/o and we have fully met the

cumulative water production savings required in the June 1't through February period.

Novato customers have achieved this performance on a cumulative basis without any

imposed rationing and by following the 2015 water use prohibitions which were adopted

by the Board at its May 19,2015 meeting.

Your Public Records Act Request specifically requested:

1) the names, addresses and monthly water consumption totals of the top

20 residential customers in the NMWD service area during the 4 months from June

1't to September 30, 2015;

2) the complete list of resídential, commercial and other water customers

along with their addresses and monthly water consumption totals who have been

assigned penalties by NMWD between June 1"tand September 30, 201S; and

3) the names, addresses and monthly water consumption totals of each

member of the Board of Directors from June 1't to September 30, 2015.

Request 1) NMWD meters are read bi-monthly. The District does not have

monthly water consumption data or any way to accurately calculate monthly water

consumption data from the bi-monthly meter readings. ln addition, the meter reading



schedule is not aligned with the June 1't to September 3Oth information request. The

information requested does not exist.

California Government Code Section 6254.16 provides limited exceptions

to the general rule that disclosure of customer records is not required. One such

exception is where the District "determines that the utility customer who is the subject

of the request has used utility services in a manner inconsistent with applicable local

utility usage policies." NMWD has no record that customers who may comprise the

top 20 residential water users have used water in a manner inconsistent with policies

or have not complied with the 2015 water use prohibitions.

Request 2) NMWD has not assigned penalties to any customers, thus no

list of customers who have been penalized can be provided to you.

Request 3) Section 6254.16 (e) of the California Government Code

authorizes the release of water utility information of elected or appointed officials with

authority to determine the utility usage policies of the local agency. Attached please

find each NMWD Director's name along with his or her water consumption as

measured on the two water bills they received between June 1't and September 30,

2015. While the water consumption on these two bills does not align precisely with

the June 1't through September 30th period requested (that information does not exist

and cannot be accurately calculated as explained above), it is the information that is

available that is the most responsive to your request.

Sincerely,

Chris DeGabriele
General Manager

Enclosure

CD/kly

t:\gmvnerorry prd request 2015þrà request response #2.doc
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MEMORANDUM

To: Board of Directors December 11,2015
From: Ryan Grisso, Water Conservation Coordin ator (b
Subject: Set Public Hearing for Revision of Water Conservation Regulation 1S and 1T

Vi\Memos to Board\R€gulation 1S ând 17 public Hoaring Set 12jS.doc

RECOMMENDED AGTION: Set Public Hearing

FINANCIAL IMPACT: None at this time

ln 2O15, by order of the Governor, the State Water Resources Control Board updated the

State's ModelWater Efficient Landscape Ordinance (MWELO)with more restrictive require-

ments for applicable new and rehabilitated landscapes. The new 2015 MWELO takes effect on

January 1,2016; however, local agencies can adopt their own version that meets or exceeds

State MWELO requirements, and must do so by December 1,2015 or March 1,2016 for region-

al ordinances, and report to the State by December 31,2015. Since the District is working on a

regional approach with the multiple local agencies (City of Novato and Marin County) and two

different service areas (Novato and West Marin), the reporting deadline will be March 1,2016.

The State's updated MWELO remains lengthy and not in a format readily adaptable by

the District, so staff has taken the pertinent additions/modifications and incorporated them into

Regulations 15 (Novato) and 17 (West Marin), as shown respectively in Attachments 1 and 2 in

underline/strikeout format. Although the District does not have direct building permit or land use

authority, the District will continue to work closely with the City of Novato (City) and Marin County

(County) to enforce these requirements through their planning and building permit process. Staff

expects the City and County to continue to rely on the District's enforcement of the 2015

MWELO provisions through their land use approval process. ln any event, adoption of the pro-

posed Regulation changes will exceed the requirements of the updated State MWELO and pro-

visions will allow the District to refer project requirements to the State MWELO if needed. lf ap-

proved, staff will prepare a letter to the State DepaÍment of Water Resources explaining the

District's landscape requirements and documenting its compliance with State requirements for

both the City and County.

ln addition, staff proposes changes to other parts of Regulations 15 and 17 as noted in At-

tachments 1 and2, in underline/strikeout format, to provide clarification on rebate eligibility and par-

ticipation requirements including indoor fixture/appliance requirements for new development.

A public hearing is needed to implement proposed water conservation regulation changes.

The proposed changes to the regulations are currently in draft form and will be reviewed by District



RG BOD Memo Re Set Public Hearing for Revision of Water Conservation Regulation 15 and 17
December 11,2015
Page 2

legal counsel before the public hearing. A Public Hearing Notice with brief summary of changes has

been drafted (Attachment 3), and will be published no less than 5 days prior to the Hearing.

RECOMMENDATION

Board set public hearing for 7:00 PM on January 5,2016, to consider approval of proposed

changes to Regulations 15 and 17, as noted in Attachments 1 and 2,



NORTH MARIN WATER DISTR¡CT

REGULATION I5
WATER CONSERVATION - NOVATO SERVICE AREA

A. Purpose

The purpose of this regulation is to assure that water resources available to the District are
put to reasonable beneficial use, that the instream values of Novato Creek and the Russian River
are preserved to the maximum possible extent and that the benefits of the District's water service
extend to the largest number of persons.

B. Waste of Water Prohi bitecl

(1) Customers shall not permit any water furnished by the District for the following
nonessential uses:

(a) The washing of sidewalks, walkways, driveways, parking lots and other hard
surfaced areas by direct hosing when runoff water directly flows to a gutter or
storm drain, except as may be necessary to properly dispose of flammable or
other dangerous liquids or substances, wash away spills that present a trip
and fall hazard, or to prevent or eliminate materials dangerous to the public
health and safety;

(b) The escape of water through breaks or leaks within the customers' plumbing
or private distribution system for any substantial period of time within which
such break or leak should reasonably have been discovered and corrected. lt
shall be presumed that a period of seventy-two (72) hours after the customer
discovers such a break or leak or receives notice from the District, is a

reasonable time within which to correct such break or leak, or, as a minimum,
to stop the flow of water from such break or leak;

(c) lrrigation in a manner or to an extent which allows excessive run-off of water
or unreasonable over-spray of the areas being watered. Every customer is

deemed to have his/her water system under control at all times, to know the
manner and extent of his/her water use and any run-off, and to employ
available alternatives to apply irrigation water in a reasonably efficient
manner;

(d) Washing cars, boats, trailers or other vehicles and machinery directly with a
hose not equipped with a shutoff nozzle;

(e) Water for non-recycling decorative water fountains;

(f) Water for new non-recirculating conveyor car wash systems;

(g) Water for new non-recirculating industrial clothes wash systems;

(h) Water for single pass coolant systems.

Exempt Water Uses. All water use associated with the operation and maintenance
of fire suppression equipment or employed by the District for water quality flushing
and sanitation purposes shall be exempt from the provisions of this section. Use of
watersuppIiedbyaprivatewellorfroma,gray
water or rainwater utilization system is also exempt.

Variances. Any customer of the District may make written application for a variance.
Said application shall describe in detail why Applicant believes a variance is justified.

V:\Requlation 15 & 17V015 Revisions\Req'15 - Draft RG 120815.doce.\Ð€€umeå+s-and€ettinqs\ef+eeF+an\toeal
Se$jnes\TemporaFú lî+e+net-FilesÀOLK27lReq-45-Ðr€f+€G102+1€do€H-.\REcul-A+loNs\Þ.ârr-ÂlRes-l-6-dæ
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(3)
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(a) The General Manager of the District may grant variances for use of water
othen¡irise prohibited by this section upon finding and determining that failure to
do so would cause an emergency condition affecting the health, sanitation, fire
protection or safety of the Applicant or public; or, cause an unnecessary and
undue hardship on Applicant or public, including but not limited to, adverse
economic impacts, such as loss of production or jobs.

(b) The decision of the General Manager of the District may be appealed to the
Board of Directors by submitting a written appeal to the District within fifteen
(15) calendar days of the day of the General Manager's decision. Upon
granting any appeal, the Board of Directors may ímpose any conditions it
determines to be just and proper. Variances granted by the Board of Directors
shall be prepared in writing and the Board of Directors may require the
variance be recorded at Applicant's expense.

(4) Enforcement Depending on the extent of the water waste, the District may, after

c

written notification to customer and after a reasonable time to correct the violation as
solely determined by the District, take some or all of the following actions:

(a) Telephone the customer to inform of the water waste violation including a
specified period of time to correct the violation;

(b) Personal contact with the customer at the address of the water service. lf
personal contact is unsuccessful, written notice of the violation including a
date that the violation is to be corrected may be left on the premises with a
copy of the notice sent by certified mail to the customer;

(c) The District may install a flow-restricting device on the service line;

(d) The District may cause termination of water service and the charge for same
shall be billed to the customer. Except in cases of extreme emergency as
solely determined by the General Manager of the District, service shall not be
reinstated until verified by the District that the violation has been corrected and
all outstanding charges have been paid.

Use of Water Savinq Devices

Each customer of the District is urged_to install water efficient devices that meet or exceed
EPA WaterSense standards. includinq but not I ited to showerheads. sink aerators and toilets.{e
red.u€e-the quantity ef water te flush teilets and to reduee the flew rates ef-showers and interier
faueets-

D. Water-Savinq Fixtures/Devices/EquipmentKils

The District will make available from time to time-

to customers the fol devices and incentives

(1) A device or devices for reducing shower ¡¡9þþ! flow rates;

(2) A dye tablet or tablets for determining if-a-toilet tanl+leaks;

(3) Other devices from time to time approved by the District;

(4) lnstallatien and ether instruetions and infermatien pertinent te eenservatien ef
ualified hot water recirculation

orevwater systems, and rainwater catchment svstems.

NMWD Regulation 15, adopted 8/76
Revised: 7185,5186,414189,4118189,7/89, B/89, 6190,2191 ,3192,5192, 12199,6/00, 10/00, 10/01, 07102,04104,05/05,05/06,7/08,
12109
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E. Water-Savinq Devices and Restrictions for New Development

(1) Water service will not be furnished to any Applicant unless the water-saving devices
hereinafter described are installed. Applicants for single service installations
serving one dwelling unit (d.u.) or one d.u. and an accessory d.u. or Applicants for

ro cts for which the District d n

shall pay a $1,000 deposit per d.u. to be refunded upon post inspection of the
installation of the water-saving devices and restrictions and compliant water efficient
landscape (section F) herein. All other projects may be subject to a water
conservation deposit with amount and applicability determined by the General
Manager on a case-by-case basis. Apolicant shall have vears to comolete the
oroiect. obtain District inspection ap and reouest a refund of the deoosit. lf
after two vears the proiect is not completed,; the deposit will be forfeited to the
District to be used for other Water rvation Proorams. lf reouested bv the
Aoplicant, the District mav extend the ti oeriod for the oroiect comoletion uo to
one additional vear,

(2) All interior plumbing and appliances in new development shall meet the following
requirements:

(a) Toilets and associated flush valves shall be High Efficiency Toilets (HETs),
rated at not more than 1.28 gallons per flush on average, and shall be listed
on the approved District HET list;

(b) Urinals and associated flush valves shall be rated at not more than 0.125
gallons per flush or be a District approved non-water using urinal;

(c) Shower heads shall have a rated flow of 2.0 gallons per minute or less, and
only one shower head will be allowed per bathroom;

(d) Lavatory faucets and hand-washing sinks shall have aerators or laminar flow
devices together with flow control inserts, valves, devices or orifices that
restrict flow to a maximum of 1 .5 gallons per minute in residential construction
and 0.5 gallons per minute in commercial construction. Kitchen faucets shall
have a maximum flow of 2.Q2 gallons per minute in all construction;

e)Laundryfacilitywashingmachinesshallbe@
medelsDistrict approved hi h-efficiencv models with an Cnergy-€;ta{-+a+rng
andl¡þgglgd a medified water factor of 4.55-Sor less;

(f) Dishwashers shall be high efficiency models with an Energy Star rating that
use no more than 5 gallons per cycle;

Water Efficient Landscape Requirement

(1) Purpose. Section 2 of Article X of the California Constitution specifies that the right to
use water is limited to the amount reasonably required for the beneficial use to be
served and the right does not and shall not extend to waste or unreasonable method of
use. This Regulation protects water supplies through the implementation of a whole
systems approach to design, construction, installation and maintenance of the
landscape resulting in water conserving climate-appropriate landscapes, improved
water quality and the minimization of natural resource inputs.

(2) Applicability

a. Requirements stated herein shall apply to all of the following new and rehabilitated
landscape projects associated with construction that requireg a Building or Grading

NMWD Regulation 15, adopted 8/76
Revised: 7lB5,5186,4l4l\9,411BlB9,7/89,8/89,6190,2191,3192,5192, 12199,6/00, 10/00, 10101 ,07102,04/04,05/05,05/06,7/08,
12t09 
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Permit, Plan Check, Design Review or water service upgrade-fql;
Commercial, industrial and institutional landscaping, park and greenbelt

landscaping, multiple-family residential and single-family residential landscaping.
e uirements for a icable

el Water Efficient Land Ordin
lations Title 23. Wate Division

2.7. ModelWater Efficient Lan
Ordinance).

with irri landsca area less th
to select a or all of the u

W Efficient Landsca Ordinance
D - Prescriptive Comoliance Ootion

b. Requirements stated herein shal lnota vto

lt

Registered local, state or federal historical landscape area;

Ecological restoration or mined-land reclamation projects that do not require a
permanent irrigation system.

(3) Landscape Design Plan. For each landscape project subject to this Regulation,
applicants shall submit a landscape design plan and install a landscape in accordance
with the following:

a. Amendments, Mulching and Soil Conditioning

t A minimum of 8" of non-mechanically compacted soil shall be available for
water absorption and root growth in planted areas.

ii. Prior to incorporatinq compost or fertilizer and planting of anv materials,
soils shall be transform

lil lncorporate compost or natural fertilizer into the soilto a minimum depth of 8"
at a minimum rate of 86 cubic yards per 1000 square feet ef-grìg|per specific
amendmentrecommendationsfromaSoilS@report'

iv. A minimum 3" layer of District approved mulch shall be applied on allexposed
soil surfaces of planting areas except in turf areas, creeping or rooting
groundcovers or direct seeding applications. Mulch shall be made from
ranrrnlad n nncf-consumer materials when h^cct ble

b. Plants

Selected plants, other than the allowable turf areas in residential projects, shall
be Water Use Classification of Landscape Species (WUCOLS) cateoorized
"Verv Low" or "Low" water use for the North-Central Coastal Reoion and not
cause the Estimated Water Use (ETWU) to exceed the Maximum Applied
Water Allowance (MAWA) using an evapotranspiration factor of 0.6-5é-€f

WUCOLS corresoondino olant factor 0 3 or less for Verv Low or Low water
use plants. (Special Landscape Areas including areas dedicated to edible
plants, recreational areas, or areas irriqated solelv with recvcled water shall not

to the lant selecti
iration factor of 1.0 for the

MAWA.)

NMWD Regulation 15, adopted 8/76
Revised: 7/85,5/86, 414189,4118189,7/89, B/89,6190,2191,3192,5192, 12199,6/00, 10/00, 10101 ,07/02,04/04,05/05,05/06,7/08,
12t09
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ii. Plants with similar water use needs shall be grouped together in distinct
hydrozones and where irrigation is required th+eAçh distinct hydrozones shall
be irrigated with a separate valve(s) and noted on the plans.

iji-

iv-jii Moderate and High water use plants as classified bv WUCOLS shall not be
mixed with low or mederate water use plants.

jv. All non-turf plants shall be selected, spaced and planted appropriately based
upon their adaptability to the climatic, soils, and topographical conditions of the
project site.

vi Turf shall not be planted in the following conditions:

1. Slopes exceeding 10%.

2. Planting areas &10 feet wide--f¡¡_ny-djlectig¡I or less unless irrioated
bv District aooroved subsurface irrioation or with recvcled water

3. Street medians, traffic islands, planter strips or bulb;outs of any size.

4. n of si le famil residential h

backvard landscape is not developer installed

vii. Total turf areas shall not exceed the following

1. Single Family: 25% of the total landscape area not to exceed 600800
square feet

2. Townhouse/Condominium (THC): 4€0399 square feet

3. Apartment (APT): 130 square feet

4. Commercial and/or non-residential: 0 square feet

sca Areas:The recedi turf
led water or areas ded

nal uses

viii. lnvasive plants as listed by the California lnvasive Plant Council are prohibited.

c. Water Features

i. Recirculating water systems shall be used for water features.

ii. Recycled water shall be used in water features when available onsite.

(4) lrrigation Design Plan. For each landscape project subject to this Regulation,
applicants shall submit an irrigation design plan that is designed and installed to meet
the MAWA irrigation efficiency criteria and in accordance with the following:

a. Dedicated irrigation meter or private landscape water or submeter for residential
must be specified for all non-residential irri landscaoes and residential
irriqated landscapes of 5.000 sq. ft. or qreater.

b. lrrigation systems with meters 1 Tr" or greater, or non-residential projects with
irriqated landscapes 5.000 souare feet. require a high-flow sensor that can

NMWD Regulation 15, adopted 8/76
Revised: 7185,5186,414189,4118189,7/89,8/89,6190,2191,3192,5192, 12199,6/00, 10/00, 10101,07102,04/04,05/05,05/06,7/08,
12t09
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detect high-flow conditions and have the capabilities to shut off the system.

c. lsolation valves shall be installed at the point of connection and before each valve
or valve manifold.

d. Weather-based or other sensor based self-adjusting irrigation controllers with non-
volatile memorv shall be required.

e. Rain sensors shall be installed for each irrigation controller.

f. Pressure regulation and/or booster pumps shall be installed so that all components
of the irrigation system operate at the manufacturer's recommended optimal
pressure.

g. lrrigation system shall be designed to prevent runoff or overspray onto nontargeted
areas.

h. Point source irrigation is required where plant height at maturity will affect the
uniformity of an overhead system.

i. Minimum 24" setback of overhead irrigation is required where turf is directly
adjacent to a continuous hardscape that flows or could runoff into the curb and
gutter.

j. Slopes greater than 1510% shall be irrigated with point source or other low-volume
irrigation technology.

k. A single valve shall not irrigate hydrozones that mix high water use plants with
moderate or low water use plants.

l. Trees shall be placed on separate valves .

m. All non-turf landscape areas shall be irrigated with District approved drip irrigation
systems or other alternative District approved point source irrigation.

n. Sprinkler heads, rotors and other emission devices on a valve shall have matched
precipitation rates. All spray irrigation systems shall be a brake rotary type an$g¡
be multi-stream, multi-trajectory, adjustable arc, rotating stream sprinkler with
matched precipitation rates. All rotating stream sprinkler units shallbe installed in a
40 psi pressure regulated spray head body and provide the highest potential
distribution uniformity. All sprinkler heads installed in the landscape must document
a distribution uniformi tv low at uarter of 0.65 or hinhor

o. Head-to-head coverage is required unless othenruise directed by the manufacturer's
specifications

p Swing joints or other riser protection components are required on all risers.

q Check valves shall be installed to prevent low-head drainage.

Master shut-off valves are req uired on all oroiects with irriqated landscapes overr.

S.

t.

5,000 square feet.

lrriqation efficiencv factors of 0.75 for rhead sorav devices and 0.81 for drio
svstem devices shall be used for ETWU and MAWA calculations

A diaqram of the irriqation plan, including hydrozones and eguipme¡llaçellans,
shall be provided and kept with the irrigation controllerfor subsequent manaqement
purposes.

NMWD Regulaiion 15, adopted 8/76
Revised: 7/85,5/86,414189,4118189,7/89,8/89,6190,2191,3/92,5192,12199,6/00, 10/00, 10101 ,07102,04104,05105,05/06,7/08,
12t09
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G) lrrigation Audit: Proiect applicants shall submit an irriqation audit report for all
applicable proiects.

The proiect applicant shallsubmit an irrigation audit reportthat includes inspeçtion,
svstem tune-up, svstem test with distribution uniformitv, reportinq overspray or run
off that causes overland flow, and preparation of an irrigation schedule, includinq
configuring irrigation controllers with application rate, soil tvpes, plant factors, slope,
exposure and any other factors necessarv for accurate programminq.

b. All landscape irriqation audits shall be conducted bv a local aqencv landscape
irriqation auditor or a third partv certified landscape irriqation auditor. Landscape
audits shall not be conducted bv the person who desiqned or installed the
landscape

c. ln production home developments, audits of 15% of the landscapes shall be
sufficient.

G. Rebate for Ene+qv€{arHiq h-Efficiencv Washino Machines in Residences

H

District customers in the Novato Service area are eligible for rebate as available from time to
time for frent-leading / herizontal axis' Energy Star washingDistrict approved high-efficiencv
washinq -machines in existing residences. New +esiden{¡ialconstruction in the District's
Novato service area are required to be equipped with hiqh-efficiencv washing machines in
accordance with Section E (2) (e) of this regulation. District rebates are not available for
@ineshiq h-efficiencv wash i nq machi nes req u ired i n new residential
construction.

Rebate for Removinq lrrigated Turf from Residential Properties

(1) The owner of properly containing a formal lawn area or areas shall be eligible for a
cash rebate from the District if said owner removes all or part of the formal lawn
area(s) and replaces same with eligible plant materials and meets the qualification
requirements. "Formal lawn area" means an existing lawn in good condition which is
irrigated regularly, by an automatic inground irrigation system, with waterfurnished by
the District and mowed regularly.

(2) Qualification requirements:

(a) Application for rebate must be made on District's form prior to removing the
formal lawn area(s). All applicable information requested must be supplied;

(b) Application for rebate must include a landscape plan or sketch showing the
size, in square feet, and location of all formal lawn area(s) on the Applicant's
parcel and the location of formal lawn area(s) that will be removed and
replaced;

(c) The Applicant must utilize only eligible replacement materials for the formal
lawn area(s) removed which are to be considered in calculating the rebate.
Eligible replacement materials are District approved water-conserving- andgl
low water use_California native plants 

;

NMWD Regulation 15, adopted 8/76
Revised: 7185,5186,414189,4118189,7/89,8/89,6190,2191,3192,5192, 12199,6/00, 10/00, 10101 ,07102,04/04,05/05,05/06,7/08,
12t09

7

a.



(d) lf the automatic in-ground irrigation system will continue to serve some
remaining formal lawn area(s), Applicant must modifythe system so thatwater
is not served to the proposed replacement area;

(e) Formal lawn area(s) removed and replanted with eligible replacement
materials shall be mulched with material suitably thick to preventweed growth
(minimum three inches) and reduce water loss. Areas shall not be irrigated
except for limited supplemental hand-watering or temporary drip irrigation to
establish the plant material;

(Ð The owner of the property must sign a statement promising not to reinsiall
lawn in formal lawn area(s) where lawn has been removed as long as the
owner holds property. The owner may be relieved of this promise at any time
by returning the full amount of the District's rebate;

(g) The General Manager may at any time halt or suspend acceptance of
applications for rebate if the District's funds appropriated for this purpose
become exhausted.

(3) After reviewing the information supplied by the Applicant and making at least one site
inspection to assure that qualification conditions have been met, District shall mail a
rebate check.

(4) The amount of the rebate shall be determined by the Board from time-to-time.

fÐ Rebates may be available for non-residential property orfor hotels, motels, hospitals,
government housing or a senior citizen complex on a parcel which is separately
owned and assessed. Maximum rebate amount for a non-residential property shall
be determined by General Manager on a case-by-case basis.

€) Synthetie turf replaeenrents ef fermal lawn area may þe eligible fer a higher rebate
is=

Landscape Rebate Alternatives

(1) The District will consider, and may approve, requests to substitute for any of the
requirements in section llF, well-designed alternatives or innovations that will effect
similar significant and continuing reductions of water requirements. Determination of
eliqibilitv shall be at the sole discretion of the General Manaoer or desionated staff

e The Ðistriet+vill rebate $50 fer lardseape-rnstallation in eNisting dwell¡ngs meeting the

{-a) Remeved er l<illed the lawn area prier te malcing applieatien fer rebate;

(S) Replaeed the lawn with landseape ne mere than ene-menth befere ale*ing
the-Distri+;

{q Re landseaping a lawn are+that was net regularly mewed and irrigated turf.

Ðeterminatien ef eligibility shall be at the sole diseretien ef the General Manager er
Oesç¡ee

J. Hiqh Efficiencv Toilet Replacement Proqram(s)

(1) A High Efficiency Toilet (HET) is defined as any toilet thatiswith an averaqe +a
20% er less water us flush
volume of 1.28 qallons per flush or less. This ineludes Ðistrieþappreved 1,0 gallens
per flush pressure Ultra Hiqh Efficiencv Toilet
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(2)

(3)

(4)

(b)

asa toilet with an a e flush volume
or less.

Any qualifying customer of the District who removes and recycles all toilets rated to
use more than 1.6 gallons per flush and replaces same with a District approved
HET or UHET may request and receive a cash rebate or bill credit in an amount
established by the Board of Directors from time to time for each such toilet fenn€ve+
+eeyete¿-an+re p I a ced .

To qualify for a rebate(s) hereunder, application shall be made on a form available
from the District and person signing application shall:

(a) Request District make a brief inspection of customer's structure at a time
and date approved in advance by customer to identify water conservation
measures appropriate and effective for the customer to implement or be pre-
oualified bv District staff via other communication means. Should customer
refuse access for an inspection or not receive pre-qualification, District shall
not be under any obligation to make a rebate. lnspection requirements are
subject to available staff time;

Be a customer of the District and the customer's structure in which the
replaced toilet(s) is located shall be served water in the District's Novato
Service Area and renlaeino a toilet installeci orior to Januarv 1.1992. and
manufactured to flush mo than 1.6 qallons per flush

(c) Provide District with bill of sale or original receipt of sale within the current
fiscal year and made out to said customer by person or vendor selling
customer the HET or UHET or, in lieu thereof, provide District with letter
addressed to said customer signed by a licensed plumber or contractor
stating that a HET(s) or UHET(s) has been installed by said plumber or
contractor at the customer's address;

(d) Reeyele teilets at a predetermined Ðistriet site with all irterral meehanisms,
teiletseat and all ether weed, metal and plastie remeved, if reeyeling¡eutlet
is-availabl.e.

lf the customer is renting the structure, a rebate will be made provided customer
includes with the application a letter from the owner of the property consenting to
District making rebate payment to customer for the replacement of a non-water
conserving toilet(s).

Rebates are not available for toilets installed in buildings constructed after
January 1, 1992 or for replacement of toilets rated to use 1.6 gallons per flush or
less.

Free or subsidized UHET giveaways may be available to customers from time to
time. Eligibility requirements listed in J (3) (a) to (d) apply to this program should it
become available.

(5)

K. Landscaoe Water Efficien cv Rebate

(1) Landscape water efficient rebates are available to customers who install District
qualified water efficient landscape equipment including:

(a) Drip irrigation systems
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(b) Water pressure-regulating devices

(c) Check valves

(d) Multi-stream rotating sprinkler nozzles (lawn areas only)

(e) Rain shut-off devices

(f) Mulch

(g) Soil conditioner/amendment

(2) Rebate amounts will be established by the Board of Directors from time to time
depending on customer classification and water savings potential. Customers are
allowed only up to the maximum rebate level for the life of the program.

(3) Applicant shall request and agree to a brief District pre-inspection of customer's
property to identify water efficient landscape actions to be taken. District will pre-
approve and post inspect to confirm the retrofit installations. lnspections are
subject to available staff time.

(4) Applicant shall provide District with a complete bill of sale or original receipt of sale
within the current fiscal year, clearly showing the purchase of the landscape water
efficiency installed items noted in the pre-inspection.

(5) Free or subsidized water efficient landscape items such as rain sensors, and mulch
may be available to customers. Eligibility requirements listed in K (1) through (3)
apply should items become available.

L. Rebates for District Ao Swimminq Pool Covers

District customers are eligible for rebates as available from time to time for purchasing
District approved swimming pool covers. Eligible pool covers must be a solar or safety cover
with non-netted type material, at least 12mil in thickness, and at least 450 square feet area.

M r Installation of Water Conservin Plumbi F
Property Ownership

(1) Definitions.

(a) "Water Conserving Plumbing Fixtures" means any toilet rated at 1.6 gallons
of water per flush or less, urinals that that are rated at 1.0 gallons of water
per flush, showerheads with a flow rated at 2.0 gallons of water per minute
or lavatory faucets that can emit no more than 1.5 gallons of water per
minute;

(b) "Change in Property Ownership" means a transfer of present interest of real
property, or a transfer of the right to beneficial use thereof, the value of
which is substantially equal to the proportion of ownership interest
transferred.

(c) "Retrofit" means replacing "Existing Plumbing Fixtures" with "Water-
Conserving Plumbing Fixtures;"

(d) "Existing Plumbing Fixtures" means any toilet using more than 1 .6 gallons of
water per flush, urinals using more than 1.0 gallons of water or more per
flush, showerheads with a flow rated more than 2.0 gallons of water per
minute or lavatory faucets that emit more than 1.5 gallons of water per
minute.
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(2)

(3)

(4)

(e) "Existing Structure" means any structure built and available for use or
occupancy on or before January 1, 1992, which is equipped with a toilet
using more than 1.6 gallons of water per flush or a urinal using more than
1.0 gallons of water per flush.

Retrofit Upon Change of Property Ownership.

Allexisting plumbing fixtures in existing structures receiving waterfrom the District's
water system shall, at the time of change of ownership, be retrofitted, if not already
done, exclusively with water conserving plumbing fixtures as defined in Section
Mm-(1) of this regulation.

Compliance and Penalties

Compliance shall be by the honor system. lt shall be the Seller's responsibility to
obtain from the District, in addition to any normal permits required by agencies other
than the District, frem the Ðistriet a Certificate of Compliance acknowledging thatthe
Seller or title holder has stated that the retrofit installation required by this
Regulation has been completed. lf the District later determines or finds that the work
was not done or was not completed or that water conserving plumbing fixtures are
no longer present, the District may assess an annual fee of 20% of the estimated
annual water bill as determined by the District until the owner of the property
demonstrates that the required retrofit work has in fact been done. A site inspection
shall be required in such cases and the owner shall be charged $35 for each such
site inspection as an added fee on the owner's water bill.

Alternative Compliance Procedure for Transfers of Residential Property

At Seller's option, Seller shall pay the District $315 per bathroom that does not fully
comply with Regulation 15 M. Half bathrooms shall count as one bathroom. The
District shall thereupon immediately provide a Certificate of Compliance to Seller.
Buyer shall then be responsible for installation of the water conserving plumbing
fixtures and Seller shall provide Buyer with a copy of District Regulation 15 M. and
shall notify Buyer of this requirement in writing before close of escrow. Buyer shall
have one year from the date of close of escrow to install such fixtures. Upon being
notified that said fixtures have been installed and making a brief inspection
confirming installation, the District shall pay the Buyer an amount equal to the
payment made to District by Seller. lf after one year, the water conserving plumbing
fixtures have not been installed, the District shall use this money for any other Board
approved water conservation program and shall be under no obligation to pay said
money to Buyer.

Responsibilitv for Compliance Neqotiable(5)

The Seller is responsible for compliance with Regulation 15 M, however
responsibility for payment of the deposit specified in Section M(4) may
be assumed by the Buyer so long as the agreement is not otherwise inconsistent
with the terms of Regulation 15 M. Any such agreement shall be evidenced in a
writing signed by both the Buyer and Seller.

N. Weather Based lrrioation Controller lnstallation Proqram
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(1) A weather based irrigation controller is defined as any irrigation controller using
weather data to create the actual irrigation schedule and which schedule is
automatically adjusted by the controller to meet the applied water demand based on
actual weather data. Weather based irrigation controllers may either receive "real
time" weather data or generate their weather data using an integrated solar radiation
sensor.

(2) District customers using more than an average of 600 gallons per day are eligible
for rebates or vouchers as available from time to time for purchasing District
approved weather based irrigation controllers. Directly installed weather based
irrigation controllers may be available from time to time. Customers receiving
weather based irrigation controller rebates or vouchers may be subject to a pre and
post installation inspection.

Exemptions from Provisions Set Forth in Requlation 15 (A. through N.)

(1) Retrofit Exemptions

The District's General Manager may grant an exemption from Section M in the
following instances:

(a) Unavailabilityof WaterConserving Plumbing Fixturestoeithermatchawell-
defined historic architectural style fitted with authentic plumbing fixtures or
accommodate existing house plumbing without bathroom alteration;

(b) Special health circumstances upon submittal of reasonable evidence that
demonstrates that specific plumbing fixtures are required by the user that
may not meet the Water Conserving Plumbing Fixture criteria defined by this
regulation.

(c) Faucets at kitchen sinks or antique faucets which do not have standard
threaded openings for aerators.

(2) Other Exemptions

The District's General Manager may grant exemptions from Section A. through N.
for purposes of health, safety and sanitation or if Applicant demonstrates an "at
least as effective as" water efficiency alternative. The District's General Manager
shall have the sole decision of determining whether Applicant has demonstrated an
"at least as effective as" water efficiency alternative.
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NORTH MARIN WATER DISTRICT

REGULATION 17

WATER CONSERVATION . WEST MARIN SERVICE AREA

A. Purpose

The purpose of this regulation is to assure that water resources available to the District are
put to reasonable beneficial use, that the in-stream values of Lagunitas Creek are preserved to the
maximum possible extent and that the benefits of the District's water service extend to the largest
number of persons.

B. Waste of Water Prohibited

(1) Customers shall not permit any water furnished by the District for the following
nonessential uses:

(a) The washing of sidewalks, walkways, driveways, parking lots and other hard
surfaced areas by direct hosing when runoff water directly flows to a gutter or
storm drain, except as may be necessary to properly dispose of flammable or
other dangerous liquids or substances, wash away spills that present a trip
and fall hazard, or to prevent or eliminate materials dangerous to the public
health and safety;

(b) The escape of water through breaks or leaks within the customers plumbing
or private distribution system for any substantial period of time within which
such break or leak should reasonably have been discovered and corrected. lt
shall be presumed that a period of seventy-two (72) hours afterthe customer
discovers such a break or leak or receives notice from the District, is a
reasonable time within which to correct such break or leak, or, as a minimum,
to stop the flow of water from such break or leak;

(c) lrrigation in a manner or to an extent which allows excessive run off of water
or unreasonable over spray of the areas being watered. Every customer is
deemed to have his water system under control at all times, to know the
manner and extent of his water use and any run off, and to employ available
alternatives to apply irrigation water in a reasonably efficient manner;

(d) Washing cars, boats, trailers or other vehicles and machinery directly with a
hose not equipped with a shutoff nozzle; and

(e) Water for non-recycling decorative water fountains.

(0 Water for new non-recirculating conveyor car wash systems; and

(g) Water for new non-recirculating industrial clothes wash systems.

(h) Water for single pass coolant systems.

(2) Exempt Water Uses. All water use associated with the operation and maintenance
of fire suppression equipment or employed by the District for water quality flushing
and sanitation purposes shall be exempt from the provisions of this section. Use of
watersuppliedbyaprivatewellorfroma,gray
water or rainwater utilization system is also exempt.

V:\Regulation 15 & 17U015 Revisions\Req 17 - Draft RG 120815.docH+REGUtA++ON'

ATTACHMENT 2



(3) Variances. Any customer of the District may make written application for a variance.
Said application shalldescribe in detailwhy applicant believes a variance is justified.

(a) The General Manager of the District may grant variances for use of water
otherwise prohibited by this section upon finding and determining that failure to
do so would cause an emergency condition affecting the health, sanitation, fire
protection or safety of the applicant or public; or, cause an unnecessary and
undue hardship on applicant or public, including but not limited to, adverse
economic impacts, such as loss of production or jobs.

(b) The decision of the General Manager of the District may be appealed to the
Board of Directors by submitting a written appeal to the District within fifteen
(15) calendar days of the day of the General Manager's decision. Upon
granting any appeal, the Board of Directors may impose any conditions it
determines to be just and proper. Variances granted by the Board of Directors
shall be prepared in writing and the Board of Directors may require the
variance be recorded at applicant's expense.

(4) Enforcement. Depending on the extent of the water waste the District may take
some or all of the following actions.

(a) Telephone the customer to inform of the water waste violation including a
specified period of time to correct the violation;

(b) Personally contact the customer at the address of the water service. lf
personal contact is unsuccessful, written notice of the violation including a
date that the violation is to be corrected will be sent by ceftified mail to the
customer;

(c) lnstall a flow-restricting device on the service line;

(d) Cause termination of water service and the charge for same shall be billed to
the customer. Except in cases of extreme emergency as solely determined by
the General Manager of the District, service shall not be reinstated until
verified by the District that the violation has been corrected and all outstanding
charges have been paid.

(e) Any customer who fails to repair a significant leak or othenruise eliminate waste
of water within twenty days after becoming aware of it or receiving written
notice from the District shall pay a penalty charge equal to ten times the
commodity charge for the amount of water estimated by the District to have
been wasted or $50 whichever is greater.

Use of Water Savinq Devices

Each customer of the District is urged to install water efficient devices that meet or exceed
EPA WaterSense standards, includinq but not limited to showerheads, sink aerators, and toilets. {o
reduee-the quantity ef water te flush teilets and te reduee the flew rates ef showers andfaueet+

D. Water-Savins Kits

The District will periodically make available from time to time to customers the followinq
devices and incentives:
Distriet' a water saving l<it esntaining the fsllowing deviees for use with nen water eenserving
fix+u+es:

(1) A device or devices for reducing shower and sink flow rate;
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Dye tablets for determining if-a-toilet{ank leaks;

Other devices from time to time approved by the District;

Ðeviee installatien and ether instruetiens and infermatien pertinent to eensen¡atisn ef
watenRebates from time to time for District qualified hotwater recirculation svstems,
qrevwater svstems, and rainwater catchment svstems.

Water-Savinq Devices and Restrictions for New Development

(1) Water service will not be furnished to any Applicant for new or expanded service
unless the water-saving devices hereinafter described are installed. Applicants for
single service installations serving one dwelling unit (d.u.) or one d.u. and an
accessory d.u. or applicants for proiects for which the District does not have a buildinq
permit final siqn off, shall pay a $1,000 deposit per d.u. to be refunded upon post
inspection of the installation of the water-saving devices and restrictions and
compliant water efficient landscape (section F) herein. All other projects may be
subject to a water conservation deposit with amount and applicability determined by
the General Manager on a case-by-case basis. Applicant shall have two years to
complete the proiect, obtain District inspection approval and request a refund of the
deposit. lf after two vears the proiect is not completed, the deposit will be forfeited to
the District to be used for other Water Conservation proqrams. lf requested bv the
Applicant, the District mav extend the time period for proiect completion up to one
additional vear

(2) All interior plumbing in new development shall meet the following requirements:

(a) Toilets and associated flush valves shall be High Efficiency Toilets (HETs),
rated at not more than 1 .28 gallons per flush on average and shall be listed on
the approved District HET list;

(b) Urinals and associated flush valves shall be rated at not more than
0.125 gallons per flush or be a District approved non-water using urinal;

(c) Showerheads shall have a rated flow of 2.0 gallons per minute or less, and only
one showerhead will be allowed per bathroom;

(d) Lavatory faucets and hand-washing sinks shall have aerators or laminar flow
devices with flow control inserts, orifices or other devices that restrict flow to a
maximum of 1.5 gallons per minute in residential construction and 0.5 gallons
per minute in commercialconstruction. Kitchen faucets shallhave a maximum
flow of 2.02 gallons per minutes in all construction;

(e)Laundryfacilitywashingmachinesshallbe@e
typeDistrict approved high-efficiency models with an Cne+gyStar-+at+ìg-and
a¡nþg¡qjed medified water factor of 45.5 or less;

(f) Dishwashers shall be high efficiency models with an Energy Star rating that use
no more than 5 gallons per cycle.

Water Efficient Landscape Requirement

(1) Purpose. Section 2 of Article X of the California Constitution specifies that the right to
use water is limited to the amount reasonably required for the beneficial use to be served
and the right does not and shall not extend to waste or unreasonable method of use.
This Regulation protects water supplies through the implementation of a whole systems
approach to design, construction, installation and maintenance of the landscape resulting
in water conserving climate-appropriate landscapes, improved water quality and the
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(2)

minimization of natural resource inputs.

Applicability

a. Requirements stated herein shall apply to all of the following new and rehabilitated
landscape projects associated with construction that require a Building or Grading
Permit, Plan Check, Design Review or water service upgrade for:

Commercial, industrial and institutional landscaping, park and greenbelt
landscaping, multiple-family residential and single-family residentìal landscaping.

At District Discretion. landscaoe reou ments for aoplicable oroiects mav beL
deferred to the State ModelWater Efficient Landscape Ordinance (California
Code of Reoulations Title 23. Waters, Division 2. Department of Water

Cha r 2.7. Model W nce

ii. For oroiects with irrioated landscaoe area less than 2.500 souare feet. the
District mav choose to select anv or all of the requirements to the State Model
Water Efficient Landscaoe Ordina (referenced above). Aooendix D -
Prescriotive Compliance Option.

b. Requirements stated herein shall not applv to:

i. Registered local, state or federal historical landscape area;

ii. Ecological restoration or mined-land reclamation projects that do not require a
permanent irrigation system.

(3) Landscape Design Plan. For each landscape project subject to this Regulation,
applicants shall submit a landscape design plan and install a landscape in accordance
with the following:

a. Amendments, Mulching and Soil Conditioning

i. A minimum of 8" of non-mechanically compacted soil shall be available for
water absorption and root growth in planted areas.

il. Þrinr fn inco rh orati com nnol or fe lizor anrl nlanfinn nf onr¡ mafa rialsrf

cted soils shall be transform

iii. lncorporate compost or natural fertilizer into the soil to a minimum depth of 8" at
a minimum rate of 6-L cubic yards per 1000 square feet ando+ per specific
amendment recommendations from a soils laberatery manaqement reporl.

iv.ü A minimum 3" layer of District approved mulch shall be applied on all exposed
soil surfaces of planting areas except in turf areas, creeping or rooting
groundcovers or direct seeding appl ications. Mulch shall be made from recvcled
or oost-consumer ucts when possible

b. Plants

i. Selected plants. other than allowable turf in residential proiects. shall be Water
Use Classifications of Landscaoe S s (WUCOLS) cateqorized "Verv Low" or
"Low" water use from the N lCoastal Reoion and shall not cause the
Estimated Water Use (ETWU) to exceed the Maximum Applied Water
Allowance (MAWA) using and evapotranspiration factor of 0 ÞÞ6 ef

0.45 for non-residential sites and a
WUCOLS corresoondino olant factor 0.3 or less for Verv Low or Low water
plants. lSoecial La pe Area includino areas dedicated to edible plants,
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recreational uses, or areas irriqated solelv with recvcled water shall not be
subiected to the olant selection reouirements and shall use an
evaootransoiration factor of I O for t e ourooses of calculatino ETWU and
MAWA

ii. Plants with similar water use needs shall be grouped together in distinct
hydrozones and where irrigation is required the-each distinct hydrozones shall
be irrigated with a separate valve(s) and noted on the plans.

ijj-
be elassified as mederate water use fer MÂWA ealeulatiens,

ivri. Moderate and High water use plants as categorized bv WUCOLS, shall not be
mixed with low or moderate water use plants.

iv. All non-turf plants shall be selected, spaced and planted appropriately based
upon their adaptability to the climatic, soils, and topographical conditions of the
project site.

V.i Turf shall not be planted in the following conditions:

Slopes exceeding 10%.

Planting areas.!Q8 feet wide tn direction or less unless irriqated with
f-liclrin* annrnr¡ad subsurface ation or wi th ranrrnlad rnrafor

Street medians, traffic islands, planter strips or bulbouts of any size

Front vard landscaoino of sinole familv houses where the backvard
landscaoe is not installed.

vt+ Total turf areas shall not exceed the following

1. Single Family: 25% of the total landscape area not to exceed 400 square
feet

2. Townhouse/Condominium (THC):2€+llQsquarefeet

3. Apartment (APT): 50 square feet.

4. Commercial and/or non-residential: 0 square feet

Special Landscape Areas: The precedinq turf limitations shal not apply to
sites irriqated with recvcled water or areas dedicated to District approved
recreational uses.

viii. lnvasive plants as listed by the California lnvasive Plant Council are prohibited.

c. Water Features

i. Recirculating water systems shall be used for water features

ii. Recycled water shall be used in water features when available onsite.

(4) -lrrigation Design Plan. For each landscape project subject to this Regulation, applicants
shall submit an irrigation design plan that is designed and installed to meet the MAWA
irrigation efficiency criteria and in accordance with the following:

a. Dedicated irrigation meter or for private landscape water submeter for residential
must be sp for all non-residential i lands
landscaoes of 5 000 uare feet or oreater

1.

2.

3.

4.
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b. lrrigation systems with meters 1 /2" or g reater or non-residential landsca pes with
irrigated landscapes over 5,000 square feet, require a high-flow sensor that can
detect high-flow conditions and have the capabilities to shut off the system.

c. lsolation valves shall be installed at the point of connection and before each valve or
valve manifold.

d. Weather-based or other sensor based self-adjusting irrigation controllers, with non-
volatile memory,--shall be required.

e. Rain sensors shall be installed for each irrigation controller.

f. Pressure regulation and/or booster pumps shall be installed so that allcomponents
of the irrigation system operate at the manufacturer's recommended optimal
pressure.

g. lrrigation system shall be designed to prevent runoff or overspray onto non-targeted
areas.

h. Point source irrigation is required where plant height at maturity will affect the
uniformity of an overhead system.

i. Minimu m 24" setback of overhead irrigation is required where tud is directly adjacent
to a continuous hardscape that flows or could runoff into the curb and gutter.

j. Slopes greater than 105% shall be irrigated with point source or other low-volume
irrigation technology.

k. A single valve shall not irrigate hydrozones that mix high water use plants with
moderate or low water use plants.

l. Trees shall-net be placed on separate valves .

m. All non-turf landscape areas shall be irrigated with District approved drip irrigation
systems or other alternative District approved point source irrigation equipment.

n. Sprinkler heads, rotors and other emission devices on a valve shall have matched
precipitation rates. All spray irrigation systems shall be a brake rotary type andq¡be
multi-stream, multi-trajectory, adjustable arc, rotating stream sprinklerwith matched
precipitation rates. All rotating stream sprinkler units shall be installed in a 40 psi
pressure regulated spray head body and provide the highest potential distribution
uniformity. All sprinkler heads installed in the landscape must document a
distribution uniformity low quarter of 0.65 or hiqher.

Head-to-head coverage is required unless othenruise directed by the manufacturer's
specifications

Swing joints or other riser protection components are required on all risers.

Check valves shall be installed to prevent low-head drainage.

Master shut-off valves are required on all proiects with irriqated landscapes over

s. lrriqation efficiencv factors of 0.75 for overhead sprav devices and 0.81 for drip
svstem devices shall be used for ETWU and MAWA calculations.

!, A diaqram of the irrigation plan, including hvdrozones and equipment locations, shall
be provided and kept with the irrigation controller for subsequent management
purposes.

o.

p

q
r.

5,000 square feet
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fÐ lrriqation Audit: Proiect applicants shall submit an irrigation audit report for all
applicable proiects.

The proiect applicant shall submit an irriqation audit report that includes inspection,
svstem tune-up, svstem test with distribution uniformitv, reporting overspray and
runoff that causes overland flow, and precipitation of an irriqation schedule,
includinq confiqurinq irrioation controllers with application rate, soil tvpes, plant
factors, slope, exposure and other factors necessary for accurate programminq.

All landscape irrigation audits shall be conducted bv a local agencv landscape
irrioation auditor or a third partv certified landscape irrigation auditor. Landscape
audits shall not be conducted bv the person who desiqned or installed the
landscape.

ln production home developments, auditS of 15"/" of the landscapes shall be

a.

sufficient.

G. Rebate for Efi€rsv€+arHiqh-Efficiencv Washinq Machines in Residences

H

District customers in the West Marin Service area are eligible for rebate as available from
time to time for frert loading / herizental axis' Energy StarDistrict approved hiqh-efficiencv
washing machines in existing residences. New_-residentral construction in the District's West
Marin service area are required to be equipped with hiqh-efficiency washing machines in
accordance with Section E (2) (e) of this regulation. District rebates are not available for

ashing¡1Machinesrequiredinnewresidentialconstruction'

Rebate for Removinq lrriqated Turf from Residential Properties

(1) The owner of property containing a formal lawn area or areas shall be eligible for a
cash rebate from the District if said owner removes all or part of the formal lawn
area(s) and replaces same with eligible plant materials and meets the qualification
requirements. "Formal lawn area" means an existing lawn in good condition which is
irrigated regularly, by an automatic inground irrigation system, with waterfurnished by
the District and mowed regularly.

(2) Qualification requirements:

(a) Application for rebate must be made on District's form prior to removing the
formal lawn area(s). All applicable information requested must be supplied.

(b) Application for rebate must include a landscape plan or sketch showing the
size, in square feet, and location of all formal lawn area(s) on the Applicant's
parcel and the location of formal lawn area(s) that will be removed and
replaced.

(c) The Applicant must utilize only eligible replacement materials for the formal
lawn area(s) removed which are to be considered in calculating the rebate.
Eligible replacement materials are District-approved water-conserving and low
water use California native plants or District-approved synthetic turf.

(d) If the automatic inground irrigation system will continue to serve some
remaining formal lawn area(s), Applicant must modify the system so that water
is not served to the proposed replacement area.

(e) Formal lawn area(s) removed and replanted with eligible replacement materials
shall be mulched with material suitably thick to prevent weed growth (minimum
three inches) and reduce water loss. Areas shall not be irrigated except for
limited hand-watering or temporary drip irrigation to establish the plant material.

NMWD Regulation 17, adopted 4/4/89 7
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(f) The owner of the property must sign a statement promising not to reinstall lawn
in formal lawn area(s) where lawn has been removed as long as the owner
holds property. The owner may be relieved of this promise at any time by
returning the full amount of the District's rebate.

(g) The General Manager may at any time halt or suspend acceptance of
applications for rebate if the District's funds appropriated for this purpose
become exhausted.

(3) After reviewing the information supplied by the Applicant and making at least one site
inspection to assure that qualification conditions have been met, District shall mail a
rebate check.

(4) The amount of the rebate shall be determined by the Board from time to time.

lÐ Rebates may be available for non-residential property or for hotels, motels, hospitals,
government housing or a senior citizen complex on a parcel which is separately
owned and assessed. Maximum rebate amount for a non-residential property shall be
determined by General Manager on a case-by-case basis.

€) Synthetie tuf replaeements ef fe"mal lawr area may be eligiþle fer a higher rebate

l. Landscaoe Reb ate Alternatives

(1) The District will consider, and may approve, requests to substitute for any of the
requirements in section F., well-designed alternatives or innovations that will effect
similar significant and continuing reductions of water req uirements. Determination of

all be at the sole d Mana or des n

(€)

(b) rns
theÐ+s+++e!-e+

{€)

Ðeterninatien of eligibility shall be at-the sel+diseretien ef the General Manager er
Oesgn€e=

J. Reouirement for I llation of Water Conservino Plumbino Fixtures Uoon Chanoe of

Ø

Prooertv ership or Uoon Bathroom Alteration

Definitions.

(a) "Water-Conserving Plumbing Fixtures" means any toilet rated at 1.6 gallons
of water per flush or less, urinals rated at 1.0 gallons of water per flush,
showerheads with a flow rated at 2.0 gallons of water per minute or lavatory
faucets that can emit no more than 1.5 gallons of water per minute.

(b) "Change in Property Ownership" means a transfer of present interest of real
property, or a transfer of the right to beneficial use thereof, the value of which
is substantially equal to the proportion of ownership interest transferred.

(c) "Bathroom Alteration" means any alteration or addition of a bathroom that
includes replacement or addition of any toilet(s).

NMWD Regulation 17, adopted 4l4l8g B
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(2)

(3)

(4)

(d) "Retrofit" means replacing "Existing Plumbing Fixtures" with "Water-
Conserving Plumbing Fixtures."

(e) "Existing Plumbing Fixtures" means any toilet using more than 1.6 gallons of
water per flush, urinals using more than 1.0 gallons of water per flush,
showerheads with a flow rated more than 2.0 gallons of water per minute or
lavatory faucets that emit more than 1.5 gallons of water per minute.

(f) "Existing Structure" means any structure built and available for use or
occupancy on or before March 1,1992, which is equipped with a toilet using
more than 1.6 gallons of water per flush or a urinal using more than 1.0
gallons of water per flush.

Retrofit Upon Change of Property Ownership.

All Existing Plumbing Fixtures in Existing Structures receiving water from the
District's water system, including residential, commercial, industrial and government
structures, shall, at the time of Change of Ownership, be Retrofitted, if not already
done, exclusively with Water-Conserving Plumbing Fixtures. This requirement shall
affect all escrow accounts involving transfer of property opened after Febru ary 29,
1992. Escrow accounts opened before March 1, 1992 which close after March 1 ,

1992 shall not be affected by this requirement.

Retrofit Upon Bathroom Alteration.

Effective March 1, 1992, all structures receiving water from the District's water
system, including residential, commercial, industrial and government, shall, upon
Bathroom Alteration, be Retrofitted exclusively with Water-Conserving Plumbing
Fixtures.

Retrofit Exemptions.

The District's General Manager may grant an exemption in the following
instances:

(a) Unavailability of Water-Conserving Plumbing Fixtures to either match a well-
defined historic architectural style fitted with authentic plumbing fixtures or
accommodates existing house plumbing without Bathroom Alteration.

(b) Special health circumstances upon submittal of reasonable evidence that
demonstrates that specific plumbing fixtures are required by the user that
may not meet the Water Conserving Plumbing Fixture criteria defined bythis
regulation.

(c) Faucets at kitchen sinks or antique faucets which do not have standard
threaded openings for aerators.

Compliance and Penalties.

Compliance shall be by the honor system. lt shall be the Seller's responsibility (in
the case of Change of Property Ownership) and the title holder's responsibility (in
the case of Bathroom Alteration) to obtain, in addition to any normal permits required
by agencies other than the District, to apply for and obtain from the District a
Certificate of Compliance acknowledging that the Seller or title holder has stated that
the Retrofit installation required by this regulation has been completed. lf the District
later determines or finds that the work was not done or was not completed or that
Water Conserving Plumbing Fixtures are no longer present, the District may assess
an annual fee of 20% of the estimated annual water bill as determined by the District

(5)
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(6)

until the owner of the property demonstrates that the required Retrofit work has in
fact been done. A site inspection shall be required in such cases and the owner
shall be charged $35 for each such site inspection as an added fee on the owner's
water bill.

Alternative Compliance Procedure for Transfers of Residential Property

At Seller's option, Seller shall pay the District $315 per bathroom that does not fully
comply with Regulation 17 H. Half bathrooms shall count as one bathroom. The
District shall thereupon immediately provide a Certificate of Compliance to Seller.
Buyer shall then be responsible for installation of the Water Conserving Plumbing
Fixtures and Seller shall provide Buyer with a copy of District Regulation 17 H. and
shall notify Buyer of this requirement in writing before close of escrow. Buyer shall
have one year from the date of close of escrow to install such fixtures. Upon being
notified that said fixtures have been installed and making a brief inspection
confirming installation, the District shall pay the Buyer an amount equal to the
payment made to District by Seller. lf after one year, the Water Conserving
Plumbing Fixtures have not been installed, the District shall use this money for any
other Board approved water conservation program and shall be under no obligation
to pay said money to Buyer.

ResBonsibility for Compliance Neqotiableg)

The Seller is responsible for compliance with Regulation 17 J, however
responsibility for payment of the deposit specified in Section J (6) may
be assumed by the Buyer so long as the agreement is not othen¡¡ise inconsistent
with the terms of Regulation 17 J. Any such agreement shall be evidenced in a
writing signed by both the Buyer and Seller.

K. Hioh Efficiencv Toilet lacement Prooram(s)

AHighEfficiencyToilet(HET)isdefinedaSanytoiletffi
with an averaqe flush

volume of 1 .28 qallons per flush or less
Ultra Hiqh-Efficiencv Toilet

(1)

(2)

(3)
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as a MaP Premium toilet is defined
flush volume less1.1 gallons per flush

Any qualifying customer of the District who removes and recycles all toilets rated to
use more than 1 .6 gallons per flush and replaces same with a District approved HET
or UHET may request and receive a cash rebate or bill credit in an amount
established by the Board of Directors from time to time for each such toilet rem€ve+
re€y€+eC-€n+re p I a ced .

To qualify for a rebate(s) hereunder, application shall be made on a form available
from the District and person signing application shall:

(a) Request District make a brief inspection of customer's structure at a time and
date approved in advance by customer to identify water conservation
measures appropriate and effective for the customer to implementptþgple-

ualified District staff via other Should customer
refuse access for an inspection or not receive pre-qualification, District shall
not be under any obligation to make a rebate. lnspection requirements are
subject to available staff time.



L.

(b) Be a customer of the District and the customer's structure in which the
replaced toilet(s) is located shall be served water in the District's West Marin
ServiceArea and replacing a toilet installed prlorto Januarv 1, 1992, and
manufactured to flush more than 1.6 gallons per flush ; and

(c) Provide District with bill of sale or original receipt of sale within the current
fiscal year and made out to said customer by person or vendor selling
customer the HET or UHET or, in lieu thereof, provide District with letter
addressed to said customer signed by a licensed plumber or contractor
stating that a HET(s) or UHET(s) has been installed by said plumber or
contractor at the customer's address; and

{d)
teilet seat and all ether weed' metal and plastie remeve* if reeyeling eutlet is
available,

(4) lf the customer is renting the structure, a rebate will be made provided customer
includes with the application a letter from the owner of the property consenting to
District making rebate payment to customer for the replacement of a non-water
conserving toilet(s).

(5) Rebates are not available for toilets installed in buildings constructed after January 1 ,

1992 or for replacement of toilets rated to use 1.6 gallons per flush or less.

(6) Free or subsidized UHET giveaways may be available to customers from time to
time. Eligibility requirements listed in K (3) (a) to (d) apply to this program should it
become available.

Rebates for District Approved Swimminq Pool Covers

District customers are eligible for rebates as available from time to time for purchasing District
approved swimming pool covers. Eligible pool covers must be a solar or safety cover with
non-netted type material, at least 12 mil in thickness, and at least 450 square feet.

Weather Based lrriqation Controller lnstallation Proqram

(1) A Weather Based lrrigation Controller is defined as any irrigation controller using
weather data to create the actual irrigation schedule and which schedule is
automatically adjusted by the controller to meet the applied water demand based on
actualweather data. Weather Based lrrigation Controllers may either receive "real
time" weather data or generate the weather data using an integrated solar radiation
sensor.

(2) District cusiomers using more than an average of 400 gallons per day are eligible for
rebates or vouchers as available from time to time for purchasing District approved
Weather Based lrrigation Controllers. Directly installed Weather Based lrrigation
Controllers may be available from time to time. Customers receiving Weather Based
lrrigation Controller rebates or vouchers may be subject to a pre and post installation
inspection.

Landscape Water Efficiencv Rebate

(1) Landscape water efficient rebates are available to customers who install District
qualified water efficient landscape equipment including:

(a) Drip irrigation systems

(b) Waterpressure-regulatingdevices

NMWD Regulation 17, adopled 4l4l8g 11
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(c) Check valves

(d) Multi-stream rotating sprinkler nozzles (lawn areas only)

(e) Rain shut-off devices

(f) Mulch

(g) Soil conditioner/amendment

(2) Rebate amounts will be established by the Board of Directors from time to time
depending on customer classification and water savings potential. Customers
are allowed only up to the maximum rebate level for the life of the program.

(3) Applicant shall request and agree to a brief District pre-inspection of customer's
property to identify water efficient landscape actions to be taken. District will pre-
approve and post-inspect to confirm the retrofit installations. lnspections are
subject to available staff time.

(4) Applicant shall provide District with a complete bill of sale or original receipt of
sale within the current fiscal year, clearly showing the purchase of the landscape
water efficiency installed items noted in the pre-inspection.

(5) Free or subsidized water efficient landscape items such as rain sensors, and
mulch may be available to customers. Eligibility requirements listed in N(1)
through (3) apply should items become available.

O. Exemotions from Provisions Set Fo rth in Requlation 17 (4. throuoh M.)

(1) RetrofitExemptions

The District's General Manager may grant an exemption from Section M. in the
following instances:

(a) Unavailability of Water-Conserving Plumbing Fixtures to either match a well-
defined historic architectural style fitted with authentic plumbing fixtures or
accommodate existing house plumbing without Bathroom Alteration;

(b) Special health circumstances upon submittal of reasonable evidence that
demonstrates that specific plumbing fixtures are required by the user that
may not meet the Water Conserving Plumbing Fixture criteria defined by this
regulation.

(c) Faucets at kitchen sinks or antique faucets which do not have standard
threaded openings for aerators.

(2) Other Exemptions

The District's General Manager may grant exemptions from Section A. through N.
only for purposes of health, safety and sanitation or if applicant demonstrates an "at
least as effective as" water efficiency alternative. The District's General Manager
shall have the sole decision of determining whether applicant has demonstrated an
"at least as effective as" water efficiency alternative.
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PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE

Sponsor:
Purpose:

lmpact:
Date:

Time:

Place:

North Marin Water District
Consider Proposed Changes to District
Regulation 15 -Water Conservation
Novato Service Area and Regulation 17 - Water
Gonservation West Marin Service Area

Greater Novato and West Marin Service Areas

January 5, 2016

7:00 p.m.

999 Rush Creek Place, Novato
(District Headquarters)

Summary of Proposed Changes:

1. Modifications to landscape efficiency requirements including
additional turf limitations and requirements, plant selection
criteria, soil amendment requirements and other changes in
compliance with the updated 2015 State Model Water Efficient
Landscape Ordinance.

2. Updated language to various rebate program participation and
eligibility requirements.

3. Other minor changes and updates.

For More lnformation Please
Call the District's Water Conservation office at:

(415) 761-8933 or email waterconserve@nmwd.com

Vr\R€gulation 15 & 17\Rog 15 Nolic€ 1215.doc
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MEMORANDUM

ITEM #1I

Date: December 11,2015To:

From:

Board of Directors

Drew Mclntyre, Chief Engineer

Subject: Approve CSWST2 Contract Amendment
Marin Sonoma Narrows/Aqueduct Energy Efficiency Project
RlFoldêrs by Job NoV000 jobs\71 18\Consultants FoIdBACS\M71 18 CSW Contråct Amêndm6nt 6 for Aquêduct Upsizing BOD Mêmo12-15-15.docx

RECOMMENDED AGTION: Board authorize General Manager to execute a contract
amendment with CSWStuber-Stroeh for additional design
services related to the Aqueduct Energy Efficiency Project
(AEEP).

FINANCIAL IMPAGT: $47,662 (included in FY16 CIP Budget with $44,662
reimbursed by Caltrans)

Backoround

The most recent overview of the Caltrans Marin Sonoma Narrows (MSN) and Aqueduct

Energy Efficiency Projects (AEEP) was provided to the Board at the June 16, 2015 meeting as

part of Vali Cooper's (NMWD's Construction Manager for Reach A-D) Construction Progress

Report Update No. 4. Construction was substantially cómplete for the MSN 81 - AEEP Reach

E project in March 2014 and the MSN B3-AEEP Reach A-D project was substantially complete

(minus -600 ft of the f-inch distribution main in Kastania Rd) in October2015 (map included as

Attachment 1). A final Construction Progress Report (Update No. 5) to be provided by Vali

Cooper (i.e., Mr. Ken Sinclair) is tentatively scheduled for the January 19,2016 Board meeting.

CSWST2 Consultins Services Contract

The Board approved Contract Amendment No. 5 with CSWST2 for design work on the

MSN/AEEP project at the October 7, 2014 meeting for $209,433 with a $25,000 contingency. ln

the attached proposal (Attachment 2) CSWST2 requests $47,662 for two out of scope services.

Since the new out of scope services exceed the $25,000 contingency staff is requesting a

$47,662 budget amendment. Approximately 94o/o (i.e., $44,662) of the total $47,662 will be

billed to Caltrans for reimbursement. The single largest line item request is -$30,300 for Task

140 - Grade Work in Reach B, This task primarily covers designing a new drainage ditch for

-1,600 feet along the east side of the pipeline alignment within Reach B. This work was

necessitated due to differing topographic conditions between actual field conditions and

Caltrans initial aerial survey information. The second extra services scope (Task 125) was for

additional Reach E services in the amount of $17,429.50 (which has already been fully

reimbursed by Caltrans). This amendment will be the final extra-services request for this

project.



Approve Contract Amendment No. 6 CSWStuber-Stroeh Aqueduct Upsizing BOD Memo
December 11,2015
Page 2 of 2

A summary of CSWST2's contract modifications since initial approval in January 2011

is provided below. lt is imporlant to note that one significant factor in the CSWST2's increase in

billings since May 2013 reflect the fact that all Caltrans responsible costs are now being passed

through NMWD as part of the NMWD-Caltrans Utility Agreement. Prior to May 2013 Caltrans

paid CSWST2 under a separate contract.

Amendment
No.

Approved
Contingency

Balance

1

2

$24,000

$6,840

$25,000

RECOMMENDATIO N

Authorize the General Manager to execute a contract amendment with CSWStuber-

Stroeh in the amount of $47,662 for additional design engineering services related to the MSN

and Aqueduct Energy Efficiency Projects.

3

4

5

6

Date Description Fee
Amount

Cumulative
Total

Award Consulting Services
Agreement for Reach A-E
betterment desiqn

$236,540 $236,540January 2011

$1 7,1 60 $253,700August 201 1 Additional environmental
services for AEE Project

$80,600 $334,300May 2013 Additional design phase
support services for AEE
Proiect
Bid phase and construction
phase design suppotl
services for MSN and AEE
Proiects

$121,200 $455,500November 2013

$132,048 $587,548April2014 Additional design support
services for MSN and AEE
Proiects
Additional construction
phase design support
services for MSN and
Aqueduct Energy Efficiency
Proiect

$209,433 $796,981October 2014

December 2015 Additional construction
phase design support
services for MSN and
Aqueduct Energy Efficiency
Proiect

$47,662 $844,643
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Reach A (MSN 82)
42" Pipeline

(-2,172 Feet)

n

Kastania,
Road

8" Distribution
Main in Kastania

(-1,690 Feet)

-600'Balance
to be installed in
December 2015

Reach B (MSN 83)
42" Relocation Pipeline

(-11,800 Feet)

Reach D
36" Parallel Pipeline

(-1,449 Feet)

Reach C
36" Parallel Pipeline

(-462 Feet) Reach E (MSN 81)
42" Relocation Pipeline

(-8,232 Feet)

Reach E (MSN 81)
30" Relocation Pipeline
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l)ate: November 24,201.5

Rer.ised: December 8, 2015
File: 4.1,131,.02

Drew Mclntyre
North Marin Water: District
P.O. Box 146

Noyatn, C,A 949+8

Via emnil: clrervm@nmwd.com

RE: ADDITIONAL SERVICES FOR THE AEEP PROJECT (ADDENDUM #6)

l)r:ar l)rerv:

;\s we have cliscr-rsscd, thcrc Írre three remaining tasks that need to be completed prior to the

complete close-out of the ,A.ËllP Project. The thtee are the ternaining (lc>nsttuction

r\dministration (l'ask 't19), Proiect Management (-I'asl< 105) aud preparing the record drawings

(T'ask 138), We have diligendi' tlied tr-¡ remain rvirhin our overall budgct during tìre ensuring

months. We have âccolnPlished this on the overall ptojecl, howe¡'er, âs JroLr know, specific line
i[cms have varied from our inirial, estimates. However, rve have nvo Las]rs coverirlpl changed

conditions for rvhich wc have no burdgef: the redesign of the aìignmentin lìeach Iì (Task i25) and

the redesign of the roaclside ditch irr Reach lÌ ('fask 140).

'r,.\sK 125

\ü7hen the District increasec{ our contrâct tlrrough ¿\mendment No. 5, we identificd Task
125 - ADDI1TONAL S?ORK TO IIELOCÂTË, B-1 (RFI 42). While the rvorl< under
the task wâs ân additional sewice, at that time 'LA.l!{/Ca.ltrans and NN4\\,T) were discussing

the responsibiliq' for the taslç. While NIVI\\D recognizr:cl that the work wâs necessatl' a¡d
completed, no specific budget rvas allocated pending the outcorne of tÌre negoúations rvith
T'A,M/Caltrans, CSWIST2 iracl provicled $34,859 in setviccs to complete the re-alignment

(Iask 125).

The specifics on 1-ask 125 - ÁDDITION,¿\L \üOIIK TO IìHLO(IÁ-TE B-1 (,,\EEP

Reach E) $.fI 42) ate as follows: During Caltrans's fural condemnation negotiations

with the Silveilas, the judge precluded Caltrans from using any of the Silveira property
to the south ancl west of the Caltrans right-of-r.vay acquisitir:n. This infotmati<¡n rvas

not cornmunicated to BI{F, the highrvay design engine.er nÕr to CSìø | S'I2.

Histotically, NNfWD's Sen'ice Agteement with the Silvcn'as allowecl NMWD access to
maintain and construct improvements along the aqueduct as it ftonted and ctossed the
Silveira prÕperty. During constructiorr it was determined that NM\X/I) could not use

the access that the easement with Silveua provided. As a result, tlr.e pipeline was

relocated to facilitate its construction. L.lltirnately, T.A,Ni/Caltrans and NN{ìøD agreed

\\':\,\Þ-NO\r \\\Ì\t \'l I I 3 I 02 NIl\if) Bl\(júûirrd3\2{ì l: I 2"fì r\(ld S(nìr( \Ì\ r\\'D.docx
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to split tlre effort. \ffe receivecl fi1,7 ,429.5A each from both 'I','\M/Caltrans and

NMSøD, hov/cvef, thete uras not an adjustrrrent to out Contract to re flect this change.
\X/e are requesting that $17,429.50 be added to the Colrtract to reflect this effort.

"tASl( 140

¡\s the corltractor rvas cleating tl-re roadsic{e ditch alorrg tlre rrortherly pottion of Reach ll,
it was discoverecl to be in a different location than that re¡>resented on the aerial sun'ey

provided b;r Çx1,."tt* for design of the waterline, Since construction s'as iurmjlrent in that

area we creatcd Taslr 140 to track t-.he effort so that. NIVI\['D coulcl invoice Ca]tuans fbr thc

changed cr¡nclitic¡n.

'I'hc specifics r¡n Task 140 - GI{ÂDE WOIU< BI:)T$illÌLiN S"I)\T'IONS (1634*00 ¿nd

ó650+00 inclucles thc fc¡llowing ef tbrtr 'l'he rvotlc tcqdred resrrrveying 1,(r00 Jir:real feet of
the pipeline route, designing a ncw ditch to provicie sufficient cover fbr tl-re pipelinc ancl

cootdinating with thc B-3 highrvay ptoject desigrr so that the hrture contract would not
irnpact the waterlirre. We invoiced and NM\\D has paid for this effort. Altlrr.rugh there
\Ã/as nöt a specific Task allocatcd to this effott, we unclerstand that you paid that fiorn thcr

construction sr'lpport (Task 1I9) budget. We ate requesting arr adcliri<lnal $30,232.76 r<¡

cover this aciditional e ffort.

'llre total firr the two additional taslis is oì47,662.26. Please issue an ¿menclrrrent to olrr contrurct

reflecdng the additional setr.ices. We appteciate w<ltking rvitlr yor"r arrd the staff ancl Looh fcrrward

to the completion of the pipeline work, Let us krrow if )'or¡ havc an¡' qLrcstions.

Sincerely,

CS\I/S'I'UBER-S'T'ROEH ENGiNL]ERING C}RO UP,

ru G"-"ø
¡\.1Cornwell
R.C.E. #27577

AGC:grnp

Don Currf'

\\¡j\rU).\( )\'\\\'Ìr\l\.1 ¡ I 1 102 \i\f\\'D ll]\(i)¡ìn:¡crr\2lll í- l2-8 j\,tl Srnrrc Ni\l\\rD.<lrrx





To:

From:

Subject:

ITEM #12

MEMORANDUM

Board of Directors December 11,2015

John Schoonover, Board President

Conditions of Employment - General Manager (Revised Resolution 95-12)
t:\gm\201 5 misc\condil¡ons of employmènt gm.doc

RECOMMENDED ACTION

FINANGIAL IMPACT:

Approve Revised Resolution 95-12 - Conditions of Employment

- General Manager

+$15,530/year salary + $3,491/year benefits

The Board has recently met to discuss the General Manager's performance review and

"Conditions of Employment." The Board recognizes the General Managers most recent salary

increase was in December 2Q14 and desires to authorize a salary increase in the amount of

$15,530/year. The revised resolution reflects said increase.

Recommendation

Board authorize Revised Resolution No,95-12, North Marin Water District Conditions of

Employment - General Manager.



Revised
RESOLUTION No. 95-12

OF
THE NORTH MARIN WATER DISTRICT

CONDITIONS OF EMPLOYMENT - GENERAL MANAGER

WHEREAS: Chris D. DeGabriele was appointed General Manager/Chief Engineer of the
District by unanimous vote of the Board of Directors on March 21 , 1995; and

WHEREAS: Mr. DeGabriele's appointment as General Manager/Chief Engineer became
effective on May 1 , 1995; and

WHEREAS: Effective October 12, 1998, with the District's hiring of a Chief Engineer, Mr.
DeGabriele's appointment was revised as General Manager; and effective December 16,
2 0 1 5ÐE€emb€lr-L4€r1/-th e fo I I owi n g p rovi s i o n s a p p ly:

WHEREAS: Mr. DeGabriele serves at the pleasure of the Board and shall:

a. Have full charge and control of the maintenance, operation and construction of the water
and wastewater systems of the District,

b. Have full power and authority to employ and discharge all employees at pleasure
(excluding the District Secretary, Auditor and Chief Engineer),

c. Have full power to determine the duties of employees,

d. Set the compensation of employees subject to Board policy,

e. Represent the District at various public entities/private groups and perform other duties
imposed by the Board, and

f. Report to the Board in accordance with Board policy.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE lT RESOLVED that the conditions of Mr. DeGabriele's employment,
remuneration and benefits are:

1. Annual salary ot $æa++5$289Æ per year to be paid in semi-monthly installments.
Said salary shall be reviewed annually.

2. Reimbursement of business or business related mileage incurred on privately owned
vehicle at the normal rate per mile authorized by the District plus payment by District of $338 per
month. General Manager's use of privately owned vehicle is forthe convenience of the District and
required as a condition of employment. General Manager shall maintain in force liability insurance
on private vehicle of not less than $300,000 for one individual and $500,000 for two or more
individuals.

3. Reimbursement of all reasonable expenses incurred in connection with the conduct or
fuftherance of District business and affairs.

4. Other benefits as are from time to time afforded all District unrepresented employees
with the exception of oveftime compensation. Except for vacation, such benefits, which are a
function of time in service, shall be calculated from the date first employed by the District. For
vacation eligibility purposes, the General Manager shall be credited with five additional vacation
days annually.

5. The right to reside in any area within the District territorial boundaries.



I hereby certify that the foregoing ,, 
" 

;"."nd complete copy of a resolution duly and
regularly adopted/amended by the Board of Directors of NORTH MARIN WATER DISTRICT at a
regular meeting of said Board held on the 1Sth day of December 2015 by the following vote:

AYES

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

Eileen Mulliner, Acting District Secretary
North Marin Water District

(sEAL)

t:\bod\rosolutions\employeês\degabriele 201 5.doc

Originally Approved: 4l 4195
Revised: 1 0/96, 2/98, 3/99, 7/00, 6101 , 12t02,7105, gtOT , IO1OB



NMWD Suruey of Utility Manager/Public Works Director Sa/aries u15t1s

SOffgd by AnnUal Salafy t:\hr\surveys\lsmsuruey.xts]smsurveyoa15

Agency

# years of
service as

GMTitle
Staff
Size

Annual
Salary

TotalComp.
incl. Benefits

t Contra Costa Water
z Alameda Co Water
s Central Marin San
¿ Marin Municipal
s Las Gallinas San
6 Sonoma Co (SCWA)
z Novato Sanitary
e City of Novato
e NoÉh Marin Water
to City of Santa Rosa
t t City of Napa
rz City of Vallejo
ta City of Petaluma

General Manager
General Manager
General Manager
General Manager
District Manager
General Manager
District Mgr/Engineer
City Manager
General Manager
Director of Utilities
Public Works Director
Public Works Director
Dir of Public Works & Utilt.
Average (excluding NMWD)
Median (excluding NMWD)

299
238
42
245
21

215
20

$260,894
$257,200
$236,065
$232,204
$221,044
$220,295
$206,016
$200,331
$194,220
$177,024
9175,512
$167,091
$147,149

$290,360
$296,1 80

$327,310
$336,696
$278,796
$244,298
$243,202
$222,495
$260,463
$236,489

5 years
6 months
13 years
2.5 years
9 years
4 years
1 year
6 years
20 years
2.5 years
6 years

53
240
120

108 3 years

$205,1 93

$206,016
$276,1 B0

$278,796

Additional Benefits
1@autoallow,110hoursofadministrativeleave
2 CMSD provides a vehicle and 80 hours of administrative leave and contributes 4%

of salary toward 457 deferred comp plan
3 ACWD provides $600/mo auto allowance, 280 hours/year of admin/mgnmt leave
4 MMWD provides a vehicle, plus 40 hrs administration leave
5 SCWA provides a vehicle.
6 LGVSD provides a vehicle and cell phone, plus 80 hrs/yr administrative leave;
7 Novato annual cash-out of both administrative leave in excess of 270 hours.
8 NMWD provides $338/mo auto allowance . Last increase 1211114

I NSD provides vehicle; 80 hrs/yr administrative leave and contributes $24K annually into deferred comp
10 Napa provides $375/mo auto allowance plus 13 administrative leave days/yr (50% cash-out),

cash-out of 2 weeks vacation; plus $3,600/yr def comp contribution.
11 Santa Rosa provides vehicle OR $250/month auto allowance; 80 hrs administrative leave,
12 Vallejo provides $300/mo auto allowance
13 Petaluma provides a vehicle and 80 hours per year of administrative leave





ITEN #13

ffiæm&wu fuwææK &ffiæpxww ffi m rwwxæ&wæ ss ffiærxru wx Bsw ãærx

RegxerrnæË Ptænm[mg &gencSl / SaxbdËvis*e¡m of the 98æ*e mf ffiaÍ$fsrc'T!æ

NOTICE OF REGULAR MEETING AND AGENDA

Marln Local Agency Formation Commission
Thursday, December 10, 2015

City of San Rafael Council Chambers
1400 Fifth Avenue, San Rafael, California

7:OO P.M. - CALL TO ORDER BY CHAIR

ROLL CALL BY CHAIR

APPROVAL OF AGENDA
The Chair or designee will consider a motion to approve the agenda as prepared by the Executive
Officer with any requests to remove or rearrange items by members or staff.

OPEN TIME
This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons desiring to address the Commission on any
matter not on the current agenda. All statements that require a response will be referred to staff
for reply in writing or will be placed on the Commission's agenda for consideration at a later meeting,
Speakers are limited to three minutes.

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS
All items calendared as consent are considered ministerial or non-substantive and subject to a
single motion approval. With the concuÍrence of the Chair or designee, a Commissioner may request
discussion of an item on the consent calendar.

1. Flnanclal Report and Year-End Proiectlons for Físcal Year 2015-16 lactlonl
The Commission will review a report comparing budgeted and actual transactions for the
fiscal year through October 3l"t and its projection the agency is on pace to finish with an
operating shortfall of ($11,6551 or (2.8o/ol. This projection marks a significant improvement
over the budgeted operating deficit of ($50,000) and is largely tied to anticipated savings in
salary, legal, and accounting. The report is being presented to the Commission to accept
and file as well as to provide direction as needed,

2. Approval of Meetinq Minutes (actlonl
The Commission will consider approving meeting minutes for November 12,2015

3. Ratification of Selection and Hire of Admlnlstratlve Analvst lactionì
The Commission will consider formal ratification of the Executive Officer's selection and hire
of Rachel Jones as Marin LAFCO's new Administrative Analyst. This includes confirming
pay and highlighted by a starting annual salary of #67 ,642 for the non-represented position,
It is recommended the Commission provide feedback to the Executive Officer on processing
future recruitments as needed.

4. Approval of Meeting Dates Throush February 2016 (actionl
The Commission will consider approving a meeting calendar through the end of February
20L6. Regular meetings are proposed for Thursday, January 14tt' and Thursday, February
1lth. A special meeting is also proposed for Wednesday, February ITth for the Commission
to hold its annual strategic planning workshop and discuss - among other items - possible
changes in meeting times, dates, and venues going forward.



MARIN LAIìCO
December 10,2015 Iìegular Meeting Agenda

Page 2 of 3

CONSENT ITEMS CONTINUED...

Þ. ProEress Reoort on 2015-2016 Work Plan lactionl
The Commission will receive a progress report in accomplishing the administrative and
planning activities established lor 2OI5-2016. Three projects have been completed to date
while a majority of others have been initiated. The report is being presented to the
Commission to accept and file as well as to discuss any desired amendments going forward.

6. Current and Pendinq Proposals (lnformationl
The Commission will receive a report identifying current boundary change proposals on file
as required under statute. The report also identifies pending proposais to help telegraph
future workload. The report is being presented for information only.

7. CALAFCO Ouarterlv linformatlonl
The Commission will receive a quarterly report from CALAFCO summatiztng current and
pending association news and events through November. The quarterly report is being
presented for information only.

PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS

Proposed Reorqanizatlon to Detach 91 Glenslde Wav from San Rafael Sanltation Distrlct
and Annex to Las Galllnas Vallev Sanitarv Dlstrlct / Sphere Amendments lactionl
The Commission will consider a landowner's proposal for a reorganization to detach
unincorporated territory at 91 Glenside Way in Los Ranchitos from the San Rafael Sanitation
District and concurrently annex into the Las Gallinas Valley Sanitary District' Staff
recommends approval with concurrent sphere of influence arnendments involving both subject
agencies. Standard terms are also recommended. The subject parcel is identified by the
County Assessor as I79-261-72.

BUSINESS ITEMS

Proposed Annexatlon of 568 Wllson Avenue to the Novato Sanitarv Dlstrlct f actionl
The Commission will consider a landowner proposal requesting annexation of one
unincorporated parcel totaling 1.09 acres within the Indian Valley community to the Novato
Sanitary District. Staff recommends approval with a discretionary amendment to include a

0.10 acre portion of the public right-of-way on Wilson Avenue. Standard approval terms are

also recommended. The subject parcel is identified by the County Assessor as 146- 180-26.

10. Update on Countvwlde water Munlcipal servlce Revlew (infofmationl
TÀe Commission will receive a formal update on the Countywide Water Municipal Service
Review in anticipation of staff presenting a final report - including determinations on a-ll

mandatory factors - at the January 14tt' meeting. The update is being presented for
information only.

11. Pending Municlpal Servlce Revlew / San Rafael-Lucas Vallev Region línformationl
The Commission will receive an update on preliminary work to date by staff in preparing the
calendared municipal service review for the San Rafael-Lucas VaJley region. This update is
being presented for information only and in anticipation of staff preparing a formal scope of
analysis for Commission consideration at a future meeting'

8

I



MARIN LAFCO
Decenrber' 1.0, 2015 Regular Meeting Agenda
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CLOSED SESSION

Real Property Under Negotlatlon / Offlce Space
The Commission will meet in closed session to discuss and provide direction therein to
agency negotiators - Chair Blanchfield and Vice Chair Condon - under Government Code
Section 54956.8. This includes instruction on price and/or terms.

13. Potentlal/Antlclpated Lítisatlon
The Commission will meet in closed session concerning one item of significant exposure to
litigation under Government Code Section 54956.9.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER REPORT

COMMISSIONER ANNOUCEMENTS AND REOUESTS

ADJOURNMENT NE)(T MEETING:

January 14, 2016 (pending confirmation)

Attest
Keene Simonds
Executive Officer

Copies of all staff reports and documents subject to disclosure that relate to each item referred to
on the agenda are available for public inspection at least 72 hours before each scheduled regular
meeting at the LAFCO office at 555 Northgate Drive, Suite 230, San Rafael,

Pursuant to GC Section 84308, if you wish to participate in the above proceedings, you or your
agent are prohibited from making a campaign contribution of $250 or more to any Commissioner.
This prohibition begins on the date you begin to actively support or oppose an application before
LAFCO and continues until 3 months after a final decision is rendered by LAFCO. If you or your
agent have made a contribution of $250 or more to any Commissioner during tlne 12 months
preceding the decision, in the proceeding that Commissioner must disqualify himself or herself from
the decision. However, disqualification is not required if the Commissioner returns that campaign
contribution within 3O days of learning both about the contribution and the fact that you are a
participant in the proceedings.

Any person with a disability under the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) may receive a copy of
the agenda or a copy of all the documents constituting the agenda packet for a meeting upon
request, Any person with a disabitity covered under the ADA may also request a disability-related
modification or accommodation, including auxiliary aids or services, in order to participate in a
public meeting. Please contact the LAFCO office at 415-446-4409 at least three (3) working days
prior to the meeting for any requested arraignments or accommodations.

t2
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AGENDA REPORT
December 10, 2015

Item No. 10 (Business / Information)

December 4,2015

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

Local Agency Formation Commission

Keene Simonds, Executive Officer

Update on Count¡rwide Water Munlclpal Service Revlew
The Commission will receive a formal update on the Countywide Water
Municipal Service Review in anticipation of staff presenting a final report -
including determinations on all mandatory factors - at the January 14ttt
meeting. The update is being presented for information only.

The Cortese-Knox-Heftzberg Local Government Reorganization Act of 2000 (.CKH")
directs Local Agency Formation Commissions (LAFCOs) to regularly prepare municipal
service reviews in conjunction with updating each local agency's sphere of influence. The
legislative intent of the municipal service review and its five-year cycle requirement is to
proactively inform LAFCOs and the general public therein with regard to the availability
and sufficiency of governmental services relative to need. Municipal service reviews may
also lead LAFCOs to take other actions under their authority, such as forming,
consolidating, or dissolving one or more local governmental agencies.

A. Background

Countgwíde Water Studg

Marin LAFCO ("Commission") current five-year cycle for preparing municipal service
reviews and sphere of influence updates was organized and adopted in June 2OI4 as
part of a study schedule that extends through 2OI7 l2OIB. The study includes direction
to staff to prepare a countywide municipal service review on public water services ("water
study'') with a separately approved scope of work providing guidance on content, process,
and focus. The scope of analysis divides the water study into multiple presentation
phases beginning with individual profiles on all six affected agencies and ending with a
final report with determinative statements as required by the Legislature and relative to
the Commission's regional growth management responsibilities.

Bolinas Community Public Utility District
Inverness Public U District

Stinson Beach C Water District
* Non Potable Wholesale Seruice Prouiders / Cursory Reuieus

Marin Municipal Water District
North Ma¡in Water District

Novato District *

Jcff ry Hlanchíield Ch;ir
Carla (,orìdon Vice chair

lr.;rly /rrnolrJ, .iâ(:k tìirk{,r, Danron Conriolly, Cr¿i¿j l(. Murräy, (,åry l)hillipí lìêqui¿ìr [4ciìb0rs
Chrii 13urdick, 1...ù!r l(icus, liììtc lieòri, I lÊri) \,Vciner /\ltero¡te ¡.4ernbers

l(e enc Simonds [:xccutivÈ Offiér



Marin LAFCO
December 1 0, 20 1 5 Meeting
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Presentatíon af Ðrøft Report

The Commission received a draft report from the Executive Officer on the water study on
September 10, 2015. The draft report was prepared consistent with the approved scope

of work and includes - among other items - recommendations and determinations
addressing the mandatory factors required for consideration per the Legislature as part
of the municipal service review mandate. This includes independent statements on
infrastructure needs and deficiencies, population projections, fînancial standing, and
opportunities and merits therein on alternative governance structures. In step with
receiving public testimony on September lOth the Commission discussed the draft report
and proceeded to direct staff to initiate a 6O-day public review and comment period. The
Commission also directed staff to proceed with preparing a final report for formal
consideration by the membership at a future meeting.

B. Dlscussion

Støtus Update on Water Studg

This item is for the Commission to receive a formal update on the water study and
specifically as it relates to (a) comments received on the draft report and (b) disposition
on preparing a fînal document for formal Commission consideration.

Comments on Draft Report
The Commission received a total of eight written comments on the draft report
through the 60-day comment period. The substance of the comments - which are
equally divided between affected agencies and members of the general public - range
from technical corrections and enhancements to disagreement towards specific
determinations and findings. The latter, notably, includes a shared concern among
multiple commenters that staff"s reliance on a five-year data set in making projections
and related findings is too short and adversely effects the analysis.l Copies of all
eight written comments are attached.

Preparlng Final Report / Januarv 14tb Hearing
Staff is nearing competition on a final report with the expectation it will be released
to the Commission and general public at or shortly thereafter the December 10th

meeting and ahead of its formal presentation on January 14th. The final report will
include an appendix with all written comments submitted on the earlier draft and
incorporate several related revisions therein. The final report will ultimately be
presented for Commission to formally receive and file along with a request to adopt a

resolution making the required determinations under CKH. This includes the
referenced matters of making findings on infrastructure needs, financial solvency,
and need/merit of governance alternatives.

As previously communicated, staff believes the five-year data rage utilized in the report to - and among other items
- irrmaking projections in demand over the next 10 year period is consistent with the municipal service review statute
and its explicit five-year update mandate under Government Code Sections 56425 and 56430.

2lPngc



Marín LAFCO
December 10, 2015 Meetíng
AgendaRepoft. / Item No. 10

C. Commisslon Review

This item has been agendized as part of the business calendar for information only and
to telegraph underlying items set for formal consideration and potential action on
January 14tt'. The Commission is invited to discuss the item and provide direction to
staff on any related matter as needed.

Attachments:

i) Written Comments on Draft Report

3lPagc



BOLINAS COMMUNITY PUBLIC UTILITY DISTRICT
BCPUD BOX 390 270 ELM ROAD BOLINAS CALIFORNIA 94924 415 8681224

November 20,2015

Keene Sirnonds
Executive Officer
Marin Local Agency Folmation Contmission
555 Northgate Drive, Suite 230
San Rafael, California 94903

Re: BCPUD Colnrnents on Malin LAFCO's Countvwide Water Service Study.

Dear Mr. Simoncls

On behalf of the Bolinas Cornrnunity Public Utility DistLict ("BCPUD"), I am wliting to
provide this district's commeuts on Marin LAFCO's draft Countywide Watet Service Study -
August 2015 ("<flaft Study"). We appreciate the opportunity to provide oul'colnrnerlts and urge

you to take thern into consideration before finalizing the draft Study. As always, if you have any

questions or would lilce to discuss any of our colnrnents, please clo not hesitate to contact me,

BCPUD offers the following cornn-rents on the clLaft Study Summary (General Coltclttsions

ancl Re oornmendations) set fofth on pages 19 - 24 of the dlaft Study:

I. Usage for Most Ptùlic Wãter Systents Hctve Been Intensifying, 'fhe BCPUD has voiced

its sûong disagreement with this "takeaway" of the clraft Study several times (in lvriting
ancl duling Marin LAFCO meetings) and has provided clata to Marin LAFCO which
cleally shows that water rsage in Bolinas has cleclined by an average of neally 5%

annually during 2006-14 (see enclosed graph). We ask that yot"t consirlet'this data and

revise this "taheaway" in the drafl Study, at least insofar as Boliuas is collcernecl. To the

extent this "takeaway" r'cmains in the final Study, we respectfi.rlly note that it is Marin
LAFCO's indepenrlent assessment and is not supportecl by the data proviclecl to Marin
LAFCO by the BCPUD.

No/e: this et'r'orleous fìnding is repeated elsewltere in the draft StLrdy (e.g,, the Written
Detenninations Section C, iterns 5,7 and 13 b on pages2S-29, Agency Demands/Cun'ent

Prodr¡ction Trellds otì page 59 -61, Systern Demands on pages 120-121) anclthose

sections similarly should be t'evisecl and corl'ected.

2. BCPUD Should Expedite the Expansìon of its lVater n'ealmenÍ Facility to Abaîe CmvenÍ

Shortfulls and Accotnntocíate Cmrent cutd Projeclecl Peak-Døy Demqncls. The BCPUD
cloes not have a cul'r'ent shorlfall in its lvater treatment capacity (nor lias Marin LAFCO
pr.ovided any eviclence of such) and we therefore are puzzled by this recommendation.

On average, our water tleatrnerrt plant operates at approximately 50-60% of capacity and

the BCPLID easily procluces sufficient treated watct'to meet cutreut and projected

demand. With regard to cun'ent and projected peak-clay demaud, the BCPUD has nearly

four times the amount of peal<-day demand of treated watet' in its stot'age tanks at all

tirnes (which is acknowleclged in the dLaft Study) ancl therefore has uo reason to invest

custolner revenue in expanding its treatment plant, Peak day demand in tlre BCPTJD (as

measnLed by the BCPUb) almõst always correlates with holidays such as July 4tr' and/or



I(eene Simonds
Novenrbet' 20, 201 5

Page Two

Labor Day when thousands of tourists corne to Bolinas and thet'efote is untelated to (ancl

not prediõtive of) usage by district custonteLs, For filrther detail about Bolinas' peak-

day clemanct, please see the BCPUD cotntneltts provided to Malin LAFCO on March 28,

2015 cottcerning the dlaft updated agerlcy profile'

No¡¿: this rnisplaced Lecornrnendation is t'epeated elsewhere in the draft StLrdy (e'g',

System Demands, pages 120-122) and those sections similarly should be revised and

cort'ected.

3. The West Marin Agencies Should Jointly Pretrtare ø Wuter Reliability Report. The

BCpUD has ¡o objection to this recolnrnendatiou and suggests the affected agencies

considerjointly applying to appropliate state and/ol fedelal fundirrg sources for grant

tnonies to pay fol' the pre¡raration of srtch a t'epott,

4. All of the Water Agencies Shoulcl Consider Pooling Resources and Estttblishing Joinl
proctu"ement Pt,ocesses for Serttices and Supplies, The BCPUD maintains cooperative

r.elationships with the othel water agencies ancl historically pools resources/shat'es

infonnation with its closest West Marin neighbors (SBCWD and IPUD) on matters of
Çomtnon colcern, such as the reductiolr of chlorine disint'ection bypt'oducts in the

distr.icts' tr.cated clrinking water. We respectfully disagree that a joint procttt'etnent

process for. good and services would produce cost-savings given the different needs and

geoglaphic locations of the districts,

5. Atl of the lYater Agencies Should Consider Supply EnhancemltÍs Ío Conrplement

Ongoìng Consertäüon Programs. Prior to the relcase of the dlaft Study, Marin LAFCO

t1ainotä¿Ct.essed the topic of supply enhancement with the affected agencies. That said,

the BCPUD for. soure timc has been conducting a water supply study to evaluate the

potential for,using grouudwater to su¡rplement its sttt'face water supply sotlfces' Please

ilote that tfie clraft Study on page l l6, footnote 49 et'l'olreously suggests that sttrdy is

completecl and has concluded that the gloundwatet'aquifer under evaluation is not a

suitable supplemental soulce for ths district's potable watel' supply - .this is incorrect and

should be removed from the footnote'

6. BCPUD Shoulcl Preltctre an IJpdate on Íhe Stalus of its Morølori¿nn on Netv l(ater

Service Connectíonl The BCPUD witl prepare such an update by no later than

December 31, 2016'

¡t closing, we note that the BCPUD pleviously providecl two sets of extensive courments on

draft vel.siorri of the agenay ¡rlofìle of our district (copies of our prior conllnellts at'e enclosed

with this letter) a¡cl wé the¡efol'e are not commenting ftuther on the agency profile at this tilne'
please let me know if you have arry questiotts abottt this letter and/or any of the referenced clata.



I(eene Sirnoncls
Novernlrer 20,2015
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Thanlr
Water

you or.lce

Study.
again l'or tltis o¡rportunity to cotnment on Mal'in LAFCO's draft Crruntylvide

Vcly ttuly yours,

Jennifer B
Genelal Manager

enclosules
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i. lnverness Publìc UtÍlíby Þisþricþ
FrTd Departmenú & Aatur SYstem
P.O. Box 469, lnverness, CA 94937-0469

Phone: 4L5.669,14].4 Fax: 415.669,1010 Email : ipud@ hprizonca ble.com

Keene Simonds, Executive Officer
Marin Local Agency Formation Commission
555 Northgate Drive, Suite 230
San Rafael, CA 94903

RE: Comments Draft Report Countywide Service Review on Public Water Systems

Dear Mr. Simonds:

10t7t2015

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Report Countywide Service Review on Public

Water Systems (Report). This document reflects the hard work, attentíon to detail, and commitment that

you and the Marin LAFCO staff have dedicated to this project. Below please find comments on this

Report from the lnverness Public Utiliiy District (IPUD).

Qverlapping Sphere of lnfluence Boundaries Between IPUD and NMWD

Marin LAFCO completed an inaugural municipal service review of IPUD in 2007. As a result of the 2007

review, Marin LAFCO included the following in their 2007 Inverness Area Service Review And Sphere Of

lnfluence Update regarding the overlapping sphere of influence between IPUD and North Marin Water

District (NMWD):

During this seruice review, it was discovered that there are overlapping boundaries of /nverness

PIJD and North Marin Watar District. NMWD annexed a larger area including lnverness in 1967,

anticipating the public purchase of several private water sysfems seruing the area. Subsequently,

IPIJD rather than NMWD purchased tho private sysfem operatíng within its boundaries creating

ov e rl a p p i n g b o u n d a ri e s of s p e c i a I disfrlcfs p rov id i n g w a te r.

Statf recommends that tho sphora of influence of NMWD be reevaluated in order to efiminate this

boundary overlap. This topic will be taken up in more detail in a subsequent study of Marín

County water seruice agencies.

Staff recommends that the Commission affirm the current Sphere of lnfluence for the lnverness

Public lJtility District based on a lack of advantage of organizational alternatives and on the public

ownership of alt surrounding territory. Staff recommends that the Commission affirm the existing

sphere of influence that is coterminous with the District's boundary.

Subsequent to this 2007 review, Marin LAFCO passed Resolution O7-22 affirming that IPUD's sphere of

influence is coterminous wíth IPUD's boundaries.

As part of this current Countywide Municipal Water Service Review. IPUD requqsts that Marin LAFCQ

eliminate this sphere of influence overlap bl¡ removino NMWD from IBUD's sphere of influence,

Board of Þircctors: Renneth Emanuels, Precidenè ' Dakota l'+lhítney, Vícc President

Jqnes Lnws, Treasurer' Laura âlderdíce ' Êrenb Johnson

icoüë //lc//lorrow, 6eneral ¡llanager

James k' Fox, êhlef oî OPerablons
OcT I 4 2(]15



System Demands

IPUD water-system production of potable drinking water has been trending downward (see attached
graph). This downward trend is based on actual potable water production, A contradiction exists between
the Report's projected trend, and the actual trend, This contradiction stems from the Report's use of a
limited, 5-year time frame of water production, IPUD's trend analysis is based on actual production data,
and encompaqses a longer, 23-year period. Analyzing this longer period provides a more accurate
projection of future production demands.

GeneralManager

Attachment: IPUD Domest¡c Dr¡nk¡ng Water Producliôn Trend Graph: 1991-2014

Eoard oF Direcþors: Kenneþh Emanuels, Prcsidenü - Dakota !,r)hitney, Vice Prcsident

James Laws, Tr¿asurer - Lauia âlderdiac - Srenþ Johnson

5¿oþþ /flclflotow, ãeneral ûlønager

James K, Fox, êhief of Operatlons
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October 20, 201.5

l(eene Simonds, Executive Officer
Marin LAFCO

555 Northgate Drive, Suite 230

San Rafael, CA 94903

RE: Countywide Water Service Study, Draft Report, August 201.5

Dear Mr. Simonds

The Marin Municipal Water District has appreciated the opportunity to provlde information
you've requested in support of Marin LAFCO's preparation of the Draft Countywide Water
Service Study (August 20t5), also known as the MunicipalService Review or MSR, and

participate in Commissiorr meetings to discuss the draft MSR on May 14th, August 26th ånd

Septemberl0th. TheDistrictisinreceiptofthedraftMsRandoffersthefollowingcomments:

Of the fourteen recommendations included in the draft MSR, four indirectly or directly involve

MMWD and are listed below

Recommendation #3, MMWD should expedite the expanilon of potable storage ln

fhe Ross Valley service zane to abate exlsting shortfalls and accommodqte current

and proJect peak-day demands.

o Response: We agree, MMWD's Water Storãge lmprovement Proiectis
specifically designed to improve storage in the Ross Valley service area.

Recommendqtion #5, All six øffected ogencies should consíder pooling their respective

resources by region (i,e,, West ond Eøst) and establish joint procurement processes in

securing services and supplies glven their combined buying power would presumably

produce cost-savings on items of mutuul need ond benefit,

o Response: We agree. MMWD already pools its resources with other water
agencies where possible, including participation in the Bay Area Chemical

Consortium for purchaslng water treatment chemicals.

a

a

a Recommendotion #6. The Cammission recommends oll six offected agencies moke o

concerted effort to consider supply enhancement to complement ongoing

conservution programs to remoln fully accountable to future constituents given new

growth will occur.

o Response: We agree that supply enhancements should be considered, but

not to accommodate new growth. Rather, water supply enhancements

should be considered to improve water resiliency, Pending completion of the

rccyclcd ¿¡&6
rccyclublc k¡44



Keene Simonds, Executive Officer
Marin TAFCO

October 20, 2015

Page 2

District's 20L5 Urban Water Management Plan, we anticipate that future
water demands will likely be reduced over time, due to further water
efficiency improvements, Marin LAFCO's MSR concurs with this assessment

by projecting a decrease in potable water demand 6,4%through 2023, The

Dlstrict is currently preparing its Water Resources Plan 2040 which will
evaluate improving water supply resiliency.

Recommendotion #73, The Commlsslon should consíder directing staff to prepqre an

oddendum to this study wlth qgency portíclpatíon to assess the viabìlity of any service

and cost efficiencies tied to consolidating MMWD ønd NMWD, The centrol objective
of the addendum would be to inform the membership, ogencies, and general public

with respect to the merits/demerits of a potential consolidation snd to justify any
subsequent octions, including md¡ntoining the status quo,

o Response: As this recommendation is directed to the Commission, and not
MMWD or its operations, District staff has no comment,

o

Additional comments on the MSR are presented as follows:

Page 2L, paragraph 5, includes the following statement', "The øgencies with the
most substantive deficit demand-to-supply ratios are BCPUD and MMWD with both

having shortoges in all four demand-to-supply categories measured by the
Commission,"

o Response: This statement appears to be based on a comparison of MMWD's
peak day demand of 34,7 mgd in 2013 with the Commission's projected
available maxlmum daysupply of 22.4 mgdduringa repeat of the76-77
drought, During a repeat of the 76-77 drought, peak day demands would be

substantially lower than those experienced during 2013 due to
implementation of the District's Dry Year Water Use Reduction Program, and

would not exceed the mãximum daily supply. Further, it is instructive to
note that the actualpeak day demand during the summer of L977 was 14.9

mgd,

Page 36, ltem 1-2, lncludes the following statement:"MMWD hqs maintqined positive

year-end operat¡ng balances in øll five years of the five-yeor reviewed with an averqge
net of B% of revenues over expenses. Trends during this time qre qlso positive with the
growth rote of revenues exceeding the growth rote of expenses by over threefold."

o Response: lt should be noted that the LAFCO study does not include an analysis

of the last two years of MMWD's revenues and expenses, MMWD has recently
completed a Cost of Service analysis whlch indicates that without rate
restructuring to stabilize revenuesr the district will encounter significant budget
deflclts ín the coming years, Due to customer conservation efforts, the District
has experienced a significant reduction in recent sales and a commensurate
reduction in revenues. While the District's historical annual demand has been

a

a



Keene Simonds, Executive Officer
Marin LAFCO

October 20,2015
Page 3

approximately well above 25,000 acre-feet each year, for the first time the
District is forecasting demands of below 23,000 acre-feet per year, Given further
conservation efforts, the forecasted FY 20L511,6 demand is under 22,000 AF per

year. Given the reduction in demand and absent critical rate lncreases, the
District wlll run budget deficits for each year of the forecast, indicating the need

for increased revenue. The District anticipates these reduced demand levels will
continue through at least FY 2015/t6 and FY 2016/t7. As forecasted, for the
next five years, without additlonal revenues, the District will fail to meet its
targeted bond coverage obligation of 1.50 times debt service in each year.

Based on the results of this analysis, it is recommended that the District increase

wË¡ter revenues annually in order to meet projected revenue needs. Based orl

current projections, revenues will not adequately fund expenses or reserves in

the coming years without the recommended increases.

Page 218. The District's Legal Counsel is Mary Casey, not Mary Ca¡ey.

Page 21"8. The District's Water System Operator is Erik Westerman, not Erigk

Westerman,

Page 230, Table 4-100, Table 4-100 presents Marin LAFCO's potable water demand

projection through 2023, The District is preparing its 201"5 Urban Water Management

Plan, which will include a detailed projection of future water demands through 2040. lf
lnterested, the District will provide a copy of its 20L5 Urban Water Management Plan to

Marin LAFCO when completed.

Page 232. Table 4-1-01, "MMWD's Capacity Relative to Current Demands," lt appears

that Table 4-LO1, is based on a comparison of Marin I"AFCO's projections of "Water
Supply - drought conditions" versus "Current Demands" and therefore since "Current
Demands" exceed "Water Supply - drought conditions" the MSR assigns a grade of
"lnsufficient Capacity." Please note that, during a drought, MMWD would implement

Its Dry Year Water Use Reduction Program with the goal of ensuring that water supply

available meets or exceeds actualwater demands.

a

a

e

a

We greatly appreciate the opportunity to comment on Marin LAFCO's draft MSR. Please

contact me at 415-945-L435 or mban@marinwater.org if you have any questions.

Sincere ly,

Michael Ban,

Environmental and Engineering Services Manager

MB:mp

Ë
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September 16,2015

Keene Slmonds; Executive Officer
Marin Local Agency Fdrmation Commlssion
555 Northgate Drive Suite 230
Satr Rafael, CA 94903

Re: Marln LAFCO Countywide Water Servlce Study - North Marin Wator District

Comments

Dear Mr, Simonds:

Thank you for thê opportunlty to comment on the August 2015 Draft Report of

the subJect study, NMWD has had an opportunity to comment on the Agency Profiles

prepared by Marln LAFCO for NMWD's Novato and West Marin service areas overthe

past 1B months. Although NMWD staff has provided data as requested to Marln LAFCO

and made extens¡Ve comments on tho Agency Proflles, the subject study reflects

LAFCO's lndependent proJections of population, wateidemand and watersupplyand do

not match.data provided and used by NMWD'

We direct Marin LAFCO and the genefql public to the NMWD information

provided previously which does not supporl the written determinations reflected in the

report, speclflcally sectlons 2.3 G.4.; 2.3 G.18.b,; 2.3 D.2.,3.,4., and 5.; 2.3 D'12'a) thrU

d); 2.3 F.3.; 2.3 F.9.; (see also NMWD comment to Recommendation l3); and 2.3H.1,

(see comment also on Recommendatfon 14).

With regarcl to the Recommendations identified in Seotion 2'28, NMWD

speoífic cornments follow:

t 4: NMWD supports a Joint water Reliability Report propared loy the west
' 

Mai¡ri watér agencles assesslng each systems availàÞle supplles underdlfferent

hydrologlc scenarios based on shared planning assumptions'

. õt All Marin wäter agencies lnclude.d ln this study already work cooperatively

and to somo extent pool respective resources þy reg¡on and have established

Joint procurement processes, both for materials, supplles and services, NMWD

and Marin Municipal have sn lnterconnectloh Agreement, participate ln the Bay

Area Chemical Gonsortium.supply organlzation, belong to the North.Bay

\À/atgrshgd Associatlon, North Bay Water Reuse Autltority, AssociaiiOn of

talifornia WaterAgencles and share information dealing wíth the rbgionalwater

wholesaler, sonoma county water Agency. Additíonally, NMWD has an

Drp.rcloRsr JÀcx Ð¡rrr . Rrcr F¡¡rrrs . STtpHrñ PçlrrRle . DiNtlls Rorront ' JonH C. ScHooN.ovqR

O¡¡rceßs: CrrnrsDeçesntrrr,'C"norot Monogor.Karle Youttc,Secroiory.Dnv¡uL.BerltLeY,,{r¡ditor-CcntrollerDffiwMclt'lrynt,ChielEnglneor



Mr, Simonds
Marln LAFCO
Augrtst 31 , 2016
Page 2

ËmergoncyltlvernesslntertieandcooperetivesgrvicesAgreementwith

lnvorness publlc ufllity Dlstrict providing for sharing of water supplies' sorviÇes

and manpower as needed'

.6:Allsixaffectedagenciesarecurrêntlymäklngaconcorteclefforttowards

purstngsupplyenhancernentstocornplementongoingconservatlonprogfams

and renraln fully accountable to future customers resulting from new growth,

Those are reflected ln our urban water Managemont Plans, Long Range Gapitat

lmprovementPlans'workwiththeNor.thBayWatershedAssociatlon,NorthBay

WaterReusgAuthorltyandtheWatetAdvisotyComrnitteeofsotlomaCounty

Water AgencY.

. I 1: NMWD is cautiously lnterested in Marin LAFCO's conslcleratlon to oxpand

oursphereofinfluencotoaccountforexistingNMWDoutsidosorvice
agreements'

t *zi NMWD cloes soek a bourrdary change to detach approximêtely 7'700

acres of unincorporated land fiom the Dlstrict thai includes Tomales Bay and

Marshall aroa'

.11:s'houldMarinLAFCOdeslretoundertakeastudyconsidering
consolldation of NMWD ancl Marln Municipal, NMWD would oxpect to activoly

particlpatelndeveloplngthoscopoofwork,consultantselectionandtho

assessrnent'buthasnodesiretoparticìpateinthecostofsuchastudysince

NMWÞwatorratopayorshavenotindicatgdanyinterestlnsuohaconsolidation.

. 1*:Thls recomrnendation to explore and disouss the potential to eEtabllsh

cor'nmunttywastewatersystemswithintheWestMarlnaroaisentlrelyoutof

contextinthÎswaterserulcestudy,shouldnotbeinclr,¡dedasarecommendation

andshouldnotbeundertaken.Wesuggestthatanystudytooxploropotentlal

cornmunltywastewatersystomsshouldbeundertakenatthebehestofthe

specificcornmunitywheroonsitewastewaiersystemgätefoundtocause

widespreadnegativeimpactstowaterqualiiyasreportedbyMarinCounty

Envlronmental Health Departmont' not by Marln LAFGO'

SpeclfÍc Comments on the other soctione of the report follow:

SectionS'24'5.0(Pago67)overallandAgencysources/MaxirnumDaity

PerGapltaAllowancesatBuildout-Theroisnotitleornumberprovidodtothis



Mr. Slmonds
Marln LAFCO
August 31, 2015
Page g

chart and NMWD suspectsthat the data is skewed based on a 5-year anaylsiswhich

is not weathor normalized. Wo recommend Marin LAFCO include a chañ for both

Novato and West Marín showing gpod (gallons per capita per day) over a longer

term (attached).

Sectlon 3.2 B.l .0. (Page 5B) Overall Demands/Current Production Trend -
The cha¡t showing Average Water Demands is based on a 5-year average and is not

weather nonnalized.

section 4.2 East Marin Region, B. North Marin Water Dlstrict, 6.2

Supplies Supply Reliabillty (Page 258) - The report states: "Last, though not an

lmmediate lssue, NMWD's contractwith SCWA is set to expire no later than 2080."

The statement ls incorrect, Tlre Restructured Agreement for Water Supply

With Sonoma County Water Agency provides that: "the Agoncy shall enter lnto

renewal agrcements for periods not to exceed 40 years each wlth any or all of the

Water Contractors requesting the same for Water supplies witlrin the delivery

oapablllties of the Agency's Transmission System,..."

Thank you Tor the opportunity to comment.

Slncerely,

Chris
GenoralManager

cD/kty

l;\gmìlofcovìrmvd cðnlft oûlE lãlco counl,4v¡dÞ wâtorsltdy,dou

Enclosures:
Novato Gallons/Person/DaY Chart
West Marin Gallqns/Person/Da! Chart

Gc w/enclosure.s;
Jennlfer Blackman, BCPUD General Manager
Krishna Kumar, MMWD'General Manager
Scott McMorrow, IPUD General Manager
Ed Schmfdt, SBCWD GeneralManager
Steve Wynne, MBCSD General Manager
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TO

RE

Marin LAFCO Water Study20l5
Some Proposed Revisions to the Draft

FROM

The Marin County Local Agency Formation Commission

Martha E. T[re

Comments and proposed revisions, LAFCO Draft Water Study 2015

The Marin County Local Agency Folmation Commission (LAFCO) has released

its Drafr Water Study for public comment. The 60-day comment period began on

September 14,2015. It is anticipated a final staff report would be presented to the

Commission at the December L0, 20i"5 meecing.

The purpose of the report is to summarize information provided to LAFCO from

each water district in Marin Count¡ and to provide a planning document to the

county and to the state.

Here are my comments on the draft and proposed revisions.

1. The Marin Municipal Water Distict (MMWD) has not yet released its 2015

Urban Water Management Plan,("Plarf) and has not provided data to
LAFCO for the LAFCO rePort.

LAFCO's information in the Draft Water Report is thus not current. MMWD
expects to have its Plan completed in 2016. Because MMWD is the largest water

disyict in Marin Count¡ in that it seres the greatest number of people in Marin
County and covers the greatest amount of geograph¡ LAFCO's repolt can not be

accurate or complete without MMWD's up to date information.

MMWD's planning document is being researched and written by experts in the

necessary fields of engineering, hydrology, fisheries, environmental science,

finance, long-range outlook, etc., its Plan data can not be made available to

LAFCO within the coming 60 day comment period. In summary, LAFCO's report

is incomplete without data from the biggest water district in the county; the biggest

water district in the county, MMWD, has not yet provided necessary information to

LAFCO so that LAFCO's due diligence requirements would be met; and

MMWD's report will not be available urrtil sometime in 201-6. Thus, in order to

produce its Water Study fol public comment and meet its due diligence, LAFCO

SEP 2 B 2015
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will have to await MMWD's inPut.

2. Current buildout wilt add 30,000 new residents to public water systems.

On page 20 of the Draft Report, is a footnote without a citation. It states "The 1,2

land uie authorities (County of Marin and the l-L cities in Marin County)

collectively contemplate up to 8,810 new housing units * producing a projected

ZB,72B additional residents - may be constructed in the seven service areas at

buildout based on cuüent land use policies'"

Lacl< of citation aside, the central issue within this statement and within the Draft

Report is the question of what is driving the planning process, water availability or

development pressure? This question has arisen repeatedly over the past 40 years'

State lãw, overturned in the L990's, used to require that no new development could

occur without a finding of where the necessary water would come from. We are

now in the fourth year of a drought that requires us to re-visit this mandate.

There are conflicting pushes, from the State Housing Authority and the Association

of Bay Area Governments, demanding that counties and municipalities present

plans to house increased numbers of people. But these demands and projections

were created prior to the cunent drought, and prior to the climate change data and

forecasts made by our federal and state agencies.

We are being told by these federal and state scientific agencies to presume

disruption, not normality, and we are directed to presume water scarcity. For

example, the U.S. Geological Services advises that we plan for reduced snowpack

(winter snowpack accounts for between 60 to B0 percent of the annual water

supply to more than 70 million people living in the western U.S.)

For another example, research at UC Berheley and the California Departrnent of

Water Resources direct us to plan for lower snow pack, Iess reliability in water, and

the necesslty of contingency planning.

2



3. The Draft Report data are talten from the tirne period 2009 - 2013. This
means that the last 2 years of a 4 year drought are not included in the report
and are not assumed for planning purposes.

The draft report ässumes a normality based on the data set that we must not
assume. Based on analyses from California Department of \,Vater Resources, see

above, we must assume lower snow pack, less reliability in water, and the necessity

of contingency planning, To make a planning document based on data that ignores

a historical, even geologically significant event, does not meet due diligence
requirements,

The rnost signi'ficant,issue here is the appearance of a faiJule to grasp the

likelihood of long-term reduction in available potable water due to ciimate change.

The phrase "normål conditions" and the word "normal" were used several times

during the course of the September 1"0 LAFCO meeting. Scientists say it's been

500 years sfurce California has been this dry: "Researchers knew California's
droughtwas already a record breqker when they set out to find its exact place in
histotry, but they were surprísed by what they dí.scovered: It has been 500 years

sínce what is now the Golden State has been this clry. California is in the fourth
year of a severe droughtwith temperatures so high and precipitation so low thst
rain and snow evaporate almost as soon as ir hirs the ground, A research paper

released Monday said an analysis of blue oak tree rings in the state's Central
Valley shawed that weather conditions haven't been this dire since the 1500s. That

wes around the time when European explarers landed in what became San Diego,

when Columbus set off on a final voyage to the Caribbean, when King Henry WII
was alive.... " Read more from the Washington Post here: $cientists saJ¡ it's been

500 J¡ears since. Califorda has been tl,lis-dry

I would plobably add to the LAFCO draft an elaboration on modelling under

different assumptions when facing unknowns (a 3O-year drought? Arising sea

level, injecting salt water into the groundwater?) and the necessity of adaptation

strategies in planning, making use of potential grants, and making use of existing
work and networks of people - for example

EConrad. UCB erl<elel¡.pdf
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4. The draft report proposes building more storage to meet increased demand

from increased population.
MMWD has already added capacit¡ and are committed to sustainable water

management, driven by living within our limitations. It is not financially
responsible to propose building additional storage. Hypotheticai inueased demand

for water, services, roads, schools, etc. can not be accomtnodated via a LAFCO

watel plan. Instead, that hypothetical increased demand needs to be analyzed in

ligtrt of 4 years of drought and a forecast of uncertainty and less precipitation.

5, No mentÍon is made in the draft of the water planning and engineering
pr.oblems'ü¡6*!¡sryg þeen told by federal and state agençÍes that rve are certain
to face from rising seas. The forecast Ís another B inches of sea water rise

within a decade. That means that on the Bay side of the county, where
development is slated, we need to address engineering concerns re low points

on Highway 10L (cf Lucky Drive), soil saturatiory salt water Íntrusion, etc.

Ir is LAFCO's policy to focus any additional development in the Highway L01

corridor', which is going to be impacted by rising seas, Assessing these impacts

wÍll require inventory and analysis of costs of protecting underground public

utiiities, property parking and foundations, highway buffering or relocation, etc.

The division of labor among county, state, and federal agencies has not been

examined.

Sea Level Rise
In addition, the Commission's policy position to keep any new development in the

Per the National Academy of Sciences, the sea level will rise along the Bay Area

coast up to 12 inches in the next J.7 years, 2 feet by 2050, and up to 5 feet by 2100.

risk:oLse a-level-Iise-thar,r-qther- areas

The Golden Gate tidal gauge has recorded an B inch (20.3 cm) rise in sea level in

San Francisco Bay over the past one hurrdled years. Projections indicate a possible

i-L to l-9 inch rise over 2000 levels by mid-century and as much as 30 to 55 inches

by 2100. Even if aggressive action to mitigate climate change begins immediately,

significant levels of sea leveltiseisassurcd all along the California coast and San

Francisco Ba5r in the coming decades.

4



f ot-the-s an-francis c o-bay-area/

The Pacific Institute has provided maps of projected sea level rise for Marin

County.

http ://www2.pacinst.orgireports/sea level rise/gmap.htrnl

Other work being done in and with Marin County:

san-rafael.pdf

francisco-bay-sea-level-and-tide sl

Clearly, we need to work with these facts.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment. Please feel free to contact me with
any questions you may have.

Very trul

Martha E. Tiue
1"86 Canyon Road
Failfax, CA 94930

5
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Scott MoKowr
tltl? Sequoiu Valley Roa<[o ì\4ill Valley, (;A Il9.l'l

Phoner 4 15-4ô.1*709$ . E-Mail : sanrcltrtn,tr(purac,u>nr

i

Augttst I'1,:,2OL5

Keenc Simonds

Execr¡tive Ofïìcel'

Marin Local Agency Fonnation Commissio¡r

5õ5 Nolthgate Drive, Suite øgo

San Rafael CA 94,9os

SLrbjectr Water Study Report

Keene:

Two West Marin Districis took issue with certain aspects of the draft report at last night's meeting.

Unless staffflnds reasons to amend bhe report based on new information, I suggest that these and future

challerrges become a part of "Comrnents on the Report."

The issues raised so far relate to projection offuture outcomes, By incorporating the challenges, the

Commìssion will be able to assess the report's future outcornes estimates against the ploposed

alternative projections,

t
i.

I



I(eene Simonds

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Stacey Henderson < staceyhenderson@compuserve,com >

Monday, August 24,2015 12:48 AM

Keene Simonds
comment on Bolinas CPUD service review

Deal Mr Simonds,

I would like to offel a possible correction to your dlaft serviçe review, I would like to help your report to be as

accurate as possíble, especially regar:c1ing my comnrunity,

In the Marin LAFCO Countywicle Water Study, dated August 13, 2015, on page 1 11 , there is a map labeled 3.5

tlgency Map.Inthis map, thele is an area labeled "Dogpatch" that is just north of the set'vice area of the

BCPUD, While there is smail community about a mile flii'ther norfh, on State Roufe One called "Dogto\iln", to
the best of rny knowledgc, we do not call that labeled atea "Dogpatch".

I thought I should give you mol'e than just my opinion of the subject. I saw that your trusted sources were
MarÌnMap and Google Maps, so I searched those websites to fincl out what I could,

A MarinMap search for "Dogpatch" had zet'o matches

A MarinMap search for "I)ogtown" brouglrt tne tht'ee matches, 5905 and 5925 State Route One, plus 146 Ehn
St, Bolinas (the last of these seems lilcely to be an ertor). l'he first two addresses are just nolth of the Bolinas
Wye, in the area I mentioned.

I searclrcd Google maps for'"Dogpatoh" in Marin Corurty, I fourcl zelo t'esults for Marin County, but learned

there is a neighborhood iir San Francisco with that name.

Google maps gave me this map to get to Dogtown fiom 7 Wharf iload, in BoJinas. By the way, Dogtown has

also been callecl Wooclville. They are one in the satne,

https ://sclo. ql/maps/n\ff u EM

I hope you find thjs information helpful. Please do let nre know what you deoide.

'I'hank you for your time,

Stacey Henderso n 4 15- B 6 B - 2004

The seuet to happiness is a Good Sense of Humor ancl a IJad Mernory
--John Wagnel

1



From: Matthew Lewis Imailto : lewisconst62@va hoq,com]
Sent: Thursday, August 73,20L51-0:20 PM

To: Keene Simonds <KSimorrds@ marinlafco.ore>
SubJectl Marin LAFCO County Water Study: BCPUD

Dear, Keane

I just glanced at the August 13, 2015 Marin, Lafco County Water Study report
for the Bolinas Community Public Utility District (BCPUD) and see at least two
items that need to be corrected:

1. Ref. Page 113: Active Service Powers needs to include "non-potable water
services, "

2. Ref. Page 116: Foot Note at the bottom of the page regarding BCPUD's
establishing a groundwater we1l... This well is 200' deep, They can draw up to
15,000 gallons/day. They are the organization that controls this well ancl its
non-potable services. All usage of this well is under the supervision and
control of the BCPUD.

I have provided a copy of the drilling report for this well.

The maximum usage of 15,000 gals/day for this well was establishecl wfren
they aclopted the Negative Declaration for the Bolinas Community Public Utility
District's Mesa Park Ballfield Irrígation and Public Restroom Project.





ITEM #I4

To:

From:

Subject:

Deoember11,2015

RECOMMENDEDACTION: lnformationOnly

FINANCIAL IMPACT: None

Agenda and supporting information attached.

2. Public Gomment

Brenda Adelman commented on the NY Times Editorial distributed to the TAC written by
Nicholas Kristof on endocrine disrupting products in the environment. Adelman requested
that comprehensive studies on the issue in the Russian River be undedaken and
expressed her concern regarding use of Recycled Water for irrigation on playing fields.

3. Water Supply Gonditions and Temporary Urgency Ghange Petition

Grant Davis reported that Lake Sonoma is at 66% of water supply pool, approximately
160,0004F; Lake Mendocino at 57o/o of target storage curve at 27,0004F, Pam Jeane
advised that the Temporary Urgency Change Order expired on October 28th. SCWA plans
to file a petition for another Temporary Urgency Change in early January. The PG&E
variance for flows in the Eel River and diversions through the Potter Valley Project have
been approved. A working group is meeting to set streamflow requirements but inflow to
Lake Mendocino from the Eel River will be depressed again this winter. Pam further
reported that the estuary is closed, although some Chinook Salmon have made it into the
Russian River during brief openings.

44. Sonoma-Marin Saving Water Partnership Water Use Relative to 2013 Benchmark

The table showing the Sonoma Marin Saving Water Partnership water production
compared to the State conservation target was distributed, lt was noted that North Marin's
October reported production is only 5% below the 2013 Benchmark. The parties were
informed that this is due to the number of days in the reporting period in2013 compared to
2015 and that November data would show North Marin back on track.

4i¡. Governor's E.O. Extending Emergency Urban Water Conservation Regulations
through October 2016 ¡f Drought Conditions Persist beyond January 2016

Letters from North Marin Water District along with the larger consortium letter
advocating for a regional compliance option were distributed to the parties. The State
Board's workshop is also being held on December 7th. lts anticipated that the State Board
will enact continuance of the regulation with any necessary changes at their February 2016
meeting.

MEMORANDUM

Board of Directors

Chris DeGabriele, General Manager Ñ
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting - December 7,2015
t:\gm\swa\tac minutes and agenda\2o1s\tac sd notes 120715.doc



4ü4. Recent Outreach

The padies recapped on recent outreach undertaken. Grant Davis advised that the
Sonoma Marin Saving Partnership was nominated for a "Best in Blue" Award at the recent
ACWA conference. A video showcasing the partnerships efforts was highlighted among all
ACWA attendees; however, Dublin-San Ramon Community Services District won the
award this year. Brad Shenruood from the Water Agency advised that the reservoir storage
updates will begin again in the local newspapers. Petaluma and Windsor advised that
messaging advocating continued conservation saves on sewer bills is being promoted in

winter months and Santa Rosa indicated they are ready to kick off a direct install toilet
retrofit program in their service area.

5. Gonsider WAC Support Letter for Safe Medicine Disposal Ordinance

The TAC had no objection to recommending the WAC send a letter of support to the
Russian River Watershed Association. lt was suggested that funds being spent now be
identified in the letter, which will be considered by the WAC at their February meeting.

6. Biological Opinion Status Report (also included in your packet)

Pam Jeane reviewed the December 2015 B.O. update. lt was noted that on March 3,
2016, the Public Policy Facilitating Committee will meet at the Westside Water Education
Center. An item on that agenda will include signing of NOAA (NMFS) first ever Safe Harbor
Agreement between NOAA and Sonoma County Water Agency providing take protection
for landowners who participate in the habitat enhancements along Dry Creek.



FOR ACCESSIBLE
MEETING INFORMATION

CALL: (707) 543-33s0
ADD. (707) 543-3031

ET

TECHNIGAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

MONDAY, DECEMBER 7, 2015

9:004M

Utilities Field Operations Training Center

35 Stony Point Road, Santa Rosa, CA

1. Check ln

2. Public Comment

3. Water Supply Conditions and Temporary Urgency Change Petition

4. Sonoma Marin Saving Water Partnership -
i. Water Use Relative to 2013 Benchmark

ii. Governor's E. O. Extending Emergency Urban Water Conservation Regulations

through October 2016 tf Drought Conditions Persist beyond January 2016

iii. Recent Outreach

5. Consider WAC Support Letter for Safe Medicine Disposal Ordinance

6. Biological Opinion Status Update

7. ltems for next agenda

8. Check Out

u:\admin\tac - wac tac\agendas ând minutes\wac tac 20'1 s\december\tac agenda '12071 5.docx



SundayReview I Op-Bd Columnist

Contaminating Our Bodies With
Everyday Products
NOV.28,2015

Photo Activists in Palis protest the use in common household products linked to endocrine disruption in

March 2014. Credit Bertrand Guay/Agence France-Presse - Getty hnages

Nicholas Kristof

lN recent weeks, two major medical organizations have issued independent warnings about toxic chelnicals

in products all alound us. Unregulated substances, they say, are sometimes linked to breast and prostate

caucer, genital defonnities, obesity, diabetes and infertility.

"Widespread exposure to toxic environmental chemicals threatens healthy human t'eproduction," the

International Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics warned in a landmark statement last moltth.

The warnings are a reminder that the chemical industry has inherited the mantle of Big Tobacco,

rninimizing science and resisting regulation in ways that cause devastating harm to unsuspecting citizens.

ìn the I 950s, researchers were finding that cigarettes caused cancel, but the political systern lagged in

responding. Now the sarne thing is happening with toxic chemicals.

Tlre gynecology fedelation's focus is on endocrine disruptet's, chetnicals that imitate sex hormones and

often confuse the body. Endocrine disrupters are found in pesticides, plastics, shampoos and cosmetics,

cash register receipts, food can linings, flame retardants and countless other products.

"Exposure to toxic chemicals during pregnancy and lactation is ubiquitous," the organization calrtioned,

adding that virtually every pl'egltant wolnan in America has at least 43 different chernical contaminants in

her body. lt cited a NAllonal Cancer Ins finding that "to a disturbing extent babies are born 'pre-
polluted. "'

This warning uow represents the medical mainstrearn. lt was drafted by experts from the Atnerican College

of Obstetricians and Gynecologists, the American Society for Reproductive Medicine, the'World llealth
Organization, Britain's Iìoyal College of Obstetricians and Gynecologists, and sirnilar groups.

Such rnedical professionals are on the front lines. They are the ones confronting lising cases of
hypospadias, a birth defect in which boys are born with a urethra opening on the side of the penis rather

than at the tip. 'fhey are the ones tleating wornen with breast cancer'. Both are conditions ìinl<ed to early

exposure to e¡ldocline clisrupters.

The othel' rlajor organization that recently issued a warning is the Endocrine Society, the irlternational
association of doctors and scientists who deal with the hortnone system.

"Ernerging evidence ties endocrine-disrupting chernical exposure to two of the biggest public health threats

facing society - diabetes and obesity," the Endocrine Society said in announcing its 1 5O-page "scientific
statentent." It added that "lnounting evidence" also ties endocrine disrupters to infertility, prostate cancer,

rundescended testicles, testicular cancer, breast cancer', uterine cancer, ovarian caltcer and neulological



December 7,2015
TAC Agenda #4.i.

State Water Resources Control Board Conservation Standard Tracking for the
Sonoma-M arin Saving Water Partnership

Table 1: Current Month - Water Use Relative to 2013 Benchmark

Water Retailer October 2015 2013 Benchmark Relative to 2013 Conservation

Benchmark Standard

october 2015

GPCD*

19

L17

r20
t57
r22
L00

109

176

t24
Lt7
I22

Cal Am

Cotati

Marin Municipal
North Marin
Petaluma

Rohnert Park

Santa Rosa

Sonoma

Valley of the Moon

Windsor

G

21,845,000

26,392,742

7O0,032,220

298,640,584

232,429,5r8
134,902,3L4

572,191-,793

63,003,584

85,676,366

Gal

28,632,0û0

33,790t749

846,887,859

313,000,000

294,776,052

170,000,000

725,805,260

83,551.;564

r05,214,t67

24%

22%

t7%
5%

18%

2L%

2t%
25Te

L8%

L7o/o

2s%

20%

20%
'24%

L6%

t6%

1.6%

28%

20%

L6%99 89 L79,097

SMSWP TotaI 2,23 11 7t8 L7%
* GPCD is provided as information only

Table 2: Aggregate June 2015 to Þate Relative to 2013 Benchm'ark

ts%

Water Retailer
Aggregate June

2015 to Date

(Gallons)

2013 Benchmark
(Gallons)

Relative to 2013

Benchmarlc

Conservation

Standard

Cal Am

Cotati

Marin Municìpal

North Marin
Petaluma

Rohnert Park

Santa Rosa

Sonoma

Valley of the Moon

Windsor

1L5,608,672
L23,43O,768

3,633,355,956

L,224,122,366
'J,,208,239,2r5

67I,-/87,456
2,709,083,74'J_

299,310,525

395,780,906

5L4,106,577

158,675,000

L65,727,819

4,599,Q70,299

I,747,000,000
1,,6L2,563,6!5

835,000,000

3,642,058,950

409,2L7,256

544,644,368

676,564,01.4

27%

z6%

2t%
3A%

25%

20%

26%

29%

27%

24%

2s%

zo%

20%

24%

t6%

76%

16%

28%

20%

t6%

SMSWP Total IO,884,826,L32 74,231,846,32I 24% t9%
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Jeanlns Townsencl, Olerk to tlre Board
State Water Resourcos Control Board
1t101 lStreet
$ârrünerìtö, CA 95814

Suþject: tolnnlent L€ltet * Urban Water Conservalion VVotkslrop

Þeat Cltair Marcus íìncl MernbfiI$ of tiìe Stale Board;

1'hank you fot the oppnrtunity to proviclo input 0n tho potential extên$ion ànçl

rnodificatir:n of thc current ËnlergonÇy Rttgulntiont fot Stâtewìde Ut'ban Water

Cotrservation (Enlergency Regulntîons) if clrought conditions përsist into 2016, Notth

Mürin \¡Vater Districl (NMWü) servÞs öpproxitllfltely 6?,000 pecrple in northern Mar'in

County, príncipolly in the vlcinlty of Novatr: Califorrrl¿r, To cJate, since June 2015,

NMWD tustomér$ havo lcclucnd water consurnption 475 nlillion g¿ìllons, resultlng in

à 31% Çunlulatlve savings coryrpäred to the same periocl irt ?01â, and exceeding tho

$tate nrandalecl Conseruntion $tanclard of 24%,

ln tcsponse to quections includecl in the ftlotice of Pul¡licWorkshop NMWD oflers

tl're following:

1, Whut elenrenls of the existirrg Enrorgr:rray Regulation, if any, should be

rnodified ln an extended lîmergency Rogulation?

¿ì, NMWLI asks that the aclclition of a Reglonal Compliance Oplion to the

current lirnergency Regulatìon frarneworl< bo incluclecì, I'lM\iVD isl a

trìembêr of the $ononra Marin Saving Watçr Partnership ($MSWP)

Wlrir:h aclvocaterJ for a regiötlal cotïÞliance åpproÄÇh in lts'April22,

2015 letter to the State lSoarcl staff, A morË öxpânded Regional

Conrpliarrco Option ptoposal has n<¡w treen forvuardetl to the $tate

lSoatd staff frotn a bro¿¡der Ço{rlitio[ of watet sgðr]cle$ wlro çurrently

have fonned alliances to cotnply witfi SBx'/-7 requitetïents, I'hÌe

rr;cerlt Regional Corn¡lltance Option proposal was ptesented to $tate

lJoarcl stalf on Octotrer 26,2015 dttring an ínforrnalwcrrl<grcup

rneeting, 1'he llegional Oontpliance opiion wìll achievc the si':ttro

wator servings aç tlre ¡:articipating individual vuater agerrcies, 'l-his

l)lrÌrt:rir!'r: -l,iç.Ìl lì,'.,.¡.t,l,lltl'J't;'trr';.5ltr'lt(t¡ l'lllltLtr,, l.Jrtlttti [l¡t-.rrlt¡ ,.Jr.rlltr (.. S(.llrlr]ll'l,V



Ms, Townsend
SWRCB

Dècember 2, 20Ls

Page 2

option does not requile any changes to individual water agency

conservation standards, baseìines or reported production figures and

reliesonvoluntarvpafticipe!g!fromindividualwateragenciesthat

choose to form a multiagency region to reach compliance with the

State Water Resources Control Boârd's emergency regulation'

NMwD also asks that water produotìon savings exceeding ttte

Conservation Standards for a region or individual agency during the

June20lSthroughFebruary20l6periodbe.'rolleclover,andcredited

to the region or individual agency during any exten$ion period' We

ask that any pïoposed extension period' prospectively beginning on

March 1, 2016, not restart from a perspective of no conservatlon

savings to-date when a region or individual agency has ended the

original measurement period with cumulative savings exceeding its

Conservation Standard.

2'Whatadditionaldata,ifany,shouldthestateWaterBoardbecollecting

through the Emergency Regulation and how would it þe used?

a. For future compliance evaìuatiotr purposes' NMWD requests State

Boardstaffgutidancetohelpstandardieethemethodsusedtoaccount

forbimonth|ybìllingcyclesanddifferentnuntberofdaysineachbilling

cycle. Water production information from waterwholesalers are not

always consistent þetween years because the wholesaler billing

perioddoesnotalwayscoincidewithcalendarmonthasnowrequired

for repoúing, This request will provide more âccurate data for

comparison between current year and baseÌine year monthly

rePorting'

b.ForfutureapplicabilityoftheConservationStandardforaregionor

individualagencyINMWDsuggeststhestateBoardcollectavailable

water storage information for that region or agency monthly'

3, l-low should the state waier Board account for precipitation after January

2016 in its implementation of any extension of the Emergency

Regulation?

a. NMWD requests that any extension of Emergency Regulation beyond

February20l6includeatriggerforregionsorindividualagencies

basedonanexusbetweenthenrandatedconservatìonstandardand

b



Ms, l Ò\r,,[sund

SWRC$

Þccrrnhcr 2, 20If;
lrflUe ;l

current local water cLtpply condition$. Ono way to dt: oo is try

reviewing thr: available water supply inforrnation nrclnthly ås

suggôsteclin re*ponse 2,b, al:ove. The State Board cal"lconsicler

soaling baclc the applicablo üonservâtlon $iandarclwhen suffiolent

wätet supply as determined by ropor'ttrclwaler $torågë lerrels are

sllfficient lo lneret thc+ rogir:n or âgenÕy neðcls. Wo suggest the $tate

Boarcl corrsiclet a 47q Conservation $tsndard when a regiùn oì.agen*y

has uvailable wâtÊr etorage at or above S07o of ths water çuÞþly pool

for ¡;urface water rosetvoirs, on April 1, 20J6, The eonse¡vation

$tqndard for a region ot agency coulcl be ¡rloporlionately hlgher If

wÈìt€r $totâçJe levels on Apdl 1 are helow SüYr¡.

Onoe agairr, thanl< you for the oLrportL¡rrity to comrnent,

$Íncetely,

il-;x
Chris DeGabrìele
Nf\¡WD General Manager

I \tnììnw¡)l)kx)rIiluill fultOr - Utt)tD wirlOf(:olrlrlrtrllû,ì v,,õtii0lìfrf),dn4.t
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November 23,201s

Mr, Max Gomberg
Environmental Prograrn M a nager
OffÍce of Research, Planning and Performance
State Water Resources Control Board
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Emergency Regulation Regional Compliance Optíon

Dear Mr, Gomberg

We appreclate the opportunity to provide input on refínements to the current Emergency Regulation for
possible inclusion in any future emergency regulations. We understand the current Emergency
Regulation may be extended beyond February 201-6 in response to the ongÕing drought emergency, We
are proposing the addition of a regional compliance option to the current Emergency Regulation
framework. The regional conrpliance option w¡ll achieve the same water savings as the participatinÊ
indlvldualwater agencies. This option does not require any chánges to individual water agency
conservation standards, baselines or reported production figures and relies on voluntarv parliqlpptioÈ
from individual water agencies that choose to form a multiagency region to reach compllance with the
State Water Resources Control Board's emergency regulations.

The regional conrpliance option works by gatheringa group of water agencies united bysimilarwater
sources, a wholesale ägency or other localfactors and calculating required water savings for each
participating agency (based on 2013 baseline production and State Water Resources Control Board
assigned individual water agency conservation standards). The calculated water savirrgs from each
wateragencyiscombinedintoaregionalfigure, Thebaselineproductiondatafromeachwateragency
ls also combined into a regionalfigure, The resulting relationship between the regional baseline
production and the regional water savings creates the regional conservation standard. The partlclpating
water agencies then work towards collectively meeting the regional conservatìon standard. lf the region
collectively meets the regional conservation standard, all the participating water agencies are deemed
successful at complying with the Emergency Regulation. lf the reglon does not meet the regional
conservation standard, the region is deemed not successful and the participating water agencles are still
held accountable to their individual State Water Resources Control Board assigned water conservation
standard,

We believe the regional compliance option provides additional benefits that help alleviate the drought
both now and in the future by promoting regional collaboration to achieve assigned conservation
standards. For example, a regional conservation standard allows water agencies to leverage resources
for joint conservation programs, strategically implement speciflc conservation actions for increased cost
effectiveness, develop consistent regional public outreach messaging and collectively fund media ad
buys to communicate to customers.

Regionalcollaboration to meei conservation standards is already being successfully implemented in

many parts of the state through SBxT-7. Currently there are 9 regional alliances representing 87 urban
water retailers that have formed per Water Code Section 10608.28(a) for this purpose. We are

Page 2 of 7



regUest¡ng t0 exletld ïlris regional optiotr to irnplemenïing the Emergettry Regttlation utitizlng the same

rnethodology forformirrg regions fc¡r 5Bx7-7, Exlsting regional alliances that fotnted for 5Bx7l

compliance rr.,uy chooseio Juumit clocumentatìo,.r oith*ir r3xisting reglpnal alliartce for tlte purpose of

meeting the Enrergerrcy Regulation on a rcrgìontlf basis' Aclditlonally ncW reglons rtray be fcrrmed

speciflcally for tho purpose nf nreeting Ernergency RegulatiOn comp.lialce tly providi¡rg letters of support

from indiviclträl water ogeucles to thû Släte Watei nesotlrces Control Board and appolnting a regional

*rti V t" provicle nlonthiv reginnal reporting to the State Waler Resources Colttrol Bo¡rd'

ln sumnìary, the regional Çompllance opt¡on cleìlvers the sarne water savlrtgs that.would be achleved by

inc.llviclual water agenci*t. nl"'*t*ut ruutugn wlll lle lost. ln fact, titere is polential fcr addttional savirtgs

wltlr a reglonal approach. This option also improves flexlbility for compliance with the Emergetrcy

lleg.latlon and builcts regional pártnerships that will be beneficial to f he state of Çallfornia bevÒfid thð

droughl, [:urthernrore tiîis proposalwould suppot-t, n0t Çolïpromise any other potential revislons t0 the

f.turÉ omÊrgency regulatiul$ as this reflnement does not decreaso water savings' Other FÕtent¡àl

revlslons lnclrrde "roll-over" savings from one regulatory perìod ro anotherwhen an individual waler

agençy exceeds theìr water conreivatlon standuid, These "r6ll-ovêr" savlngg can ånd should be

incorporated into thÈ overall regional target'

pleare review the firll proposalbelow fornore cletnlls åfrd lÉt us know lf ycu have any questlÖns CIr

uofflñleltts,

SinccrelV,

*"*"f7 d ¿/Å8-u"*'7 -'/

John Wooclling, Ëxectrtlve Director

ßegional Wfl ter Authority

l(inrberly Thornor, Gencral Mattager

Olivenhain MutticiPa lWater DistrÌct

Rllen Carlisle, CEO/General Manager

Padre Dam MunlcipalWatcr Þlstrict

.t'r 
.4-^-" / i:,1

l.,-l,rq '{/i''I* I'*-

Dana Frlehauf, Wnte r Resoulces Mana6etr

5an Dlego County Water AuthoritY

Carlos Lttgo, General Manager

l'lelix Water Distrlct

G reg 
"lhontas, Genera I M arrager

iliucon clel Diaìllo Municipal Wafer District

4g
Torn KenneilY, 6eneral Manager

ßaittbow Munlcipal WiltËr Dlstrict

f\,- --f'-fl
Jim Peifer, Pollcy and Legislation Manager

City uf 5acramenlo Departtrtent of Utilities
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Dennls l-amh, 0"eneral Manager
Va llecitos Wa ter I-Jistrict

Bill O'Donnell, General Manager
5an Dieguilo Waler Di$trlct

Wendy Ëharnbet's, General Manager
Carfsbncl Municipaf Water Distrlct

6rânt Arânl, Genernl Manager
Valley Center Municlpal Wator Dlstrlct

T

Þavid ffuhln, Urêctor of Santa tìosa Wnter & Vice
Chalr Technical Advisor Carrrrnlttee to Sonôma
County Water Agencv (orr behalf of tlre Sonorla-
Marln Saving Water Fartnership)

C: Caren Trgovcích, Chlef Deputy Dirsctor
Eric Oppenhelmor, Director of th{r Office of Research, Plannlng and porformnnce
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Emergency Regulation

Regional Compliance proposal

November 23, ZOLí

Purpose:

To provide an option for regional conrpliance with Enrergency Regulatlon conservation standards that
will achieve the same amount of water savings as individual water agenc!/ conservation standards.

Guiding Principles:

Provlde an opportunity for regions to work together to achieve water savings and demonstrate
cornpliance with the Emergency Regulation.
Regionaf compliance is a voluntary approach, Water agencles would not be requlred to form a
region nor part¡cipate in a regional alliance,
Provide an additional compliance option, lf the region is successful at meeting the Reglonal
Conservation Standard, all waler agencfes in the reglon would be deemed successful. lf the
region is unsuccessful at meeting the Regional Conservation Standard, each water agency woulcl
need to meet its' individual conservation standard.
To the extent possible, use existing water code and framework ldentified for reglonal alliance
development for 5Bx7-7.

' The formation of a region would only be for the purposes of complying with the Emergency
Regulation.

Regional Compliance Benefits;

' Maintains original conservation standarcJs assigned to each lndividual water agency. Allows for consistent messaging throughout the region
r Allows water agencies to leverage resources

' Provides for economies of scale for conservation lntplementation
. Allows for regional collaboration

' lmproves flexibility for compliance with the Emergency Regulation
r Uses existing state law for regionalformation

Regional Formation Criteria and Geographic Scope:

Allow regions to form based on the criteria for forming a SBxT-7 regional alliance, per Water Code
5ection 10608,28 as follows;

Section 10608.28.

t'

I

a

?:

(a) An urhun retsil water supplier may nrcet its urhan wuter use taîget witlún its re tait seruice
nrea, ar through ntutttel ilgreentent, by any of the followirry:
(1) Tltrough an urhan zuholesale utnter supplier,

Q) 'Through a tcgional agency autlnrized trt pLan anrl inrytlemcnt water conserautíon, inclrtding,
b.ut ttot linitccl to, an agency esta[tlislrcr| tnuler the Bay Are.a Water Suppty qnd Conseruation"
Agerrcy Act (Diuisìon 3L (conmzencing uíth Section SI:SOO¡.
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(3) Thror.tglt a rcgíonøl runter nunngenrcnt group as defined in Section 108J7.

(4) By an íntegrated regíonøI wnter managentent funding &Teø.

(5) By hydrolagic region,

(6) Tlvottglt otlwr appropriate geogrnplic scales for wlich cornputation metltods lwae been
deaeloped by the departnrcnt.

(b) A regional water runnsgcmant group,'{.litlx the written consent oJits member øgcncíes, may
undertake flny or aII pløruúng, rcporting, and im¡tlcmcntation funttions rmder this chnpter foi
the meubcr agencics fltat conscnt to tltosc rtctit:ítics. Any data or rellolts shail prwÌde
infornntion botlt for the regional wøter ntanøgefixet1t grlup and sep,aya¡¿\y for each consenting
urban retail wnter sttpplier ønd w'ban rpholasnle water supplier.

Reglons can form in two ways as follows:

r Provide documentation to the Stâte Water Resources Control Board of existing regional alliances
formed per Water Code Section L0608,28(a), Currently there are 9 regional alliances
representing 87 water agencies that have formed per Water Code Section 1.0608.28(a),

' Submit letters of support from each participatlng water agency to form a region for the purpose
of regional compliance with the Ëmergency Regulation.

Region formation tirneline and composltion:

. Regions would need to submit documentation to the State Water Resources Control Board
regarding tlleír interest in regionally complying with the Emergency Regulation within two
months of the date the Emergency Regulation goes into effect.

' Once a region is formed and accepted by the State Water Resources Control Board for purposes
of reglonally complying with the Emergency Regulation, the members of the region cannot
change and the region must remain in place until the end date of the Emergency Regulatìon.

Regional Calculation and Water Savings:

. Each individual water agency would calculate their required water savings using their assigned
individual cortservation standard, weighted by Ju ne through February 20L3 water production
data, All individual water agenÇy data would then be consolidated lo calculate a Regional
Conservation Standard. Please see the excel spreadsheet entitled "SWRCB Template" for more
clarification on calculating the Regional Conservation Standard.

¡ The Regìonal Conservation Standard woufd provide the same amount of watersavings as each
individual water agency conservation standa rd.

Group Leadership and Compliance Assessment;

Regions interested in regional complÌance would designate a lead agencyto submitthe Regional
Conservation Standard and monthly progress on that standard on behalf of the regional
members to the State Water Resources Control Board for acceptance.
Each individualwater ôBency would continue to repor-t thelr indivldual monthly water use data
to the State Water Resources Control Board.

o

a
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Accountability and Enforcementl

' lf the region meets the Regional Conservation Standard, each individual water agency in a

region would be deemed successful at complylng with the Regional Conservatlon Standard'

o lf the region does not meet the Regional Conservatlon Standard, each individual water agency in

a region would need to meet its individual conservation standard'

r lf the region does not rneet the Regional Conservation Standard and the indivldual water agency

ln the region does not meet its individual conservation standard, thê individualwater agency

would t¡e subject to enforcement act¡on by the State Water Resources Control Board as outlined

in the Emergency Regulation.

Additional proposed changes to the Emergency Regulation;

. This proposal would support any other potential revisions to the Emergency Regulation.

Additlonal potential revisions to the Emergency Regulation can and should be incorporated into

the overall Regional Conservation Standard calculation'
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December 7,2O15
TAC Agenda #5

DRAFT

DATE

Mark Landrnau
Chair, Board of Djrectol's
Russian River Watershed Associ ation

Subjcct: Support of Conccpt: To evaluate the fensibility of atr extended producet' responsibility

ordinance that nddresses the long-terrn need for safe medicine dis¡rosal options for our communities

Dear Chairman Lanclntau,

'I'he Water Advisory Committee (WAC) to Sononra County Water Agency appreciates the iìussian River

Waterslred Associatiorl's (RRWA) strong support of the conoept of pharrnaceutical producer

responsibility for ths creation, funding, and nanagement of a regional program that will provide safe ancl

convenient disposal options of expiled and unwanted pharmaoeuticals for consumers.

Pharmaceuticals are collected in Sonoma and lVfendooino Counties through the Safe Medicine Disposal

Program. Funding for the Program is provided by RRWA, the City of Santa Rosa's subregional system,

the Sorroma County Vy'ater Agenoy; arrd others. Sincc thc Progt'am's inceptìon in 2007, over:90,000

pounds of pharmaceuticals have been collectecland properly disposecl, clemotrstrating a considerable

demancl for clisposal options, The collection totals have incleased every year, so it is logical to project that

the colleclion totals will continue to increase. The cost to manage the program and conduct outreac.h aild

education is also projected to increase year to year. Cunently; there is no long term plan fol fundirrg.

For too long, Iocal governrnent, by default, has calriecl the butden of financirtg and managing

pharmaceutical take-back pl'ograrns, broadly financed by taxpayers or utility ratepayers. Despite these

efforts, phan¡aceuticals arc either being stockpilecl in nledicine cabinets, a prime target fol drug abusers;

or flushed dowu the tojlet, threatening our watel qualify, âs evelì the most advanced wastewater trcatment

processes cannot rernove all pharmaceuticals. It is time for the proclucet's to take the responsibility of
properly rnanagíng the pharmar:eutical products that they create,

In2012, Alameda County became thc first local government itr the United States to pass legislation

requiring phalrnaccutical cornpanies to design, fund, and operate a prograln to safely collect and clispose

of unwanted drugs, Subsequently, in Califolnia, tlre City and County of Sarr Francisco, the County of Satr

Mateo ancl the County of Santa Clara have aclopted sirnilal dlug stowardship prograrns. There is currently

no rnandatory statewide drug stewaldship progr'atn for unwanted householcl dlugs in California,

A manufactul'er-flrnded colfection and disposal prograrn for unwantecl dlugs would significarttly increase

convenient disposal options for Sonotna County residents' unwanted drugs, enablíng collection of larger

qLrautities of unwanted drugs and reducing the risks to public safety, health, and the environrneut.

Iìol these reasolìs, tl¡e WAC strongly suppolts tlre concept of pharrnaceutical pt'oclucers taking an active

role in the oreation, funding, and managernent of a regional prograln that will provide safe and convenient

clisposal optiotts of expired ancl unwanted phartnaceuticals fol consumers.

Chair, Water Advisory Corlrnittee

t:\Êm\¡ct¿a\v¡ac¡gendêândm¡nulca\2015\rrtvà-amd.conDepl.st¡pponlclter'lept2015.docr
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Russian River Biological Opinion Update - December 2015

The Sonoma County Water Agency is continually planning and implementing the Russian River Biological

Opinion requirements. The following project updates provide a brief synopsis of current work' For more

detailed information about these activities, please visit www.sonomacountywater.org.

Drv Creek Habitat Enhancement Proiect
o The final Environmental lmpact Report for miles two through six of habitat enhancement was

approved by the Water Agency Board of Directors for approval on November L7,2OI5'
o Site identification, environmental studies and topographic surveys are nearly complete for the

second and third miles of habitat enhancement. Two firms, lnterfluve and ESA, are designing the

second and third miles of habitat enhancement, respectively. The 90% plans for portions of

Mile 2 have been submitted for and are under review. The 90% plans for portions of Mile 3 are

in progress.

Fish Monitorins
The inflatable dam is not in use this year, due to the work on the Mirabel Fish Passage lmprovement
project. Without the dam, the Water Agency cannot use the video monitors traditionally deployed to

count migrating adult Chinook, steelhead and coho. lnstead, the agency installed a type of sonar

technology (known as DIDSON) at the mouth of Dry Creek and has installed a video monitor at the

Healdsburg fish ladder. As of December 5, the Water Agency has observed less than L,000 Chinook.

Mirabel Screen and Fish Ladder Replacement

Construction of the Mirabel Fish Passage lmprovement Project is proceeding, with construction

anticipated to be complete in early Spring.

Russian River Estuarv Management Proiect
o The 2015 Lagoon Management Period ended on October 15. The WaterAgency did not have an

opportunity to implement an outlet channel during the management period. Since the

management period ended, the estuary has closed three times, with the latest closure occurring

on December 2. To reduce flood risks, Water Agency crews artificially breached the sand bar on

November 2 (wave conditions closed the estuary later that day), November 5 and November 23.

Water Agency staff are monitoring the current closure'
o Baseline monitoring of harbor seals and other pinnipeds is conducted regularly and prior, during

and after every artificial breaching. Water quality monitoring at datasonde stations is ongoing;

weekly nutrient and bacteria monitoring has concluded for the season. Estuary fisheries and

invertebrate monitoring have also concluded for the season.

o Field investigations of the jetty are completeThe purpose of the studies is to determine if and

how the jetty impacts the formation of the barrier beach and lagoon water surface elevation'

Consultants are currently analyzing data and preparing a report, which is expected to be

released by mid-December.



Fish F Proiect
Work is occurring ¡nternally on the preparation of the draft Environmental lmpact Report forthe Fish

Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project. The EIR is being prepared by Water Agency staff, with

assistance from consultants on some areas of impact analysis. A draft EIR is anticipated to be released

early Spring 201,5-L6.

lnterim Flow Changes

On May 1, the State Water Resources Control Board (State Water Board) issued a Temporary Urgency

Change Order (TUCO) for Russian River flows. The change was requested by the Water Agency to

preserve water in Lake Mendocino. Within a few days of the order being issued, the Water Agency was

informed by PG&E of its pending request to reduce diversions from the Eel River through its Potter

Valley Project, as a result of the drought. The reduction represents a loss of about 30-100 acre-feet of

water per day. To preserve water in the lake, the Water Agency went back to the State Water Board to

request additional reductions in releases from Lake Mendocino; on June 17, the State Water Board

issued an amendment to the TUCO. As a result, the minimum flow requirement in the upper river was

25 cfs and 50 cfs in the lower river.

The current TUCO expired on October 27. PG&E filed another variance with FERC to reduce flows in

orderto perform major maintenance on its penstock. ln orderto preserve water in Lake Mendocino, the

Water Agency will file another TUCP with the State Water Board.

Public Outreach, Reportins & Leeislation
¡ The annual Dry Creek Community meeting will be held on January 1-4 at 6:00 p.m.

o ln November an informational flyer was sent to Dry Creek residents updating them on the

project.
o The annual Public Policy Facilitating is scheduled forThursday, March 3,9 a.m. - 1" p.m. at

Westside Water Education Center, followed by field trip to Mirabel Project and Dry Creek, with

the signing of NOAA's first Safe Harbor Agreement.

Construction of Mirobel Fish Possage lmprovement Proiect, week of November 30.





ITEM #15

DISBURSEMENTS - DATED DECEMBER 10, 2015

Date Prepared 1218115

The following demands made against the District are listed for approval and authorization for payment in accordance

with Section 31302 of the California Water Code, being a part of the California Water District Law:

Seq Pavable To For Amount

P/R*

EFT*

EFT* State of California

EFT* CaIPERS

2 A.S.T.|

Athens Administrators

AT&T

Automation Direct

6 Backflow Distributors

Badger Meter

BBNH

9 Campways

10

11 Costco Wholesale

12 DeGabriele, Chris

13 Digital Prints & lmaging

Net Payroll PPE 11130115

Federal & FICA Taxes PPE 11130115

State Taxes & SDI PPE 11130115

Pension Contribution PPE 11130115

Vision Reimbursement

Progress Pymt#4: Backflow Testing (55)
(Balance Remaining on Contract $10,623)

December Workers' Comp Admin Fee

Leased Line

Analog lnput Cards for Olema, PRE #2,
lnverness Park & Winged Foot PLC's (4)

Backflow Test Calibration & Hose Set ($197) &
Fire Service Repair Parts ($315)

Cellular Meter Monthly Charge (12)

Refund Excess Advance for Construction Over
Actual Job Cost- Olive Ave Land Division

Truck Tool Boxes (2) ($1,288) & Front & Rear
Floor Liners ('15 Ford Escape 4x4) ($2S0¡

Cafeteria Plan: Uninsured Medical
Reimbursement

Coffee Pot & Coffee (3) ($59) (Admin Office)

Expense Reimb. November Mileage

Vellum (40-24" x 36" Sheets) (Lab)

Employees

US Bank

$148,065.13

58,809.06

10,992.99

32,962.71

184.00

5,550.00

1,000.00

75.00

332.00

512.55

10.56

3,1 89.97

1,527.41

4.60

79.66

175.38

130.07

1

3

4

5

7

8
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Seq Pavable To For Amount

14 DLT Solutions

15 Jeffrey & Theresa Figone

16 Garrett, Daniel

17 Golden Gate Petroleum

1B

19 Grainger

Homa, Eitan

Lippay, Jennifer

Madruga lron Works

Marin County Recorder

Mclellan, WK

Autocad Subscription Renewal (12121 115'

12120116) (Budget $2,980)

Refund Excess Advance for Construction Over

Actual Job Cost - 370 School Road

Exp Reimb: AWWA Backflow Refresher Class

on 1214115

Gas ($2.59/gal) & Diesel ($2.52lgal)

Cafeteria Plan: Uninsured Medical
Reimbursement

Drill ($162), Wet Well Level Sensor (O.M.)
($zts¡, Air Compressor & Filters (2) ($369),

Screwdriver (9), Knife (6), Blades (75), Penta
Star Socket & Pressure Transducer ($1 17)

Novato "Cash for Grass" Rebate Program

Novato "Cash for Grass" Rebate Program

Vault Lids (3)

Oct Official Record Copy (13)

Misc Paving

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

2,891.66

4,588.61

295.00

1,306.01

31 .19

1,462.57

135.00

200.00

5,794.56

72.00

15,374.31

799.00

940.56

81.64

830.00

143.86

Vision & Cafeteria Plan: Uninsured Medical
Reimbursement

North Marin Auto Parts Oil Filters (3), Air Filters (3) ($32), Oil (18 qts)

($72¡, Wiper Blade (4) ($52), Spray Paint (9-

15oz cans) ($ot ¡, 2 Cycle Oil (4 qts), Battery &

Core ('04 Chevy C1500) ($Ot¡, Wheel Chocks
(4) ('06 lnt'l 4300) ($OZ¡, Steering Tie Rod Ends
('04 Chevy C1500) ($2S+¡, Gear Clamps (8),

Shop Rags (6), WD40 Spray (12o2), Black
Primer (60 oz) & Paint

27 Novato Builders Supply T-Post (6 ft) (10) (Posting Signs for Stafford
Lake)

Novato Chamber of Commerce Membership Renewal (11115-10116) (Bentley)
(Budget $850)

29 Novato Horse & Pet Supply Straw & Seed for Erosion Control

28
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Seo Pavable To For Amount

30 Office Depot

31 Pace Supply

32 Peterson Trucks

33 NMWD Petty Cash

34 RMC Water & Environment

Roberts, Charles & Nancy

Shell

Annual Planner Starter Kit (C. Kehoe) ($1ta¡,
Calendar Refill, 2-Hole Punch & Self lnking

Box Lids (21) ($459), PVC Cap, Bushings (19)
($1as¡, Couplings (4) ($171), Nipple & Meter
Stops (5) ($176)

Wiper Blades (2), Oil, Fuel, Carbon Air Filter
('06 lnt'|4300 Crew) ($161), Wiper Blades (2),

Oil, Filters, Carbon Air Filter ('12 lnt'l 5 Yd.
Dump) ($2zS¡ & Alternator ('06 lntl 4300) ($4OO¡

Petty Cash Reimbursement: Safety Bucks,
Books for Leadership Class ($Se¡, Safety
Snack, Bridge Toll & Calendar

Engineering Services: Title 22 Engineers Report
($545), Prog Pymt#3: Engineering Services:
RW Production Evaluation & Progress Pymt#4:
Central Service Area Connection at Novato
Treatment Plant (Balance Remaining on
Contract $18,672)

Cafeteria Plan: Uninsured Medical & Childcare
Reimbursement

Novato "Washer" Rebate Program

Tool Fuel (6 gal)

35

36

37

3B

39

40

41

42

State Water Resources Control Annual Permit Fee - AEEP Reaches A-D, MSN
B3

State Water Resources Control Clean Drinking Water State Revolving Fund
Loan Principal & lnterest (RW N-Segment 1)

Cafeteria Plan: Uninsured Medical
Reimbursement

Syar lndustries

United Parcel Service

Asphalt (6 tons)

Delivery Services: Tank Transmitter Repairs &
Application for Lease of State Lands (RW
Central Project)

Verizon California Leased Line

November CIMIS Station Data Transfer Fee

152.63

1,009.69

849.96

95.38

25,131.00

547.10

50.00

17.40

1 ,170.00

40196.44

235.92

752,77

38.47

97.75

42.95

43

44

*Prepaid

Verizon Wireless
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Seo Pavable To For Amount

45

46

Watersavers I rrigation Backflow Freeze Bags (7)

u/f
Date

206.87

162.36

_$sæFf5.75
Workforce Boots & Clothing Safety Boots (Frazer)

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS

The foregoing payroll and accounts payable vouchers totaling $369,413.75 are hereby approved and

authorized for payment.

L rf
ntroller Date

U,,ùú
General Manager
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DISBURSEMENTS - DATED DECEMBER 3, 2015

Date Prepared 11130115

The following demands made against the District are listed for approval and authorization for payment in accordance

with Section 31302 of the California Water Code, being a part of the California Water District Law:

Seq Pavable To AmountFor

EFT* City of Novato

123 Floor

2 Aberegg, Michael

3 A.S.T.|

Bain, Michelle

CaIPERS

11 CDW-Government

12 The Climate Registry

Encroachment Permit (Chevron Carurash)

Replace Carpet (25 Giacomini Rd)

Drafting Services: Norman Tank (Balance

Remaining on Contract $16,870)

Progress Pymt#2: Backflow Testing (64)

(Balance Remaining on Contract $577)

Novato "Cash for Grass" Program

November Director's Fee ($410), North Bay
Watershed Association on 1116 ($2OS¡ & Novato
Watershed Policy Advisory Committee Meeting

on 11119 ($205)

December Health lnsurance Premium
(Employees $50,276, Retirees $10,183 &
Employee Contribution $1 1,845)

Cafeteria Plan: Uninsured Medical
Reimbursement

Trend Anti-Virus Software (11 15115-11 15116)

(Budget $1,080)

Annual Membership (Clark) (1 I 16-121 16)
(Budget $770)

$790.47

2,935.00

1 ,155.00

3,325.00

400.00

820.00

424.02

135.00

859.87

72,304.38

1,395.00

1,080.00

750.00

1

4

5

6

7

8

9

Baker, Jack

Bay Area Barricade Service 66" Fiberglass Posts (20)

Brown, Alison Novato "Cash for Grass" Program

California State Disbursement Wage Assignment Order

'10
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Seq Pa ble To For Amounta

13 Core Utilities

14 Electrical Equipment

Farnsworth, Mary Ann

Fraites, Rick

15

16

17 Ghilotti Construction

1B Golden Gate Petroleum

19 Grainger

20 Hardy Diagnostics

21 Home Depot

Home Depot

lrish & Son Welding

Kaiser Foundation Health Plan

Keyes, Peter

LGVSD

Lincoln Life

Consulting Services: November lT Support
($5,000), Program New Radios for lntrusion

Alarms @ Crest Tank ($850), Programming for
3 New RTU's ($7SO¡, Gallagher Well Export in

Wonderware ($t50), Utility Billing Software

Modifications ($t,325) & Website Maintenance
($7oo)

Power Transformer for Amaroli Hill Tank

Novato "Toilet Rebate" Program

November Director's Fee ($410) & Novato
Watershed Policy Advisory Committee on 11119

($2os¡

Progress Pymt#19: Construct AEEP Reaches A-
D/MSN 83 Project (Balance Remaining on

Contract $412,569)

Gas ($2.59/gal) & Diesel ($2.52lgal)

Light Bulbs (12), Wire Label Maker Tubing
($1SO¡, Aluminum Angle Stock, Storage Bins

(12) ('10 Ford F150) ($1OA¡ & PLC SignalWire
($612)

Bacteria Growth Media ($2AZ¡, Agar ($148) &

Endo Broth (3) ($188) (Lab)

Broom Heads (24) ($429) (Construction), Blinds
(3) ($180), Landscape Fabric ($87), Screen
Door ($98) & Medicine Cabinets (2) (25

Giacomini Rd)

Rapid Set Concrete (43 bags)

Welding Services (PR Well#2)

Pre-Employment (Ladd) & DMV/DOT Physical
(Reed)

Novato "Toilet Rebate" Program

Recycled Water Deliveries (7 l1 -91301 15)

Deferred Compensation PPE 1 1 l30l 15

9,775.00

413.35

100.00

615.00

365,542.03

2,159.01

911.02

618.02

833.60

466.22

480.00

180.00

200.00

29,428.53

13,837.14

22

23

24

25

26

27
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Pavable To For AmountSeq

28 Maltby Electric

Marin County Ford

Mattar, Monica

McLellan, WK

Miller, Stephanie

National Seminars Training

Nationwide Retirement Solution

On Line Resource

O'Shea, James

Pace Supply

Pedersen, Damiela

Petersen, Jeri

Petterle, Stephen

PG&E

Preferred Alliance

Robertson, R Q

Rodoni, Dennis

Schoonover, John

SWRCB Accounting Office

Tamagno Green Products

Taylor, Norah

Electrical Supplies ($2gt), Conduit (100) &
Fittings for Landfill Rd C.P. System ($1OO¡

WheelAssembly ('10 Ford F150)

Novato "Washer Rebate" Program

Misc Paving

Novato "Toilet Rebate" Program

Training Seminar: Professional Communication

on 12117115 in Santa Rosa (Arendell)

Deferred Compensation PPE 1 1 l31l15

Refund Overpayment on Closed Account

Novato "Toilet Rebate" Program

Box Lids (5) & 4" Backflow Blanket ($SZO¡

Novato "Washer Rebate" Program

Novato "Washer Rebate" Program

November Director's Fee

Electric Bill (25 Giacomini Rd)

Pre-Employment Physical (Ladd)

Cafeteria Plan: Childcare Reimbursement

Novato "Cash for Grass" Rebate Program

November Director's Fee ($205) & WAC/TAC
Meeting in Santa Rosa on 1112115 ($205)

November Director's Fee Less Deferred ($3OO¡

& NBWRA Meeting on 10126115 ($205)

Cafeteria Plan: Uninsured Medical
Reimbursement

FY15 Large Water SYstem Fees

Sludge Removal (aB Yds) (STP)

Novato "Toilet Rebate" Program

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

3B

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

490.21

385.84

50.00

747,50

200.00

199.00

1,900.00

3,000.00

100.00

638.26

50.00

50.00

410.00

18.85

42.00

208.33

400.00

410.00

565.00

375.00

6,534.73

1,200.00

100.00

*Prepaid Page 3 of 4 Disbursements - Dated December 3,2O15
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51

52

53

54

55

Terryberry

Thatcher Company of California

T&TValve&lnstrument

United Parcel Service

U.S. Bank Card

56 Verizon California

57 Watkins, Jennifer

Service Awards (7 Employees)

Ferric Chloride (9 tons) (STP)

Switch Status Monitor (3)

Delivery Service: Returned Electrician Gloves &

Backflow Tester for Calibration
Brown & Caldwell Newspaper Ad ($200) (STP

Opening), Craigslist (STP Opening) ($7S),

Standards Method ($438) (Lab) & Parking ($7)
(NMFS Meeting - DeGabriele)

Leased Line

Novato "Toilet Rebate" Program

866.23

4,555.36

373.83

22.70

720.00

302.76

300.00

58 Wiley Price & Radulovich

The foregoing payroll and accounts payable vouchers totaling $545,247.28 are hereby approved and

authorized for payment.

ll 3Þ
-Controller Date

I, zÒrÇ9o
General Manager Date

Side Letter Agreement with PEPRA Employees
& Venegas Claim ($8,796) 9,099.02

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS T,6ã,5;â,4?27

rò

*Prepaid Page 4 ol 4 Disbursements - Dated December 3, 2015



Connie Fili

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

David Bentley
Monday, November 30, 2015 B:05 AM

Connie Filippi
Jack Baker

FW: Nov. Mtgs.

Connie
Please schedule compensation for Director Baker for the two meetings indicated below.....David

From : jack baker fmailto :jckba ker@g mail.com]
Sent: November 29,20L5 11:29 AM
To: David Bentley
Subject: Nov. Mtgs.

David,

On Nov.6, I represented our District at the mtg. of the North Bay Watershed Assoc. held at the office of the

Novato Sanitary District. On Nov. 19, I (and Director Fraites) represented our District at a mtg. of the Novato

Watershed Policy Advisory Committee held at the Marin County Civic Center - Dept. of Public V/orks.

Pls. initiate compensation for my participation in these meetings.

Thank you

Jack Baker

i



NORTH MARIN WATER D'STRICT
CHECK REQUEST

Pnvre Jonru ScHooruoveR

1160 Rosalia Drive DATE
,/tt ¡ ú2^ t t4

v's o¡

Novato, CA 94947 AMOUNT. $205.00

I attended the ,,,,lr/, ß u,.r, R fu L,g1,e,6JJ{
(Nnue or MEEING oR woRKSHoP) (DArE oF verrtruc)

and wish to be compensated as provided under the Board Compensation Policy.

SIGNATU

CnRRe e ro: 56001-01-11

DISPoSITION OF

X MAIL TO PAYEE

n Hoto FoR _
n OtHrR

APPRovED ro Pnv sv

T:\FoRMS\CHECK REOUEST FOR BOARD.ÞOC

RÊV, OB1 5

CHECK @ HArf[ ,'{ÀtlH
wÀfit luntçf

ii:::... ;.iili¡,ob-,N,q¡jtei1,1,r .1 :' ,I ,,1

56001-01-1 1 $205.00

$205.00

SCHOOl

$205.00CKRQ

l:\finance\accounts Rev. a)

TOTAL



NORTH MARIN WATER D/STRICT
CHECK REQUEST

Pnvrr DrNms RoooNl

P.O. Box 872

Pt. Reyes Station, CA 94956

I attended the

and wish to be compensated as p

ô
DATE

rooav's oa

AMOUNT: $205.00

(

¿,u S /-'a .^,&M&
(:-

(r'rRrrle on MEETNG oR wonxsHoe) (onre on ure errruo)

rovided under e Board Compensation Policy

SIGNATURE

CHaRce ro: 56001 -01-11

Dtspostroru or CHecx

¡MAIL TO PAYEE

n HoLo roR
X OrHrR:
ACH Pnvverur

AppRoveo ro PRv ev

T:\FoRMs\cHEcK REQUEST FoR SOARD.OOC

RËv.0213

Prepared By
Accounting

Revlew
CriïJi,ä,îit

NMWD
CÕñment

Job Number GL Account Amount

56001-01-11 $205.00

$205.00

POST DATE Vendor No

RODO01

lnvoice Number (CK Req lD)
lnvoice (CK
Req) Date

lnvoice (CK Req) Amount

CKRQ $205.00

l\fi nance\accounts payable\f paylaq.xlslsheetl Rev.0510

TOTAL



MEMORANDUM

To: Board of Directors

From: Dianne Landeros, Accounting/HR Super ri"ffi
Subj: Annual Sick Leave BuY¡P9ck

t:\ac\word\personnel\sl\sick leave buyback 201 5 docx

RECOMMENDED ACTION: lnformation Only

FINANCIAL IMPACT: $17,259 in 2015

Employees accrue one day of sick leave each month. ln 1970 the District adopted a

policy to recognize employees who do not use much sick leave by allowing them to annually sell

back unused sick leave in excess of g0 days at 50% of their pay rate. This buy-back policy

provides an incentive for employees to use their sick leave benefit judiciously, and rewards

those who do so, while simultaneously reducing the District's accrued sick leave liability.

On November 30, 2015 twelve employees had accrued sick leave in excess of 90 days.

Five chose to retain their accrued sick leave with the plan to conved it to additional service

credlt at retirement. Seven elected to convert their eligible sick leave to cash, at a District cost of

917,259.

December 11,2015



t:\ac\excel\personnel\sk lv\[sl buyback xls]sl buyback

NORTH MARIN WATER DISTRICT 12tst2o15

Cosú Of Annual Sick Leave Buy'back Benefit
District policy allows buy-back of accrued sick leave in excess of 90 days @ SQo/o of value.

Paid for
Galendar

Year
89

%of
Overheaded

54o/o

Days
Purchased

Employees Cost per
day

1 990
1 991
1992
1 993
1 994
1 995
'1996

1997
1 998
1 999
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015

0.460/o

0.40o/o

0.42%
0.47o/o

0.51o/o

0.54o/o

0A8%
0.32%
0.27%
0.26%
0.32%
0.34%
0.33%
0.36%
0.39%
0.23%
0.24%
0.31%
0.24%
0.17o/o

0.27%
0.27%
0.23%
0.31%
0.3070
0.24o/o

145.5
126.0
104.2
116.4
130.9
151.5
160.6
140.0
93.2
73.8
74.8
91.0
95.9
94.4
BB.5
I 13.8
66.0
78.3
95.8
69.5
6'1.6
84.5
83.9
64.4
85.7
79.9
68.9

$95.51
$97.84

$1 15.52

$114.88
$116.95
$107.07
$'104.76
$103.69
$1 11.20

$119.93
$1 18.51

$122.16
$130.78
$134.57
$166.46
$150.63
$184.29
$173.62
$188.30
$206.22
$181 .81

$202.68
$204.96
$234.22
$251.55
$257.1 3

$250.46

14
13
12

12
12
14
16
14

11

B

I
10
12
11

I
11

6
8

I
6
5

I
B

6
B

7
7
10Ave 0.34

, Tax rates and payroll amounts used are from December of each respective year

Workers' comp rate used is average rate in effect

97.7 157

Gross
(Base)

Pay

FtcA, w.c.
+ & Unemp

lns 1

= Overheaded
Cosú

$12,628
$11,068
$10,772
$11,909
$13,726
$14,608
$15,387
$13,295

$9,451
$8,059
$8,013

$10,081
$11,379
$11,505
$12,818
$14,700
$10,575
$12,006
$16,214
$13,606
$10,472
$15,978
$1 6,1 55

914,071
$19,402
$18,931
$15,843

$1,269
$1,261
$1,270
$1,464
$1,581
$1,613
$1,434
$1,222

$91 0

$786
$846

$1,040
$1,164
$1,201
$1 ,910
$2,443
$1,588
$1,588
$1 ,816

$726
$731

$1 ,1 55

$1,037
$1,006
$2,1 66

$1,614
$1,416

$13,897
$12,328
$12,042
$13,373
$15,307
1,16,221
$16,821
$14,517
$10,361

$8,845
$8,859

s11,122
$12,543
$12,706
914,728
$17,143
$1 2,1 63

$13,594
$18,030
$14,332
$11,203
$1 7,1 33

s17,192
$15,077
$21,568
$20,545
$12 259

3,061
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Water
Research
Foundation

November 19,2015

Chris DeGabriele
North Marin Water District
999 Rush Creek Place
Novato, C^94945-2426

Dear Mr. DeGabriele:

communitY

Sincerely,

Robert C. Renner, P.E., B.C.E.E.
Executive Director

RCR:kcp:68

P 303.347.6100 F 303.730.0851

www.WatetRF.org

6666 W. Quincy Ave., Denver CO 80235-3098

1 '.;,,r--; ':: ;' 

"i'-[]
i'ìtl! :ìU'1i115

Nlortlr [viarin Wi¡ier i;istrict

sonoma county'water Agency recently renewed your 2015 subscription to the water Research Foundation

(WRF). Through th" ;öp"ti;íp;i;ìp;tidát olíu"ioxions such u. vouts, the utilitv-focused research

ìö"-ró;Jbv-iñË ro"",iuiion 
"unðontinüe 

to move forward'

we encourage you to take fulI advantage of the benefits available to you as a wRF subscriber' Your

organization will ,"""i r" the biggest t"to^ o" its investment by actively putlt"tllling in our research

projects, engaging ú;;;;;;i;"r%r"f ¿"rËfáp-ãn!u"A education progiams, taþping into the gt:*,tl-q,.

variety of available ,"rór,ri"". and toors, ;åä;itirg råsearch r"rültr Thut can ádvance your organization's

effectiveness and efÍiciencY.

As a subscriber to wRF, your organi zationcan participate and use the many benefits available in a number of

ways:

. Complete access to the Foundation's research information and resources via the Web site at

Vy'aterRF.org
o The opportunity to provide input into WRF's research agenda

o Access to the Foundation's extensive international network of researchers and water experts

o The opportuni,ty to participate in research projects and serve on project advisory committees

. complirn"ntury u"""r, to local and regionãl workshops and live and recorded webcasts

. Subscriptions ío WRF', quarterly maþzine, Advancàs in l'flater Research and other monthly e-

communications.

As a token of appreciation, we are pleased to send you the enclosed 2015 certificate of participation' We

hope you will display it proudly, knowing that you-and-your organizationare supporting the discovery of

new information anibeåt pru"ii.", that rãake areal difference in improving public health'

If you have any suggestions or questions about the afore-mentioned.opportunities or our research efforts,

nléase do not r,.ritåËr"ÌäËä;äf#. 
^'ü/hF 

honors yo.r, ,uppðrt-ãr¿ is'iommitted to.providing vou with

|åffiffiìîåüä knowledge that is 
"ritiðãttv 

i*bortanito the ever-changing needs of the water

advancing the science of water
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GffiTIHGATT OT ilGT11T]IGT
In recognition of the quaüty= of your labotatory in proficiency testing for

$Øs-231

North Marin Water District
is issued this certifi.cate of achievement by ERA. This labota:toty has been tecognized as a Labotatory of Exceilence for

achieving 1,00o/o acceptable data in this study v¡hich included a98 particþating laboratories. This achievement is a
d.-orrstr"tion of the superior quatity of the laboratory in evaluation of the standards listed below.

Hardness

Inorganic Disinfection #1

Inorganics

MicrobErM (Colifotms)

pH

Heterotrophic Plate Count

Inotganic Disinfection #2
Metals

Nitrite
Residual Chlorine

David Kilhefnet
Q"^lity Office¡ N580301
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CSDA e-News

a \rit

GaIPERS Adopts Plan to Lower Risk, lncrease Rates
on November 18, after a year-long effort on the subject, the calPERS Board of Administration adopted a risk mitigation

strategythatcouldreducefundvolatilityandincreaseemployerandemployeecontributionratesoverthenext20years.
Following years of exceptional investment returns, the adopted strategy will reduce what is known as the "discount rate"'

or the fund's targeted investment return rate, thereby reducing the risk of the retirement fund' By reducing the amount of

money generated through investments, however, employers and employees will experience higher contribution rates to

the fund.

lnNovemberof2ol4CalPERsstaffpresentedtotheCalPERsboardtheirconcernswiththeriskofthefund'
highlighting the fact that the fund was at 77 percent funding and that, should california be hit by another catastrophic

financial event like it did in 2008, the long-term viability of the fund would be in jeopardy The calPERS Board then

directed its staff to deverop options to address the risk to the fund. since that time, carpERS staff worked on developing

various strategies, which it cailed 
,,gride paths,,, and recommended either the "frexibre" gride path or the "blended" glide

path.

Both glide paths were similar in that they would reduce the discount rate on employers following a year of exceptional

investment returns over the span of approximately 20 years. However, the blended glide path required a minimum

reduction to the discount rate every four years, regardless of whether or not the fund had experienced exceptional

returns.

ThegoalofbothglidepathswouldbetoreducethediscountratefromthecurrentT.Spercentdownto6.5percent'By
reducingthediscountrate'employersandemployeesalikeduetoPEPRA,wouldhavetheircontributionsincrease.This
would result in the fund having less reliance on investment returns to meet its obligations in paying out benefits and

greater reliance on contributions'

After significant stakeholder outreach with employer and employee groups, the board adopted the flexible glide path last

week. The flrst time special districts could potentially see the impacts of the risk mitigation efforts related to last week's

vote will be in the flscal year'18-'19, should investment returns be at least four percent above the current anticipated

rate of return of 7.5. lf the investment returns at the end of the next fiscal year were to come back at 11 5 percent' the

discountratewouldbelowered.0Spercentinthe,lS-'19fiscalyear'Thiswouldcontinuefollowingeachyearof
significant returns until the discount rate reaches 6.5 percent. calPERS' actuaries are anticipating that will take

approximatelY 20 Years'

Whilethisisasignifìcantstep,theboardwasnotabletoreachconsensusonthevote.someboardmembersdonot
believe calPERS is doing enough to mitigate the risk and would like more aggressive action be takenAt the hearing on

November 18, 2015, one member of the board asked that the board take action to lower the discount rate to 6 5 percent

immediately rather than over a 20 year period. This would have resulted in immediate and significant increases on

employers and employees phased in over a period of fìve years' The board ultimately felt that approach would be more

than many employers would be able to handle and would result in some special districts, cities, and counties becoming

insolvent.

ffi ffi

l-rttp://csda.infrtrmz.net/aclmin3 1/content/template.asp?sid:41 536&brandid:3 092&uid:75 I 12l4l20rs
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Governor Brown was not pleased wlth the act¡ons taken by the calPERS Board and issued a statement saying' "l am

deeplydisappointedthattheCalPERsBoardreversedcourseandadoptedanirresponsibleplanthatwillonlykeepthe
system dependent on unrealistic investment returns This approach will expose the fund to an unacceptable level of risk

in the coming Years."

over the coming years we wiir see whether the steps taken by carpERS wit suÍfìcien.y i^educe ihe risk io the fund, or if

amoreaggressiveapproachneedstobetaken.lnthemeantime,employersshouldpreparefortheircontributionsto
continue to increase over the next 20 years until the risk to the fund is appropriately mitigated'

CaliforniaSpecialDistrictsAssociation|1112lStreetISuite200|Sacramento,cA95814|877.924.CSDA(2732)

m:'*,.ËåLp$, t W,IP, r:LE¡;
A Proud California Special Districts Alliance Partner

http://csda.informz.net/admin3 I /content/template'asp?sid:41 536&brandid:3 092&uid:75 I 121412015



California misses October target for saving water
12J212015

california rnisses october target for
saving water
By Scott Smith, Assc¡ciated Press

POSTED:12to1t15,5:I0PMPSTlUPDATED:gHRSAGO2COMMENTS

californians posted a zz perce't savings in water use in october, marki'g the first month residents have

rnissed the state,s mandatory z5 percent conservation target since enforcement of the cutbacks began in June'

officials saicl Tuesday in Sacramento'

Regulators anticipateti the dip because temperatures during the month were seven degrees above the same

period two years ago, driving up the watering of yards'

In the months ahead, options for saving water corild'be hard.er to fincl nowthat the state has entered cooler

months when people don't water their yards as much'

Fclrecasters also preclict the coming of an El Nino conclition that coulcl drench the state and perhaps make

people feel strict conservation isn't necessary'

state mand.ates required the Marin Municipal water District to cut use by zo percent and the North Marin

water District by zlpercent beginning June r. In October, Marin Municipal users slipped ro t7.3 percent

water savings compared with september 2013, the baserine year the state is using to measure conservation

efforts. The district,s cumulative decrease is zr percent since June. october d'ata for the North Marin water

District's Novato service area show a zB percent reduction from the sarne nr'onth in zor3'

Felicia Marcus, chairwoman of the state water Resource control Board, warned that it's not time to ease

conservation efforts.

,,We can't knowwhen the drought will end," she said' "We have to keep saving every drop we can"'

Marcus stressed that california is meeting its long-term water conservation target. For the five months since

the mandate cutbacks went into effect, resid.ents have saved an average of z7 percent a month' In addition'

california has arready reached 76 percent of its conservation goar for the period set to end in February'

The water saved so far is enough to last 4.6 million residents - the combined population of san Diego and

sacramento counties - for a year, saicr l(atheryn Lanclau, an environmental scientist for the state water

board.

The mand.ate to conserve came as california expeliences its driest four-year span on record. Gov' Jerry Brown

caÌled for the z5 percent reduction compared to the same period of zo13, the year before he declared a

drought emergency

In september, state officials for the first time fined four water suppliers for failing to meet their individuai

conservation tar.gets. Beverly Hills, Indio, Redland,s and the coachella valley water District were each fined

$6r,ooo. continued violations could reacl to a cease-and-desist order with potential fines of $ro,ooo a day'

data:texvhtml;charset=utf-8,%3cdiv%20class%3D%22hnews%2ohentry%20ite 
m%zz%2}sgle%3D%22position%34%20relative%38%20color%34%20rgb(5' 
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1ZJZI2O1S California misses October target for saving water

Brown,rrncertainifdrought-bustingStormsarecoming

this winter, recently extended his executive order

preparingthestateforafifthyearofdrought.Itallows

emergencyconservationtocontinuethrouglroctober

2016 if dry c<lnditions persist this January'

Heto<lktlreacticlndespiteforecasterspreclictingthe

strong El Nino, an ocean-warming phenomenon that can

change weather patterns globally and increase chances of

heavy rain and snowpelting California'

so far, below-average rain and snowfall have fallen on the

¡tdvertisement northern Sierra Nevada, while the central Sierra has

received above average precipitation, said Craig

Shoemaker, a meteorologist with the National Weather Service in Sacratnento'

It is tclo ea¡ly to knowwhat the wet season will ultimately d.eliver, he said'

,,Every El Nino can be a little different," Shoemaker said. "There is a long way to go in this season'"

dataiexvhtml;charset=utf-8,%3cdiv%20class%3 D%22hnewso/ozÌhentry%20item% 22%20style%3D%22position%3Ao/o20relaliveo/o3B%2ocolor%3A%20rgb(5'
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Marin Voice: MMWD should look at the costs of fluoridation
121212015

Marinvoice: MMWD shouldlook atthe
costs of fluoridation
Ily Gtng er s o uder s -M as o n and D cttu ttct G allag lrc r - s tr c¡ e h

posTED: 1 1/30/15, 2:17 PM PST I UPDATED: 1 DAY AGO54 COMMENTS

It doesn,t matter whether yolr are for water fluoriclation or not. If the fluorid-ating chemical used by Marin

Municipal water District ¿oes not have safety studies for ingestion the practice should end immecLiately' since

the tg=zand r97B votes of the public to fluoriclate, a great deal of scientific proof of potential harm ancl lack of

safety has been Published.

MMryD passed in zooT the precautionary principle which "requires the selection of the alternative that

presents the least potential threat to human health and the environment'" It further states "' "and as new

scie'tific data become available, the district will review its d.ecisions and will make adjustrnents when

warranted."

Most importantly, it incorporates a "right to kllow" clause, that "the community has a right to know complete

and. accurate information on potential human health and environmentai impacts associated with the selection

of products, services, operations or plans. The burden to supply this information lies with the proponent, not

the general public."

For years, Iocal resid.ents have asked publicly and. in writing for the scientific proof of the safety of ingestion'

MMWDhas still not providedthat proof'

under the precautionary principle the fluoridation should hatt until this evidence is provided'

'l.imes have changed. Those concerned. resid.ents who have requested this inforrnation are no longer

considered fringe. They are parents, doctors, dentists and anyone concerned about their health'

This sirnple request to halt fluoridation until proof of safety is providecì' seems obvious'

on the Nov. zo broadcast of the pBS radio program "Living on Earth," Professor stephen Pec}ùram, a

researcher at the university of l(ent, reported on his research which linked hypothyroidism to water

fluoridation. The program further stated, "the cochrane collaboration, a global network of doctors and

researchers who analyze science to improve public health, suggests the evidence is not so clear' The group

found earlier this year that only three studies since 1975 have established' credible links between fluoridated

water and cavitY Prevention."

professor peckham further statecl, "Their main conclusions were that there was no evidence to suggest that it

reclucecl inequalities in dental health, that there was no eviclence to support that it had a positive effect on

ad*lt teeth, and that there was rìo evidence to suggest that if you stopped water fluoridation, levels of decay

would increase."

But MMWD's legal counsel Mary casey feels that under AB 733, the 1995 state mandate to fluoridate' they

cannot stop fluoridating for any reason'

data:texvhtml;charset=utf-8,%3cdiv%20class%3 Do/o22hnewsyozohentry%20item %22%2ostyle%3D%22position%34%20relative%38%20color%3A%20rgb(5 ' 112



12/212015 Marin Voice: M MW D should look at the costs of fluoridation

However, Marin County voted to have safe water, not water fluoridated with hyclrofluorosilicic acid (HFSA).

The state mandate also states, "no ratep¿ìyer money is tcl

be used."

However, the payment for this chernical comes directly

out of the MMWD's general fund. Furthermore, there are

no state penalties for stopping fluoridation.

Santa Barbara dicl so in zooo and Novato has never

tluo ridatecl its water.

Currently MMWD is planning to increase our watel rates.

Dietrich Stroeh, a former MMWD general rnanager (and

.¿\rtvertiseme't husband of one of the authors of this column), stated:

"High replacement costs were incurrecl to the feed

equipment and delivery mains when tire corrosive material - HFSA - gets fed into the water. Also there are

additional chemicals that must be addecl to acljust the pH of the acid."

Couldn't the $zoo,ooo or more spent on the chemicals, additional maintenance due to the corrosive nature

of the acicl, and the adciitional funds needed to keep the hazardous materials trained-person on payroll be

eliminated, perhaps lowering the neecl for such a large increase?

Is the only r:emedy left for the people to go to the ballot?

It doesn't matter whether you are fol water fluoridation or not, everyone should want to knowthat their

water is safe to ingest.

We sincerely hope MMWD will d<¡ the right thing and provide the requested studies or halt the fluoridation

until we have thern.

Gínger Soutlers-Mason of IkrttJïeld is the directr¡r of Pestícíde Ft'ee Zone and Danuna Gallaglrcr-Stroeh oJ

Nouatct is director of CleanWater Sonoma-Marin. Fot'ïnoï'e informotion,

u isitcle anw st er s o no ntatnarin. o rg .
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Marin Supervisor Kinsey says
seek another term

he wontt

supervisor steve Kinsey addresses supporters in san Rafaelafter winning reelection in2012' He has been a county

supervisor since 1996. (Special to the lJ/Douglas Zimmerman)

By Janis Mara, Marbtlndependent Journal

PoSTED:12106115,6:19PMPSTIUPDATED:3ISECSAGO3BCOMMENTS

steve Kinsey, who rras served on the Marin county Boarcr of supervisors for nearly two decades, confìrmed

Sunday that he will not run for another term'

,,I,m ready tcl let the world know I wili not be seeking re-election," Kinsey said in a phone interview'

speculation mountecl in recent weelcs that he might not run, in part becanse he did little or no fundraising for

the June electio'. Over the weekend, IÕnsey privately alerted supporters of his plans'

Kinsey also chairs the powerful california coastal commission and serves on the Bay Afea's Metropolitan

Transportation Commission, and he will no longer hold those seats after the election'

,,Both of those positions are reserved for elected officials and so others will fill those shoes," IÕnsey said'

The same is true of the Transportation Authority of Marin, another of his seats' IÕnsey said he will also step

down from the Marin Agricultural Land Trust "because I believe a sitting supervisor is best capable of filling

the role on MALT."

A,sked why he rnade the clecision, he saicl

soon,"

,,It,s time for the next chapter of tny life. I'm not retiring anytime

As to his plans, he said., 
,,I d.on't have it sorted. out at this point other than to know it is going to be gainful

employment strengthening the community, if I get what I would like to get'"

,,[¡1 April I will become a grandpop for the first time, and my parents just became my neighbors," said Kinsey' a

Forest Ifuolls resident. ,,This will be an exciting expansion of opportunity that comes with a different pace and

a different schedule."

Kinsey has served. on the Mar.in county Boarcl of superwisors since Lgg6. His district, District 4' covers about

two-trrird.s of the Marin county map, incruding west Marin and the south coast, Homestead valley, san

Quentin, corte Madera ancl parts of parts of Larlspur, Novato and san Rafael'

Kinsey said he did not have a successor in mind'

,,I don,t have a protégé,,, I(insey said. "My view is that the opportunity should inspire a number of folks to

bring forward their qualifications. I lookforwarcl to scrutinizing anyone who steps forwarcl and' lending my

support whenever it's warranted'"
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only one candidate, Alex Easton-Brown of l,agunitas, has anrìounced he will run for the seat' As worcl spreacl'

this weekencÌ that Iünsey was telling supporters of his plans, Easton-Brown was quick to react'

,,word of I(nsey,s retirement brings newhope to the notion that government is here to serve the people' not

be served by the people: that we can get positive results without wasting tax doilars, without arrogance'

without cronyism," Baston-Brown said in an email'

.ONE OF THE BEST'

FormersupervisorGaryGiacclmini,ICrrsey'spredecessor

ontlrebclard,said'Kinseywas..oneofthebeststrpervisors

I've ever seen' He is a protector of agriculture and a

Protector of the coast'"

Giacomini praised Iönsey's role on the Coastal

Cornmission,aswellastheMarinAgricrrlturalLandTrrrst.

..Helraclalott<rclowitlrexpandingthero]eofMAIT,,,the

organizationwlrosegoalisprotectingagriculturallandin

the countY, Giacomini said'

Aclvertisemetrt "MALT has protected maybe SO,OOO acres of agricultural

land by buying the development rights so they wilt be in agriculture for perpetuity," Giacomini said' "I was

part of that and. steve has been part of that for 20 years. The ranches you see in west Marin are largely

because of the efforts of people like steve Kinsey' Those ranches are preservecl forever'"

ERA OF CHANGES

when Kinsey took office 19 years ago, the county's agricurture industry had annuar gross sales of about $5o

million. Now, sales are more than $93 million'

Iönsey has long served on the Transportation Authority of Marin and the Metropolitan Transportation

c'mmission. The cornmission is the region's transportation planning and financing agency'

*we raised more than a quarter-billion dollars for local rclacls through Measures A and B that we can use

locally. We dcln't have to give any of it to the state or (federal government)"' Kinsey said'

,,when I started there were no buses in west Marin, ancl today over 65,ooo trips are taken on (public transit

tirere) every Year," he said.

Iünsey took a leadership role in the development of the Marin Emergency Radio Authority, the countywide

radio systemfor z6 agencies, incruding the sheriff's department, pubricworks crews and the Marin Municipal

Water District.

ENVIRONMENTAL LEGACY

,,I got to k'ow steve when he had a ponytail and was crrair of the (Marin) conservation l,eague water

Committee," said Susan Stompe, director of the league
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,,He has hacl a lclng career. in politics and he's followecl his vision," stompe saicl. "He had a big role in getting

the c-sMART project going ancl that got started when it was not all a popular or corlmon vision'" The proìect,

Marin county,s ,,sea-level Marin Adaptation Response Team," is a public-private partnership working to get

Marin prepared to cope with sea level rise'

,,steve l(insey has been a valuable member of our board.," said supervisor Judy Arnold in an ernail' "I{e has

brought experience, institutional knowledge, and a phenomenal gift of public discourse' when I was first

elected, former superwisor cynthia Murray told me to ask steve if I could sit next to him because he would

show me what to d.o. He was a good instructor"'

Iünsey said he has no intention of slowing clor¡¡n while still in office'

"Marin has been working for six years to get our own plan for the coast apploved by the (Coastal)

commission,,, he saicl. 
,,one goal is to get the Marin county Local coastal Program approved before I leave.''

Giacomini said Kinsey will be much missecl'

,,If he had run, he would have been unbeatable," Giacomini saicl. "I knew it (the decision not to run) was

coming, but I'rn sorryhe's leaving."

Inclepend.ent,Iournal reporter NeIs Johnson contñbuted to this report'

5.. . 3/3
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PG&E wants Marin clean Energy
customers to pay more for exit ticket
-By Richard. Halstea d', Marin Independent Journa"l

PoSTED: 12t05115,11:08 AM PST I UPDATED: 1 DAY AGoT COMMENTS

The California public Utilities Commission will rule this month on requests from Pacific Gas and Electfic Co'

that some say if granted could retarcl the effort to boost renewable energy use in the state'

pG&E is seeking permission to nearly double the monthly f'ee it levies on customers of Marin clean Energy

and other community choice electricity suppliers. The investor-owned utility is also proposing a change in net

metering policy that would substantially reduce the financial incentive for installing residential solar power

systems.

When a pG&E customer otrrts to buy electricity from another energy supplier, such as Marin Clean Energy or

sonoma clean power, the company is permittecl to charge that customer an exit fee to compensate it for the

power contracts it previously entered into to supply that customer's electricity'

The average Marin Cleau Energy customer pays all exit fee of $6'Zo per month' PG&E is requesting

perrnission to nearly double the exit fee to about $r3 for an average Marin clean Energy customer'

The increase would mean that, for the first time in several years, Marin Clean Energy customers would be

paying more for their electricity than PG&E customers'

*we,ve been paying pG&E something for nothing for years, and now PG&E wants to charge us twice as much

for the same amo*nt of nothing," wl'ote Jan Phittips of san Rafael, an irate ratepayer'

Nicole Liebelt, a pG&E spokeswoman, said, the main reason for the exit fee increase request is lower market

prices for energY.

,,The lower market prices for energy avaiiable today are helping to keep rates lower than they otherwise might

be," Liebelt said. "However, a significant portion of PG&E's energy supply portfolio is based on fixed costs or

prices for 
'tility-or 

med generation or contracted resources, some of which were contracted manyyears in

¿ìdvance."

whe' pG&E loses a customer to another energy supplier, it sells the excess electricity that it purchasecl for

that customer. The company might earn or lose money, depending on market conditions' so far, PG&E has

stoclçiled more than $r billion from transactions in which it earnecl money. In conjunction with its request for

a hike in the exit fee, pG&E initially asked. the cpuc's pennission to absorb this money' Marin clean Energy

objected.

,,Those profits sho'ld be appliecl against any losses, so that the homes, schools, nonprofits and businesses in

our communities are not burdened further," said Dawn weisz, chief executive of Marin clean Energy'

Liebelt said, ,,This accounting mechanismhas absolutely nothing to do with Marin clean Energy or sonoma
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Clean Power." She saicl the $r billion accrued from the

sale of energy contracts for direct access customers

before the creation of Marin Clean Energy'

OFFSET REJECTED

The CPUC rejected Marin Clean Energy's request that the

money be used to ofïset the need for additional exit fee

revenue and. cLirectecl PG&E to submit an alternative

proposal outlining its plans for the $r billion next year'

Marin Clean Energy - a joint powers authority consisting

of all of Marin C<iunty, unincorporated Napa County and

the cities of Benicia, El Cerrito, San Pablo ancl Richmond

- is servin gL74,ooo customers' Last year' 56 percent of

its electricity came from renewable sources, compared with Pacific Gas and Electric's electricity' which was 27

percent renewable

This year, Marin clean Energy estimates that its customers will be forced to pay PG&E' $rg'g million in Power

charge Indifference Adjustment fees. shourd the cpuc appr.ove pG&E's proposed increase, Marin clean

Energy customers are projected to pay about $96 milion to pG&E in zo16 alone, and residential customers'

including low- or fixed.-income customers, wilì be forced to pay more than half of that'

SOLAR THREAT FEARED

solar power advocates say pG&E's proposed change to its net metering poricy wourd have an even more far-

reaching effect. The change wo'ld cut neariy in half the fi'ancial cred'it solar customers receive for adding the

excess erectricity they generate to the erectrical gricr ancl impose a new monthly fee on operators of st.¡lar

systems. PG&E estimates this newfee would amount to about $rg'So per month for the average solar

custotner.

Liebelt said, "We believe this will ensure we al'e cclmpensating customers in a way that more accurately

reflects the varue of the erectricity they are sending back to the grid and the value of that power to other

customers who will use it."

The changes would apply onry to custorners who instalr sorar systems after pG&E reaches a milestone - when

5 percent of its totar peak clemand is bei'g served by solar customers - expected. to occur by the middle of

next Year.

,,pG&E,s proposal, similar to ones proposed by other califbr'ia utilities, would slam the brakes on solar

adoption in their territory,,, said susannah churchill, a regional director for vote solar, an oaklancl-based

nonprofit working to aclcÌress climate change. "It woulcl reduce solar savings ancl thereby recluce the incentive

for peopie to go solar in the future'"

.DEAL KILLER'

Brad He¿rv'er, poiiry clirector at trre califbr'ia solar Energy Inclustries Association, said' "If the utilities

datajexuhtml;charset=utf-8,%3cdiv%20class% 3}o/o22hnewso/o20henhy%20ite m%22%20styleo/o3Do/o22position%34%20relative%38%20color%3A%20rgb(5'

Aclvertisement

2t3



1217t2015 PG&E wants Marin Clean Energy customers to pay more for exit ticket

commission were to acl<lpt pG&E's proposal as is, it would eliminate the opportunity for people to go solar;

this is a complete cleal killer."

churchill said, ,,As solar is becoming cheaper and more acceptable to more and more ordinary californians,

the 5ig utilities in the state aïe seeing consumer-generated solar as a threat to their old way of doing business

so they've taken aim at net metering in particular'"

Liebelt said, ,,pG&E,s Net Energy Metering proposal is designed to bala'ce st'ong incentives for solar

customers with ensuring that we invest in a rnodern electric grid that wiìl keep solar growing for decades tcr

come

pG&E,s solar customer base represents about 3.3 percent of the utility's 5.4 million electricity customers'
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MarinVoice: MMWD must do moreto
bolster local suPPlY
By Stuart Browtt

POSTED: 12107t15,2:06 PM PST I UPDATED: 12 HRS AGo3 COMMENTS

The Jan. zg, zot4report from the Marin Municipal water District to the county Board of supervisors was

instructive by what it didn,t include. There apparently is no near- or long-term plan, other than conservation

and rationing, to increase water supply'

As someone who endurecl r,,e tgry6-72 drought in Marin, I have little sympathy for the district' Its charter is to

provide adequate water to its customers' without rationing'

This means that storage and supply capability must be sufficient for at least four drought years in a row'

supply intgT¡was clearly inad.equate. while growth has occurrecl since, no increase in s'pplyhas been

accomplished'

MMWD has had 40 years to achieve this, and last year was, literally, coming up empty'

professor Robert Eyler, director of the center for Regional EconomicAnalysis at sonoma state university'

estimated in zoog that a zo percent water shortage would result in arouncl 1,ooo jobs lost in Marin, with

about g rbg mittion in lost output. A 3o percent water shortage leads to a whopping 
',o36 

jobs lost with $ r'g

billion in lost outPut'

What canbe done? There are several obvious answers:

r. Reclaim water from the central Marin sanitation Agency. The agency's website says, "Approxirnately 6

billion gallons of wastewater are treated and released. as clean effluent into san Francisco Bay each year'"

This is equal to r8,4r3 acre-feet'

MMWD's website says that the average c'stomer demand from zoo3 to 2013 was 28'oo9 acre-feet (this

excludes the tt,ooo acre-feet released to streams)'

so cMSAis dumping an amount of treated water equal to two-thirds of MMWD's demand'

CMSA says that its treated water is too salty to be used' This needs to be corrected'

MMMD and cMsAshould form a taskf'orce to find a solution for this problem' (As an examPle' the

technology of waterFX for solar distilation of salt-irnpaired water, which is being used in the central valley'

couldbe used.)

z. Enact an immed.iate moratorium on all newwater meters. This means not approving any new connections'

ancl. shutting off any meters which are notbeing usecl, includ'ing approved meters'

It also means not approving any increases in meter size'
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If users can be askecl to reduce water use 20 percent or

more,MMWDshouldlookforwaystorecluceitsnumber

of meters and increased demand by z5 percent'

3'Holdtherequiredvotetobuildthedesalinationplant'
Inzoo8,thecostofdesalinatedwaterwasestimatedtobe

around $r,5oo to $z,ooo per acre-foot' MMWD charges

per acre-foot were then $r,zz4 for Tier t' $z'448 for Tier

z, $4,8g6for Tier 3, and a whopping.$7'944 for Tier 4'

Desalinatedwaterwillbeincrementaltothebasicsupply,

meaningthatitwittprovidewaterwhichisbiliedinthe
upperthreetiers.Customerswhosewatetbillsinclude

Tiet z-4components are already pai'lng rates greater

than the cost of desalination.

4. petition the state under force majeure to gain relief from the required release of water to streams' Another

avenue is to pipe the CMSAtreated water to the streams'

Iwould. guess that the majority of customers are using minimal water now' we should not have to

compromise cleanriness and sanitation because there is a drought. Likewise, we should not have to suffer

lower property values and the capital cost of lost landscaping.

stuart Broutn of san Rafael is a lonçltime Marin resicletú. He is a retirecl chemist and' tuas a tnentbet" of the

2 o o 1- o 2 M arin County Ciu iI Grand'Iury'
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Methoprene denied. at mosquito district, but agreement

uncertain

12t812015

By BeauEvans
rtlz4lzor5

renewed.

environment.

The board of trustees for the Marin/sonoma Mosquito and vector control District shot dou¡n a controversial

resolution by a o-rz vote last wednesday that would have allowed an unpopular pesticide, called methoprene'

to be used in septic systems in west uarin starting next year. tnng oppoì"ã uy residents, methoprene has

been kept out of west Marin for a decade due to an agreement thal is set to expire at the end of December'

The resolution would have revised the agreement to add methoprene briquets and pellets to a list of zo other

pesticid.es approvecl for use in west tuurÏ.r-"omparecl to the 3o productr trtut the district's general manager'

Þm s-ltft, iàid ut. currently apptied in Marin and Sonoma'

The resolution, however, made no mention of whether the longstand.ing agreement itself would also be

critics at the meeting blasted the resorution on grounds that the district's west Marin subcommittee-which

oversees west Marin-specific issues-did not mãet with any members of th.e west Marin community before

drafting the resorution. tn fact, the committee has not metin over a year with the west Marin Mosquito

council-an unelected body of local t.uJ"r, that helped rorge ttre original agreement in zoo5 and a series of

renewals-even though the agreement will expire by year's end'

According to west Marin,s representative on the board, Fred smith, the move would have flown in the face of

ñ;;; of Jonstructive, positi"å negotiations between the district and West Marin'

,,I feel like you,re adding fuer to the fire,,, Mr. smith said.. "I'm just kind of amazed. It concerns me that so

many people on this boãrd who are not from west Marin are making decisions for west Marin"'

Mr. smith and several other locals who traveled to the district's headquarters in cotati for the meeting

contested the committee,s decision to ùring the resolution before tlre. 
þoard 

as an action item rather than an

informational discussion that would 
"ãi 

råî"ir. a vote. If approved, the resolution would have taken effect on

Jan. 1, zot6,without further discussion'

Despite repeated attempts, Mr. smith could. not elicit a straight answer from the committee's chair' Nancy

Barnard, as to why the resolution was presented as an a.tioriit.-. Instead, Ms' Barnard reiterated that the

committee does not consider methoprãne to be toxic to humans, fish or other invertebrates in the

,,I understand where you,re coming from, and I feel for you," said Ms.Barnard, who represents corte Madera

,,I wish you could seeiow th" "o*-itt.e 
fert about the non-toxicity of methoprene' That's how we feel about

it."

,,But I wasn,t asking about the toxicity," Mr. smith said. "I was asking about the process"'

,,The process?,, Ms. Barnard asked, puzzled.. 
,,The committee's report is to the board. That's our duty today"'

,,so, again," Mr. smith said. "why are we having an action item rather than an information item?"

,,we don,t feel that methoprene is toxic," she replied, then quickly called for the board to vote on the

resolution.
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Ms. Barnard and. the committee based their recommendation on a report on methoprene completed earlier

this month by Dr. sharon Lawler, a professor of entomology and nematology at the university of california'

Davis. Aggregatin gL,Toostudies priblished since tg74,Ms. Lawter's report concluded that using methoprene

in septiclänË "*iÏt ,rãt .uor" anysignificant adverse environmental effects."

Dr. L¿wler conceded that methoprene would. prove toxic-even fatal-to a var-iety of animals in high dosages,

but that those dosages would beÏundreds of iimes higher than any amount applied for mosqrrito-control

purposes at 10 parts per billion or less. But of the t,7oo studies consulted, only four related directly to

methoprene in septic systems, and none evaluated the potential for methoprene to escape teaþ tanks and

contaminat* g.ooìd*ut"r, u, Ms. Lawler's metastud.y said no such studies were available'

saving money is the prime reason, for Ms. Barnard and the committee, to introduce methoprene into west

Marin. In a memo to the district, the committee estimated. that septic treatment using pesticides in the

agreement currently costs about $roo per visit for m¿terials and Íabor, and usually requires two or three

visits. Methoprene, on the other hand,^was estimated to cost und.er $9o per visit, with only one visit needed'

Jim Zell, a director of the Stinson Beach CountyWater District, disagreed with Dr. I¿wler's conjecture, as well

as with the opinions from several trustees thai leala would roi pot" u riskto the environment' He said that if

the district would notify the s.B.c.w.D. whenever they arrive to treat a septic tank-workthe district only

notes in annual reports-the water district could help reduce follow-up treatments'

,,I,m somewhat alarmed by the misinformation regarding septic systems and how they work," Mr' Zell said'

"Better communication could prevent repeat visits"'

Mr. Zell,s sentiment echoed the general discontent with the district's lack of communication that many west

Marin residents expressed.last ùednesday. some even hinted that if the situation does not improve, the

individual towns in West Marin might consider breaking away from the district'

,,This is about trust,,, said Barry smith, of point Reyes station. "To abandon this agreement, particularly with

the process you,re using or the ,rorr-prã."ss, strikei me as a betrayal' And I would predict that we'd be faced

with de-annexation if that's the direction you'd like to go'"

The agreement between west Marin and the district has come und.er fire in recent months after the district's

attorney, Janet coleson, wrote u l"gui opinion released in August that the agreement constituted an illegal

delegation of the district's "police pä*.i" to curb pest populutiorrt, granted an improper veto to the council

and could expose the district to litigation. But in sìptember, attorney and executive director of the

Environmental Action committee, Á-y Trainer, ,,ib-itt"d a review of Ms. coleson's opinion that deemed it

to be incorrect in the interpretation of "police power.''

,,In renewing the prior agreement, the District would only be contracting away its police power improperly to

the council if the agreement forever prohibited the Distiict from any consideration or actual use of

methopren" o, -oi. toxic chemicalsihan that," Ms. Trainer's review said. "The prior agreement does not at

all purport to do this.... The agreement was for a limited period of years, not open-ended'"

supervisor steve Kinsey, who represents west Marin on Marin county's Board of supervisors, threw in his

support for a one-year extension of the current agreement despite the potential for future legal disputes' He

diå not, however, give any indication of his stance on methoprene.

,,I am confident that a more careful crafting of the Statement of Intent, and an appropriate community

dialogue, could result in an agreement whiãh would. not diminish the ultimate authority of the M's'M'v'c'D'

in managing mosquitoes, while also supporting the w_est Marin Mosquito council as a useful frameworkfor

discussion of vector control issues i" thå comriunity," supervisor Kinsey wrote in a letter to the district'
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Many board merrbers suggested that the directors table a vote on the resolution and return to the matter next

-orrih, but Ms. Barnard pursued the vote, which failed'

The board agreed to aclcl an item onto next month's consent calendar that would extend the agreement

through March, with the cond,ition that the district's west Marin committee meet with the west Marin

Mosquito council-which last month came under the supervision of the Bolinas community Public utility

District-in the interim.
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1211012015 Marin water users will see rates climb in January

A plan to increase rates is discussed at a Marin MunicipalWater District hearing Tuesday night in Corte

Madera,Mark Prado * Marin lndependent Journal

Marin water users will see rates climb
in January

-Bq Mark Prado, Marínlndependent Journal

POSïED: 1210s115, 3:38 PM PST I UPDATED: 2 HRS AGO9 COMMENTS

An average hclusehold in the county wilÌ have to pay anclther $ro a month

or $rz5 annually for water beginning in January after the Marin

Municipal Water District board votecÌ to raise rates to cover a projected

deficit brought on largely by conservation.

A seconcl 4 percent increase will likely go into effect May r of next year,

but will be reviewect by ttre water board in April. If it moves forward, that

would increase the annual rates another fi27 annually.

Without a rate change the district faces a $S million deficit next year and a

$7 million shortfall the year after, water officials said. Much of the

district's financial woes can be traced to residents' conservation efforts,

which means less water is being solcl.

Several ratepayers who spoke at a hearing Tuesday on the increase were

upset that they have worked to save water and that their reward is to pay

more.

"Our water use is down," said Mill Valley resident Richarcl Owens, noting

howhis wife tookwater savings measures, inclucling watering plants þy

hancl. "Nowwe are going to pay more for our water than we did before.

Your timing could not be worse. We shoulcl. be congratulated as a

comrnunity for having saved. you water. What you are doing is turning

around and slapping us in the face with a rate increase'"

San Rafael resident Mike Ghitotti, president of Ghilotti Bros. Inc., said the

district needs to tighten its belt.

"In here, we don't cut costs, we raise rates," he said of the district. "If I ran

our company of rOr years lil<e that we would have been out of business a

iong time ago."

SOME SUPPORT

Almost three clozen people spoke at the three-hour hearing, most critical
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of the rate plan. But the district did have some support'

"None of tis likes to pay more, but this is the real world, where things

wear out and need to be repaired and replacecl," saidAnne Thomas of

Corte Madela. "Utilities around the country are raising rates to fund

capital investments ancl this district is no different. We can'titrst wait for

the water mains to break clown and the pumps to stop working."

Critics have made district salaries an issue, saying it is part of the reason

consumers face an increase, With health benefits, Marin Municipal paid

$r3B,ooo in avererge compenszrtion per employee last year, up $7,ooo

from the year þefore, according to Roþert Fellner, research director

ofl'ransparentCalifornia.com, an affiliate of a conservative Nevada think

tank that tracks public ernployee salaries and pensions'

District officials counter that the true number is $rz5,4oz, which

represents a.2.76 increase from the prior year. They also note it's clistrict

policy to pay the average of the salaries for cornparable positions at rB

Bay Area agencies, inclucling the city of San Rafael and the Central Marin

Sanitation Agency.

It also has frozen r8

jobs in the Past five

years. The district has

245 emPloyees' The

agency has an annual

budget of $6S

million, of which

about 4o Percent is

labor. The district

notes that even with

the rate increase, a

Aclvertisemenr gallon of water is still

less than one cent.

AVOID BALLOT

Bccause the increases are regarded aS "fees" anCl not taxes, the issue

didn't have to go oll the ballot under Proposition 218 rules, officials said'

But had a majority of property owners protested the increases in writing,

the hikes would have been rendered null. Critics say the process is

curnbersome and makes it difïicult to get the majority neecled to reject the

plan. As of Tuesday, about 7oo prcltest letters had been sent to the

district, There irre 6r,675service connections in the distlict between
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Sausalito ancL san Rafael.

Water usage was ahea(ly waning because of the 2OO8 recession and

conservation efforts. Tìris year the clrought has taken hold in California

and state water managers have requirec{ the water district to cut use'by zo

percent - which customers have done âlld then soüìe'

The district is not only charging more for water, but has restructured its

entire rate system to better reflect its costs. Historically, the utility has

charged c¡stomers for water cons¡mption and used that aS its main

source of funding.

Now it will charge for water use, aS well as for pipeline maintenance and

for management of the Mount Tamalpais watershed. The district olvns

and manages 21,635 acres of watershed land on Mount Tamalpais and in

West Marin.

For now, the district has pushed asicle a proposed "drought surcharge"

option that would have helped cover lost revenle if it ma¡dates

customers cut back on water use, The current conservation guidelines are

voluntary.

Next December, the rate strncture will be looked at again, ofÏicials said'

,,The bottom line is I am comfortable with this rate increase because it's

ûlore of a rate restructure than a rate increase ancl that gives me a greater

cornfort level," said Jack Gibson, board president, in approving the

increase. "I feel your pain, I really do, þut this is the best I'm seeing on the

horizon. I am for it
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