Notes from 03.16.10 HBMWD Water Resource Planning Advisory Committee

Desired Outcomes
By the end of the meeting, the Water Resource Planning Advisory Committee will have …

· An understanding of the status of current action items (done)
· An understanding of answers to questions from David from March 4 meeting (not done)
· An understanding of the work that each committee member did on each of the menu of options (done)
· Agreement on ideas want to continue to pursue investigate and develop (done)
· Agreement on next steps and how the committee is faring (done)
Discussion of the work each committee member did on each of the menu of options
Water Bag Transfer
· Local control important

· People open to it – positive feedback but not overwhelming

· Understanding that there’s a need for revenue

· Understanding of need for infrastructure maintenance

· Where does NAFTA come in when shipping to San Diego?

· What are the risks when selling to a domestic vs. foreign corporation?

· What are the implications of selling to an intermediary?

· How much control do we have (if sell to an intermediary)?
· Questions to a buyer – Is there a conservation plan?  Is there beneficial use?

· Is there a difference in revenue in what District can get from selling to a municipality vs a private entity?
Transfer of untreated water to a municipality
· Sustainability – local or global perspective?

· Transfer can be a safety mechanism for drought strategies and emergency preparedness mechanism. Not a mitigation mechanism. Work through the state?

· Transfer for in-fill in other municipalities

· Can be a benefit for public safety (i.e., water quality issues in some urban areas)
Expansion of HBMWD beyond Humboldt County

· Could be multiple contracts

· Huge potential to create revenue

· Not unprecedented

· What was transfer mechanism in other situations?  How does that impact potential profits?

· What to do with profits?

· Funding for transfer becomes less of a critical factor when there are customers willing to pay

· Railroad right-of-way is a potential pipeline route and would stop diversion of headwaters at the Eel?

· Set up joint powers agreement with Sonoma and Mendocino? (e.g., 20% Sonoma, 20% Mendocino, 60% control of HBMWD.  HBMWD = seller of water and joint powers agreement is another municipality that could also sell water)

In-fill within District

· In-fill same as expansion of district
· What in-fill projects would HBMWD undertake?

· Is there a place for an in-fill project to put before HBMWD Board?

· Water treatment capacity?  Does anyone nearby have capacity to treat our water?

· Combine several projects under one bond

Aquaculture

· Viable alternative that will not consume very much water

· Billion $ industry

· Efficient use of production

· There is a waste product to deal with…environmental aspect?

· Cost of cleaning river and how clean can we make it?

· Disease of fish?

· How much land available for aquaculture and how much of our water would it use?

· Cleaning water  could create secondary industries (fresh water clams and abalone)

Lake in Blue Lake

· Approximately 2 acres

· Trout fishing is a possibility

· Development/creation expensive

· Fly fishermen will pay

In-stream flows

· No cost recovery – would need to be subsidized

· Can water be used twice?

· Where has it happened?

· Research 1707 as done in Scott Valley?
Closing: How AC is faring

· Thank you for consistency of participation. Please encourage others on AC to continue during this important phase
· Need everyone’s participation and input

· Happy with the group’s work but need everyone participating

Next steps
	What
	Who
	By When

	Frame questions regarding out of basin transfer for water-shed support and send to or talk with Bill and Pete about these

	Mark
	April 1

	Develop and document the menu of options using report format

	All AC members
	April 1

	Add how to handle inflammatory public comments, “public face” to agenda for next AC meeting

	Mary
	April 1


Status of the menu of ideas for water uses – the following options continue to be investigated

(All of them are still on the table)

· Water bag transfer to third parties (marketing) 
· Fish hatchery – traditional vs. ESA for recovery purposes 
· Expansion of the district boundaries to serve both municipal and agriculture within Humboldt
· In-fill within the district
· Expansion of the HBMWD beyond Humboldt County
· Aquaculture
· Transfer to a municipality
· Explore industrial opportunities within the district
· Lake in Blue Lake
· In-stream flows
· Energy production with in-stream flows as a secondary use e.g. micro-hydro
· Out of basin transfer for watershed support
Present at meeting: Jacqueline Debets, Verne Frost, Michelle Fuller, Dennis Mullins, Bruce Rupp, Jim Smith, Kaitlin Sopoci-Belknap, Bill Thorington, Dave Varshock, Mark Wheetley, Sheri Woo
Absent from meeting: David Lindberg, Dennis Mayo, Pete Nichols
Staff: Mary Gelinas, Kerry Topel
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