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Sam Davidson
California Field Director

May 8, 2007

Doug Bosco, Chair

Coastal Conservancy

1330 Broadway, Suite 1300

Oakland, CA 94612

ATTN: San Clemente Dam Removal Project

Re: Proposal to allocate funding for feasibility study for
removal of San Clemente Dam an the Carmel River

Dear Mr. Bosco,

This letter transmits the support of Trout Unlimited for the proposed study to
assess the engineering and technical feasibility of removing the San Clemente Dam
on the Carmel River in Monterey County.

Trout Unlimited (TU) is America’s largest and oldest coldwater conservation group,
with more than 150,000 members nationwide and some 14,000 in California. Our
mission is to conserve, protect and restore North America’s native trout and salmon
populations and their watersheds.

TU is working with the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) on that agency’s
recovery project to restore to viability populations of the central and southern
California coastal steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss), a federal and state listed native
tish. We are also closely involved with the grassroots campaigns of local
organizations such as the Carmel River Steelhead Association to support steelhead
recovery in the Carmel River and other central coast streams. We will continue to
be involved with the collaborative effort to bring back consistent and healthy
steelhead runs in the Carmel River, and, more broadly, to restore more natural and
sustainable hydrological and sediment functions and processes to the river,
improve fish and wildlife habitat and riparian resources in a key coastal stream, and
reconnect the Carmel River from its headwaters through its floodplain and
wetlands to the lagoon at its mouth.

San Clemente Dam is a significant barrier to migration of steelhead trout. NMFS
ranks the Carmel River as the most potentially viable watershed for recovery of the

Trout Unlimited: America’s Leading Coldwater Fisheries Conservation Organization
California Field Office: 620 Park Row #602, Salinas, CA 93901
Direct: (831) 484-2616 ¢ email: sdavidson@tu.org ® www.tu.org
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South-Central California Coast Distinct Population Segment (S-CCC DPS) of
steelhead, a federally-threatened subspecies, and has stated that restoration of the
Carmel River steelhead population is critical to the overall recovery of the S-CCC
DPS. Removing San Clemente Dam would restore steelhead access to over 25 miles
of spawning and rearing habitat and would reduce stress on fish traveling further
upstream beyond Los Padres Dam, where there are miles of additional spawning
and rearing habitat in the upper mainstem Carmel River and its tributaries.

Removing the dam would also permanently address the threat to public safety from
dam failure, enhance the biological connectivity of the river corridor, and restore
the natural sediment supply to the downstream watershed and beach. Through the
dam removal project, there is also an opportunity to protect and provide recreation
on hundreds of acres of watershed lands.

As you may be aware, removal of San Clemente Dam also would restore designated
beneficial uses for the Carmel River identified in the Central Coast Regional Water
Quality Control Board Basin Plan (1994); these include cold freshwater habitat,
wildlife habitat, recovery of rare, threatened or endangered species, migration of
aquatic organisms, and spawning habitat.

Technical assessments have determined that San Clemente Dam is functionally
obsolete, and likely to fail catastrophically in a major seismic event. Environmental
studies have concluded that the dam adversely affects both upstream and
downstream habitats for a variety of sensitive species, including the steelhead trout
and the California red-legged frog. The dam cannot be restored to its former
function as a water supply source.

The proposed engineering study is needed to advance a plan now for dam removal
that will build upon the present high level of support for a restoration strategy for
the Carmel River in which dam removal is the primary tactic for ecosystem
improvement. The Department of Water Resources (DWR) is currently reviewing
an EIR/EIS that considers dam removal as one option to address the dam’s seismic
safety issues. However, if agreement cannot be reached by the fall of 2007 on
removing San Clemente Dam, California American Water, the dam’s owner, will
move forward with buttressing the structure.

If Cal-Am proceeds with strengthening the existing structure as a seismic remedy,
there will not be another opportunity to remove the dam for at least 75 years.
Allowing the dam to remain in place will require extraordinary and expensive
measures to protect the ESA-listed steelhead trout. A proper evaluation of project
costs for dam removal must describe and calculate the benefits of removal versus



Exhibit 4: Letters of Support

TU to Coastal Conservancy re: feasibility study for removal of San Clemente Dam
Page 3 of 3

long-term structural management costs as well as the costs that must be borne by
future generations of residents and water users.

The proposed technical studies are needed to provide enough detail on the project
design and its impacts so that consensus can be reached on how to implement dam
removal. The proposed studies will support the ongoing cooperative effort
between the public and private sectors to resolve the ecological and public safety
problems associated San Clemente Dam, and could lead to greater public benefits
than would result from any of the participants working alone or solely through a
regulatory solution.

Removing San Clemente Dam will result in myriad public benefits that far
outweigh the costs associated with removing the structure. TU urges the Coastal
Conservancy board to approve funds to conduct the proposed engineering study,

and we salute the Conservancy’s efforts to ensure an outcome that enhances our
wildlife and water resources while protecting the interests of local area residents.

Sincerely,

Sam Davidson

Sam Davidson
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Chairman Trustees
David Hirsch Coke Hallowell

, Gerald H. Meral
Vice Chairman .
Ralph B. Perry 11 Armando Rodriguez
Secretary-Trensurer PLANNING AND CONSERVATION LEAGUE
Daniel 8. Frost F 0 U N D A T I 0 N

May 8, 2007

Doug Basca, Chair

Coastal Conservancy

1330 Broadway, Suite 1300
Oakland, CA 94612

RE: San Clemente Dam Removal Project

Dear Chairman Bosco:

This letter is submitted in support of the proposed study to assess the engineering and
technical feasibility of a project to remove the San Clemente Dam, located on the Carmel
River in Monterey County. San Clemente Dam s functionally obsolete and seismically
unstable. Environmental studies have concluded that the dam negatively impacts both
upstream and downstream habitats for a variety of species including the state and federally
listed steethead trout, and California red-legged frog. Technical assessments have further
determined that the dam cannot be restored to its former function as a water supply source.

The Planning and Conservation League Foundation (PCLF) has actively participated in
developing this opportunity to study the potential for a dam removal project, working
collaboratively with NOAA Fisheries, the State Coastal Conservancy and the dam’'s owner,
California American Water. PCLF has taken this action because removing the dam will result
in many public benefits that far outweigh the costs associated with removing the dam.
These benefits include:

» Eliminating the hazard of dam failure and current threat to over 1500 structures in
the lower river basin

» Eliminating long-term management/maintenance of the dam structure and continued
impacts to state and federally listed steelhead

*  Permitting the recovery of steelhead passage below Los Padres Dam including access
to over 45 miles of potential spawning and rearing habitat in the mainstem and
major tributaries of the Carmel River ‘

« Permitting recovery of more sustainable hydrological and sediment functions and
processes

= Making improvements in fish and wildlife habitat and riparian ecosystems in a coastal
watershed '

1107 9th Street, Suite 360, Sacramento, CA 95814 Phone; 916-444-8726 Fax: 916-448-1789

Website: www.PCLFoundation.org Email: pcimail@pclorg A member of Earth Share California
This letter is printed on 60% recycled fiber, 30% post consumer waste, neid free paper,
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* Restoring connectivity for the Carmel River with its floodplain, wetland areas and
lagoon

Failure to remove the dam will require a commitment to maintain an obsolete, damaging
and dangerous facility in perpetuity. A proper evaluation of project costs for dam removal
must recognize the benefits of removal versus the long-term management costs and
implications of burdening all future generations with management of this obsolete facility.
Allowing the dam to remain in place will also require extraordinary measures to protect the
federally and state listed steelhead trout for the life of dam, adding to the costs that will be
borne by current and future rate payers in the Monterey Peninsula region. If buttressing the
existing dam structure is implemented as a seismic remedy, there will not be another
opportunity to remove the dam for at least 75 to 100 years.

Large dam removal is a relatively new undertaking (but one that is eventually inevitable for
virtually all dams). Recent evaluations by the H. John Heinz Center (2001), the Aspen
Center (2002), and the World Commission on Dams (2000) have identified dam removal as
an effective strategy for restoring a functional river system when carefully desioned and
managed. The San Clemente Dam can and should be removed in a manner and sequence
that supports both ecosystem and human needs.

The Department of Water Resources (DWRY} is currently reviewing an EIR/EIS that considers
dam removal as one option to address the dam’s seismic safety issues. The current window
of opportunity to eliminate the dam safety risk, improve fish passage and restore the
Carmel River will end sometime in fall 2007 when DWR will make its determination of the
appropriate project. If an agreement cannot be reached soon on dam removal, California
American Water will proceed with buttressing the dam. The proposed engineering study is
needed to advance a plan now for dam removal that will build upon current interest and
support for a restoration strategy for the Carmel River that incorporates dam removal as a
central action for ecosystem enhancement.

In support of this approach, PCLF has worked to engage local groups in an effort to build
upon previous work initiated by the Carmel River Watershed Conservancy (CRWC) to
support implementation of the Carmel River Watershed Action Plan (CRWC 2005). That
Action Plan did an excellent job of identifying many of the constraints and opportunities for
a healthy river system. In 2006, PCLF and CRWC jointly developed the Supplemeantal
Carmel River Watershed Action Plan to specifically address dam removal as a key
restoration action, and identified many of the public benefits that would occur with a dam
removal project.

More recently, PCLF participated in a regional effort conducted by the Monterey Peninsula
Water Management District to develop an Integrated Regional Water Management Plan that
identified goals for ecosystem restoration, This process was supported by a Technical
Advisory Committee whose members include local residents and other stakeholders who are
actively engaged in watershed restoration activities, including planning and project
implementation.

The proposed engineering study for a dam removal project would help to meet many of the
goals identified by Technical Advisory Committee. These goals include restoring watershed
processes in the Carmel River that will also improve fish passage and access to spawning
and rearing habitat for steelhead trout; improving the aquatic and riparian habitat corridor
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along the river; and, reestablishing the natural sediment supply to downstream reaches
increasing the biological connectivity of the river.

Furthermore, the removal of San Clemente Dam will restore designated beneficial uses for
the Carmel River identified in the Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board Basin
Plan (1994) that include cold fresh water habitat, wildlife habitat; rare, threatened or
endangered species; migration of aquatic organisms; and spawning habitat.

PCLF will continue to remain a strong advocate for dam removal working collaboratively with
California American Water, the State Coastal Conservancy, NOAA Fisheries and local
stakeholder and conservation groups. The proposed study will further ensure a technically
feasible project is developed by providing necessary and critical information in a timely
manner that will support inforrmed decisions on the viability of a dam removal project that
can be implemented through cooperative action among private and public entities.

We urge the Board to approve funds to conduct the proposed engineering study and
applaud the Coastal Conservancy's leadership and efforts to ensure the best outcome for
the residents of the state of California in protecting its vaiued wildlife and water resources.

Thank you for taking our views into consideration.
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May 7, 2007

Doug Bosco, Chair

Coastal Conservancy

1330 Broadway, Suite 1300

Oakland, CA 94612

ATTN: Carmel River/San Clemente Dam Project

Dear Mr. Bosco,

The Big Sur Land Trust is a nonprofit organization committed to conserving
significant lands and waters of California’s Central Coast. Recently we have been an
active partner in projects in the Carmel River, most notably the planning and design
of a multi-use Carmel River Parkway linking public lands via a network of trails in
the lower river. Additionally we are active in identifying and acquiring significant
lands in the watershed with a goal of providing water resource, riparian corridor, and
fish and wildlife protection.

The San Clemente Dam has been documented in numerous scientific studies to be
detrimental to the ecological viability of the Carmel River and poses a significant
safety hazard for the community. The Big Sur Land Trust is supportive of a project
that would provide for the long-term restoration of the river and its biological
resources including the steelhead trout and California Red-Legged Frog. An
opportunity such as that provided by removal of the San Clemente Dam should be
viewed in the larger context of watershed restoration so that multiple objectives are
accomplished. There is growing recognition of the value that dam removal can bring
to restoring ecosystem function within river systems. The Carmel River is an
important resource for all Californians and can be an example of creative
collaboration for restoring ecosystem function and providing a safer, healthier
watershed for current and future residents and visitors to this unique river. The Big
Sur Land Trust welcomes the opportunity to be a partner in the restoration of this
important watershed.

Sincerely,

William H. Leahy
Executive Director

P. O. Box 221864, Carmel, CA 93922 t:831-625-5523 :831-625-0716 mail@bigsurlandtrust.org www.bigsurlandtrust.org




Exhibit 4: Letters of Support

19045 Portola Dr, Ste F-1
Salinas CA 93908
May 8, 2007 P: (831) 455-9514

F: (831) 455-2846
Doug Bosco, Chair
Coastal Conservancy
1330 Broadway, Suite 1300
Oakland, CA 94612
ATTN: San Clemente Dam Removal Project

Dear Mr. Bosco:

We are writing this letter in support of the proposed study to assess the engineering and
technical feasibility of a project to remove the San Clemente Dam. The San Clemente
Dam, located on the Carmel River in Monterey County, is nonfunctioning and
seismically unstable according to the California Division of Safety of Dams.
Environmental studies have concluded that the dam negatively impacts both upstream
and downstream habitats for a variety of species including the state and federally listed
steelhead trout, and California red-legged frog. Technical assessments have further
determined that the dam cannot be restored to its former function as a water supply
source.

Failure to remove the dam, an option under consideration, will require a commitment to
maintain an obsolete, damaging and dangerous facility in perpetuity through buttressing
and other costly yet temporary and inevitably unstable remedies. Allowing the dam to
remain in place will also require extraordinary measures to protect the federally and
state listed steelhead trout for the life of the dam and maintain healthy river function,
adding to the financial and environmental burden of current and future rate payers in
the Monterey Peninsula region. Short and long-term benefits of complete dam removal
far outweigh the immediate costs of dam removal. Furthermore, the removal of San
Clemente Dam will restore designated beneficial uses for the Carmel River identified in
the Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board Basin Plan (1994) including
cold fresh water habitat, terrestrial wildlife habitat; rare, threatened or endangered
species habitat; migration of aquatic organisms; and spawning habitat. The San
Clemente Dam can and should be removed in a manner and sequence that supports both
ecosystem function and human needs and safety.

The Department of Water Resources (DWR) is currently reviewing an EIR/EIS that
considers dam removal as one option to address the dam’s seismic safety issues. The
current window of opportunity to eliminate the dam safety risk, improve fish passage
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and restore the Carmel River will end sometime in fall 2007 when DWR will make its
determination of the appropriate project. If an agreement cannot be reached soon on
dam removal, California American Water will proceed with buttressing the dam. The
proposed engineering study is needed to advance a plan now for dam removal that will
build upon current interest and support for a restoration strategy for the Carmel River
that incorporates dam removal as a central action for ecosystem enhancement.

In support of this approach, VWS has worked as part of the Technical Advisory
Committee with other stakeholders and conservation groups to implement the Carmel
River Watershed Action Plan (CRWC 2005). The Action Plan identified many of the
constraints and opportunities for a healthy river system. The proposed engineering
study for a dam removal project would help to meet many of the goals identified by the
Technical Advisory Committee. These goals include restoring watershed processes in
the Carmel River that will also improve fish passage and access to spawning and
rearing habitat for steelhead trout; improving the aquatic and riparian habitat corridor
along the river; and, reestablishing the natural sediment supply to downstream reaches
increasing the biological connectivity of the river.

We urge the Board to approve funds to conduct the proposed engineering study and are
grateful for the Coastal Conservancy’s leadership and efforts to ensure the best
outcome for the residents of the state of California in protecting valued wildlife and
water resources.

Sincerely,
Kelly Sorenson Karen Shihadeh
Executive Director Senior Wildlife Biologist

Conservation Ecology and Habitat
Restoration
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May 17, 2007

MR. SAM SCHUCHAT
EXECUTIVE OFFICER
1330 Broadway

13" Floor

Oakland, CA 94612-2530

Re: Removal of San Clemente Dam
Dear Mr. Schuchat:

I must apologize for my tardy official response to your inquiry, | do hope
it did not cause you any undo effort. In addition, | hope you received my voice
message concerning this subject and our desire to work with the Conservancy
to the extent we can with regard to San Clemente Dam.

With regard to your specific data requests in your letter dated March 28,
2007 we offer the following:

1. California-American Water Company [CA-AW] is not opposed to the
Conservancy’s bypass project as an alternative to our proponent’s
preferred project, contingent on: (i) the conclusions of the pending
EIR; (ii) the State of California or a third party’s willingness to fund
the additional construction costs of the alternative and assuming all
future liability associated with the assets transferred to the State as
part of the bypass project; (iii) CA-AW retaining its current rights to
appropriate water from the Carmel River; and (iv) CA-AW verifying
that as a result of this project CA-AW will not breach the company’s
existing agreements with wildlife resource agencies to protect listed
species, or expose the company to additional future obligations
relating to listed species. We are willing to entertain this alternative
despite our firm conviction that our proponent’s preferred project is
an appropriate project to address the Department of Safety of Dam’s
concerns.

2. Assuming that the above contingencies are met, CA-AW is willing to
contribute funds to an alternative project in an amount equal to what  california american water
the Company has allocated for dam buttressing, dam modifications e e
for proper sedimentation management and appropriate equipment . ... ..,
for the purpose of providing effective fish movement up and down  chuia vista, ca 91910
stream. CA-AW will also contribute an yet-to-be-determined area of ; gizjggzzgi
land, including the dam. sy Ml

E kturner@amwater.com

I

WWWw.amwater.com

3. With regard to the Department of Water Resources’ (DWR) concerns
for project support, CA-AW is not in a position to make any

)

RWE ™ crowe
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representations. However, based upon our understanding of their
position at the March 15, 2007 meeting, we concur that there
appears to be support for an alternative if a project can be
developed timely.

CA-AW is ready and willing to provide the Conservancy and its
agents with the data, modeling, analysis, designs and other
information related to the seismic safety project, to the extent that
CA-AW has access to the information and the right to share it. CA-
AW will not be able to provide anything that would be considered
proprietary by the consultants employed by CA-AW, but would assist
in attempting to gain limited access to such information.

CA-AW will provide access as required to the project site.

CA-AW will delineate the real property that it is willing to convey as
part of any alternative project. CA-AW is in the process of
determining the boundaries of the site, and whether or not providing
a copy of our appraisal is in our owners’ and ratepayers’ best
interests. Upon a final determination, we will inform the
Conservancy of the decision as well as the basis of our decision
should it be decided not to share the appraisal.

CA-AW would be willing to enter into an option agreement with the
Conservancy so that the Conservancy can make Application to the
Department of Defense’s Innovative Readiness Training Program
[IRT]. CA-AW's legal department has reviewed a draft option
agreement and has advised me that significant revision would be
required. Please note that CA-AW believes that obtaining the
cooperation of the IRT rests solely with the Conservancy, and IRT
participation is not a material aspect of or condition to a removal
alternative. CA-AW'’s legal department will provide comments on the
draft agreement to me shortly, and | will transmit those comments to
you.

CA-AW is very optimistic by the recent activities related to the San

Clemente Dam and is committed to working with the Conservancy in it's effort
to develop an alternative project within the required timeframe given the
conditions listed above. If you have any questions please do not hesitate to
contact me.

Very truly yours,

B WA

B. Kent Turner
President

L)

RWE

GROUP
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