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State of California

The Resources Agency
Department of Fish and Game
WILDLIFE CONSERVATION BOARD

Minutes, Meeting of April 15, 19€6

Pursuant to the call of the Chairman, the Wildlife Conseruaéipn Board met
in Rcom 2117 of the State Capitol, Sacramento, California, an April 15,

m— — " *

1966.

10:10 a.m.

Roll Call

PRESENT: MWm. P. Elser
W. T. Shanncn
John Sheehan
Senator Aaron W. Quick
Senator John C. Begovich
Assamblywoman Pauline L. Davis
Assemblyman Wm. E. Dannemasyer
Chester M. Hart
John Wentzel
Alma Koyasako
June Fisher

ABSENT:  Senator Robert J. Lagomarsiro

Assemblyman Frank P. Belotti

Raymond J. Nesbit

OTHERS PRESENT :

Ralph Scott

Geoirge H. Warner
Wazllace C. Dry

Floyd H. Morgan

Don Chamberlin

Arrold S. Rummelsburg
Curt Hammit

Jim Isgrigg
Gerald Sisler
J. R. Penny

Ford B. Ford

Earl Hofeldt

William C. Marsh
“Jonn H. Nail

James S. Leiby.

T. A. Wright

A. E. Naylor

The meeting was called to order by Chairman William P. Elser at
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Wes Lampson

John V. Payne
Donna Anderson
L. Turner

Carl E. Woodruff
Bob Rundell
Henry Boney

~drville Cumming -

Willis W, Fletcher
J. Harvey Chambers

M. J. Shelton
Richard Ray

H. P. Reinacker
Wm. C. Rillinger
Ray Hinkley

" Supervisor, Lake County

State Reclamation Board

" Wildlife Conservation Board

San Diego

Cuyamaca Park & Rec. Board
hHelix Irrigation District
Supervisor, San Di€go County

 Cuyamsca Park & Rec. Boxrd

Advisory Committee, Cuysmaca
Park & Rec. District

Lake Cuyamaca Park & Rec., Chalr-
fman i

" " i ) _ll

Dept. of Finance, Program and
Policy Office

calif. Division of Forestry

Dept. of Fish and Game

Kings County Sportsmen

Jeck M. Card
Edward 5. Smith
Pobert .. Jones "
Leo Shapovalov i it L
Hanry L. Loretz Califzrnia YWildlife Federation

anc¢ Assoc. Sportsmen of Calif.
S.Dieg» Co. Fish & Game Commission
Sacramento fo. Parks & Rec. Dept.
Chairman, Sacramento Co..Rec.

and Park Comm.
Fish and Game Commission
Dept. of Fish and Game

Lemcore Spoirtsmen's Club
Dept. of Fish and Game
1"

i

David G. Jessop
Witliam B, Pond
William S. MaciMaster

Leslie Edgerton
Ray Chapman

Mr. Chaster M. Hart, the Assistant Executive Officer, reported that

Mr. Ray Ne:zbhit is presently recuperating at home {ollowing major surgery
in early Jdanunry. Mr. Mesbit's progress is very good and visiters are
welcome at nis homes.

Approval of minutes

IT ¥AS MCVED BY MR. SHETHAN, SECONDED BY STHATOR CUICK, AS A
JOIHT MOTICN, THAT THe MINUTES OF THE WILDLIFE (OwSERVATION
BOARU MEET!NG OF DECEMBER 13, 13C5, BE APPROVED AS WRITTEN.

PASSED UNANIHOUSLY.

Status of Funds

The amount z1located torpquetts from the Wildlife Restoration Fund as of
the close of the meeting on December 13, 1965, aggregated $19,580,981.32.%
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a. Fish Hatchery and Stocking Projects . + . « « + & RS
b. Fish Habitat Development and Improvement Projects . . . .

§4.509,409.31
2,557,763.22

5,588,243.22

1. Reservoir Construction or Improvement $1,487,631.01
2. Stream Clearance and Improvement . . .  208,170.98 °
3. Stream Flow Maintenance Dams . . . . . 439,503.32
L., HMarine Habitat . « « & ¢ 4+ o o o .o o+ 84,136.52
5. - Fish Screens, Ladders & Weir Projects . 438,321.39
¢, Angling Access Projects « + « o o s 5 s o » v qu.s
1. Coastall NOCHSS . o « o+ « 5 o s & & 2 # 70n ?18 0’_;
2. River, Stream and Bay Access RN *28 81
3. Lake, Reservoir, and Salton Sea Access | 755,530 90
B PIETS . o o o o u e ke s woa s oL B BlS. hf

d. Game Farm Projects . ‘wov—s—e—ir v gy ity g gy
e. Game Habitat Development and Improvement Projects .. . 5

1. Waterfowl' Areas . . « « « . « « « +« . « 5,515,665, hBi

2. Other Wildlife Management Areas otz Jienahe 70,081.72
3. Miscellansous Game Habitat Development L38,549,12
F. HUNLING ACCESS, .« o o . 6 o p o 65 o 408 o s s, o0 8, o
g. Mistellaneous—Prefects—v i v v s T T e
§. Speciai Project Allocations . . « ¢« ¢ & & « o 4 o o 000
Less reimbursement for five completed APW projects

146,894.49

.6,024,196.32

Lh3,753.75
238,297.08

£8,500.00
~66,166.07

Total Allocated to Projects . . . . « . . . » . . $19,580,951.32

#*|ncludes reimbursement under Federal Accelerated Public Works Program. 50%
of APW project costs reimburseable to the State {reimbursement cannot

exceed $334,095).

Operating Costs:
FY 47/48 thru 62/63 Actual . . .
FY 63760l Estimated . . . . .

. « » « $830,842.55
y: el 87,143.00

L]
- .m &

FY 64765 Estimated . Sy —rr—s—r——p- i 91,100.00
FY 65/66 Estimated . . . . . . o e 953806 00

Total Actual and Estimated Operat:ng Costs ., . .
Reczpitalotion:

Allocations for Projects.. .« e..c e o . $19,f80,981 32
Expenses of Operation . +« .+ + + « « & ,10%,891.55

Total Expended or.Cbligated . . . §2 0 68;,@ .3 1

Total Funds Appropriated . . . . . . 519,500,000.00

Apnrop. made available 7/1/65 . . , 753, 200.00
Int. cn Surplus Money lnv. thru 12/31/65 853,819.28
Miscellanecus Revenue thru 64/65 FY 133,846.79
Miscellaneous Revenue 65/66 . . . . . 24,192.98

Yotal SUM ¢« « o & 5 o ¢+ & 6pra oot BeleeRi Bl U5
Total Expended or Obligated . . . 20,685,872.87

Available thru June 30, 1966 . . § 575,592.18

$1,104,891.55
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_ Closing Accounts of CGmp!nted Projects

Mr. Hart requested.Board action to close the proJect accounts of the follow-
ing five projects which have been completed and on. whlch total aliccations
have been expended.

Morro Bay Anglinc Access (Tidal Wave Damaae), San Luis Obispo Co.

Total Allocation £7,700
Expendituras . ,ijgq
Balance for Recovery ' «Q=
Pebbie Beach Anqling Access, De'! Norte Co. _
Tota] Allocation | $37,000
Expenditures _ 37 0 1

Balance {or Recovery

Crescent City Citizens Pier (Tidal Wave Damace‘, Del Norte Co.

Total Allccation ' . $15 héo _
- Expenditures ' 15,60
Balance for Recovery =

' C1arksburq Ano!ung Access Yolo Co

Total Allocation $25,090
Expenditures 25,030
Balance fcr Recovery . ge - 0=,

Hermosa Beach Fishing Pier, Los Ahgé!es\to.

Total Allecation .~~~ * ' " ' $300,000

Expenditures _3060,000
Balance for Recovery 0 por

IT WAS MOVED BY ASSEMBLYWOMAN DAV!S, SECONDED BY SENATOR QUICK,
THAT THE JGIRT INTERIM COMMITTEE RECOHMEND THE WILDLIFE CONSER=
VAT!ON BOARD CLOSE THE ACCOUNTS OF THE FULLOWING COMPLETED
PROJECTS:

Morro Bay Angling Access (Tidal wave damage)
Pebble Beach Angling Access

Crescent City Citizens Pier (Tidal wave damage)
Clarksburg Angling Accéss

Hermosa_ Beach Fishing Pier

PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.
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IT WAS REGULARLY MOVED AND SECONDED THAT THE WILDLIFE CONSER-
VATiON BOARD CLOSE THE ACCOUNTS OF THE FOLLOWING COMPLETED
PROJECTS: -

Morro Bay Angling Access (Tidal wave damage)
Pethle Beach Angling Access

Crescent City Citizens Pier (Tidal wave damagz)
Clarksburg Angling Access

‘Hermesa Beach Fishing.Pier

PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Monterey Fishing Piar Lighting, Monteray County 3,000

Mr. Hart advised that the pcpular Monterey Fishing Pizr was constructed in
cooperation with the City of Monterey in 1962. Use of the pier has
increased cecnsiderably in succeeding years (9,000 in 1¢G3; 18,250 in 1964;
and 23,725 in 1935).

When this pier project was originally authorized by the Board, lighting was
not considerad nacessary. However, the City has found that night fishing
is popular and feels that providing lighting for the pier will result in
greater utilization of the fine facility.

The City is installing 13 lights on Wharf No. 2, of which 6 or 7 will be on
the main WCB fishing pier section. They have requested the WCB to install
six lights on the west buikhead secion, which comprises the balance of the
‘WCB develoned fishing pier. Plans and cost estimates have been submltted
by the City and reviewed by WCB staff and the Engineer:ng Section.

Cost estimate is as follows:
6 light standards @ $590 ea. Total $3,000

This propaéa! comes within WCB pier policy, which cz21ls for pier construc~
tion on a maiching fund basis. Operation and maintenance will. be by the
City in the same manner as the rest of the fishing pier.

Mr. Hart added that such lighting has been provided on subsequent pier proj-
ects, and recommended that this proj=2ct be approved.

Mr. Ford Ford of the Senate Fact Finding Committee on Natural Resources,
representing Senator Farr, spcke in behalf of the project and asked for
favorable consideration of the proposal. He introduced the delegation from
Monterey which included City Manager John Nail, City Attorney William C.
Marsh, and Mr. Earl Hofeldt of the Monterey Pemninsuia Hzrald.

Senator Quick who is familiar with the project related that this pler is
getting a lot of use and felt the proposal was very worthwhile.
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IT WAS MOVED BY SENATOR QUICKX AND REGULAR SECONDED THAT THE
JOINT INTERIM COMMITTEE RECOMMEND THE WILDLIFE CONSERVATION
BOARD APPROVE THEZ REQUEST FOR LIGHTING ON THE MONTEREY FISH-
ING PIER; ALLOCATE THE SUM OF $3,000 FOR THIS PURPOSE; AND
AUTHCRIZE THE STAFF AND THE DEFARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME TO
PROCEED WITH THE PROJECT SUBSTANTIALLY AS PLANNCD.

PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

IT WAS MOVED BY MR. SHANNON, SECONDED BY MR. SHEEHAN, THAT
THE WILDLIFE CONSERVATION BOARD APPROVE THE REQUEST FOR LIGHT-
ING ON THE MONTEREY FISHING PIER; ALLOCATE THE SUM OF $3,000
FOR THIS PURPOSE; AND AUTHORIZE THE STAFF AND THE DEPARTMENT
OF FISH AND GAME TO PROCEZD WITH THE PROJECT SUBSTANTIALLY AS
PLANNED.

PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Readino island Anglina Access, Shasta County ‘ §§,500

Mr. Hart related that the Wildlife Conservation Board approved this proj-
ect on July 17, 1964, and allocated $107,000 for cevelopment. Shasta
County Department of Public Works prepared plans and specifications with
review by WCB staff and the enagineering saction of the Department of Fish
and Game.

Bids were received on February 7, 1966, with the low bid $139,431.70.

The project was redesigned where practicable to lower costs and rebid. “Bids
were opened on March 21st, with $109,317.50 the lowest bid received. "It is
felt that this is a very good bid, and probably represents the minimum cost
for an adequate project at this site.

The project will provide access to the Ll acre public iand area of Reading
Island on the Sacramento River east of Cottonwood, for both bank and boat
fishing for saimon, steelhead, and warmwater fish. Development includes
access road, bridge, parking area, launching ramp, loading float sanitary
facilities, water suppTy, and fencing.

Mr. Hart recommended the allocation of an additional $8,500 to allow the
low bid to be accepted and nrovide an adequate contingency.

Assemblywoman Davis asked that the representatives from Shasta County be
recognized, whereupon Supervisor Floyd Morgan introduced Director of

Public Works Don Chamberlln and Director of Water Resources Arnold Rummels-
burg

IT WAS MOVED BY ASSEMBLYWOMAN DAVIS, SECONDED BY SENATOR QUICK,
THAT THE JOINT INTERIM COMMITTEE RECOMMEND THE ADDITIONAL SUM
OF 58,500 BE ALLOCATED TO COVER THE LOW CID RECEIVED FOR CON-
STRUCTION OF FACILITIES FOR THE READING 1SLAND ANGLING ACCESS
PROJECT, SHASTA COUNTY; AND THAT THE STAFF AND THE DEPARTMENT

&8
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OF FISH AND GAME BE AUTHORIZED T0 PROCEED WITH THE PROJECT
SUBSTANTIALLY AS PLANNED.

PASSED UNANIMOUSYL

IT WAS MOVZD-BY MR. SHANNON, SECONDED'BY MR. SHEEHAN, THAT THE
ADDITIONAL SUM OF ~$8,500 BE ALLOCATED TO COVER THE LOW BID '
RECEIVED Fi® COGNSTRUCTION OF FACILITIES FOR THE READING ISLAMD
ANGLIMG ACUESS FROJECT, SHASTA COUNTY; AND THAT THE STAFF AMD
THE SEPARTHEAT C7oFISH AND GAME BE A{ THQK!LEQ T9 PROC'ED NIFH
THE PROJECY SUESVANTIALLY AS PLANNun W

PASSED NMANIMOUSLY.

Hoaback Isiznd (5:eamboat Siouth,Anq]ing Access, Sacramento Co. $5,000

- At the July 17, 1964, meeting, the Board instructed staff to éooperafé‘in

a project to provide public access facilities in conjunction with bank
protection work on Steamboat Siough in the Sacramento~San Joaguin Delta
area. WCB participation in the proiect was requested by the State Reclama-
tion Board in view of the WCR's long expeiisnce statewida in its fishing
access program with project operation and wmaintenance by local government.

WCB participation would be to accept transfer of the access project as
developed by flood control agencies, add such additional facilities as may
be consicdered necessary or desirable for public access needs, and arrange
for operation and maintenance, which Sacramento County has agreed to assume.

From staff and County review of development plans prepared by the U.S. "

Corps of Engineers, it appears that additional development desirable by

- the WCB would be to provide sanitary facu1|ttes and a service road therefor.

This progert wull be the first of its klnd in California, with the U.S.

Corps of Engineers and ihe State Reclamaticn: Board provad:ng public use
facilities pursuant to the Flood Control Act of 1962 in conjunction with
constructing a unit of the Sacramento Bank Protection Project. The 10 ‘acre
site on Hogback Island is state-owned, and the Reclamation Board has
secured a 49 year lease from the State Lands Commission.

The Corps of Engineers will construct basic recreational facilities, includ-
ing access road and parking area, boat launching ramp, loading float, 'and
vegetative ciearing, and dredge a channel to the river.

Costs of the acquisition and development by the flood control agencies will
ke shared in the same manner as the overall bank protection project costs,
which is:2/3 by the Corps of Engineers and 1/3 by the Stste Reclamation
Board, o AL ' : '8l grel R

The Steambcat Sloush area contains large populations of resident catfish
and black bass, and high concentrations of striped bass during a major
portion of the year. Seasonally, large rumbers of salmon, ‘steelhead, and
shad migrate through the area, as well as some sturgeon.

ofa
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Pheasant and waterfowl hunting is very good in the vicinity at times, par-
ticularly late in the season. Both pheasants and waterfowl move from
adjacent private lands under hunting pressure and provide considerable
enjoyment -to hunters operating small boats along the slough.

 The Department of Fish and Game, in their evaluation, support the project
and point out thrt hoxi) public.and private launching ramps are completely
utilized in thi: ar=a, but still do not meat all the cemandz for such
facilities. ' .

Plans devel!uped [ ths Corps :f Enginzer: lave been reviewad by WS staff
and representati.e3 of the County of Sacrzmento. The Corps is proceeding
_towards corstrucifon with scheduled advertising for bids in the near future.

The County of Sacramento by resolution supports the'project and has agreed
to operate and maintain the area free to the public after developments are
.compiated.

The fiapartment of Fish and Game engineering staff has provided the follow~
ing o3t estimates: .

Construct grave! service road, approx. 0! wids,

1300' lang $2,°920
Chemical wilets - eight units @ £330 ec. 2_ 420
Subtotal $4,500

Contingencies and miscellaneous development 500
TGTAL $5,000

Mr. Hart recommended that the $5,000 for d=2velopment be approved and that
staff and Cepartment be authorized to proceed with project substantlally
as planned.

Mr. Hart commented that this project represents very commendable coopera=
tion by flocod control agencies and a desirable trend. The project essen-
tially is the samz as V8 fishing access projects. |[f the flood control

agercies will incorporzuy such access facilities in their river bank pro-
tection projects whera feasible, in much tne sar2 manner as on reservoir

projects, it will help mcet the need for such facilities. He recommended
WCB participation in future projects of this type, which in effect would

free WCB funds for other projects.

Assemblywoman Davis acked if the authorization of the Corps of Engineers
and ine Stare Reclamaiion Board would take in the area in Tehama County
wheie a sinilar problum uxists, and Mr. hast advised that he believed the
present authorization extends upstream Only as far north as v:cinlty of
Colusa. .

In answer to Assemblywoman Davis' question as to whethar the Reclemation
Board contemplates authorization to enhance the Sacramento River beyond this
point, Mr. .John Payne of the State Reclamation Board advised that this is
being re-eviluated at the presznt tine. A plan is baing deve’oped with the
Northern Branch of the i:partment of \ater Pescu-ces, # ecificaliy that
--area from Chico Landing to Red Bluff, and the report is due tne first of
August.

-8-
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‘Mr. William Pond, Sacramento County Director of Parks and Recreation,” .

expressed regret that members of the Sacramento County Board of Supervisors
were not able to attend the meeting. "He relayed the message that the County

is'most desirous of participating in this projeht. He stated the project
‘would-be a step forward and is a fine example of a cooserative venture

- 7. between Federal, State, and County government. #ir. William MacMaster,

8.

Chairman of the Sacramento County Recreation and Park CGmmlsslon who also

“represented Sacramento County was introduced.

IT WAS MOVED BY SENATOR QU!CK, SECONDED BY AGSEHBLYMAM DANMNEMEYER,
THAT THEE JOINT INTERIM COMMITTEE RECOMMEND THE WiLDLiFE CONSER-
VATIOR BOARD APPRUVE THE ADDITIONAL DEVELGPMENT FOR THE HOGBACK
 ISLAND (STZAMBOAT SLOUGH) PROJECT, SACRAMENTO COUNTY; THAT -$5,000
"BE ALLOCATED THEREFOR; AND THAT STAFF AND THE DEPARTMENT OF FISH
AND GAME BE AUTHCRIZED TO FROCEED WITH PROJECY SbBSTANT!ALLY AS
PLANNED.

PASSED UNANIMOLSLY.

AT WAS MOVED BY MR. SHANMON, SECONDED BY MR, SHEEHAN, THAT THE
WILDLIFE CONSERVATION BOARD APPBOVE THE ADDITIONAL DEVELOPMENT'
FGR THE HOGEACK ISLAMD (STEAMBCUAT S1.OUGH) FPROJECT, SALRAMENTO
COUNTY; THAT $5,000 BE ALLOCAVED TrEREFCR; AND THAT STAFF AND

THE DEPARTHMENT OF FISH AND GAME BE AUTHORIZED TO PROCEED WITH
PROJECT SHBSTANTIALLY AS PLANKNED. S Ar: T Al

PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Hoodbridge Fish Screen - Plans, San Joacuin County $i2,000

The Department of Fish and Game has proposed preparaticn of plans for
screening the Woodbridge diversion on the Mokelumne River as a WCB project.
The cénal !5 a gravity type irrigation diversion of 450 cfs  capacity.

It is located near Lodi, and Is owned by ths Woodbridge Irrigation District.

Diversion of large quantities of water into this unscreened canal during the
migration period of young salmon and steelhead in some years has caused
losses of up to 9C% of juvenile fish migrating downstream. The continued
loss of these fish over 2 period of years has contributed to the decline

of salmon runs. The run dwindled to a low of about 1200 adult salmon in
1965 and as. low as 100 in 1961.

The Camanche Dam project which recently has produced suablllzed flows in

the river, together with a steelhead hatchery ‘and ‘an artificial salmon
spawning channel, provides a potential for" restOrlng former excellent 'salmon
runs and prov:ding a steelhead fishery in the Mokelumne River. However,

the success of this fisheries program is dependent upon elimlnatlng the

high losses of downstream mIgrants at hoodbrldge dlve1510n ;

<

The a!locatson requested is to prepare pians and workrﬂg drawnngs for’ 2

screen.
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Funds. to construct the screen would be requested at-a later date, possibly
as a matching fund WCB and Anadromous Fish Bill project.

Under Sections 5980-5993 of the Fish and Game: Code, the Woodbridge irriga-
tion District would be required to pay half the total:cost of the screen.

If the District should decide to reduce the size of the diversion to 250 cfs
_or less, the District would be freed from legal ob1|gat|ons to help. pay

for the construction costs of the screen. No final design work wu!l be
done on the screen until the final size is determined.

Mr. Hart informed the Board that a vertical cylindef type screen is consi-
dered to be the most. feasibie; however, other desirable types of screens

.- would be investigated. $150,000 to $200,000.is the estimated construction
cost. He recommended that $12,000 be allocated for the screen design and
that staff and the Department be authorized to proceed substantially as
planned.

Assemblyman Dannemeyer stated it appeared that the activities of the
Woodbridge Irrigation District have been a serious detriment to the fisheries
and that it did not seem logical that the irrigation district. can avoid pay~
ing half the screenlng costs simply by restricting the capacity from L50 cfs
to 250 cfs. A

Mr.. Shannon explained some of the legal background, and Mr. Ralph Scott
from the Attorney General's office affirmed that the Department has no way
to force the irrigation district to put up money to install a screen if the
capacity is 250 cfs or less. He stated if the capacity of the diversion

is over 250 cfs, the Department is obliged to pay one-half of construction,
operation and maintenance costs.

Assemblywoman Davis questioned the allocation of $12,000 for screen design
at this time when the irrigation district has not yet determined if it

will reduce the capacity of the diversion be!ow 250 cfs. Mr. Shannon
advised that the District has been notified that they could reduce the
capacity, but that the Department has not been able to get any decision

from them, and it appears they are reluctant to reduce the capacity. In

the meantime, if the diversion is to be screened, the Department must-first
secure a design and a cost estimate and proceed from there. The District
_can then be notified to proceed with the screening, and if they refuse, the
Department can carry out construction and collect one-half of the costs from
_.the District. This project, he reiated, has been held in abeyance for years,
and now that the Camanche fish spawning facility and the hatchery have been
established, the Department must proceed with screening this diversion.

" Assemblywoman Davis asked, ""|f we appropriate funds and design the screen
before a decision is.made by the District, can we force them at that time
to do one or the other?'' Mr. Scott replled that the District is responsible
for plans and construction costs at this time since the current capacity
exceeds 250 cfs, and that the Department should procend with the design on
the basis of the capacity at this time. [If the District in the interim
reduces capacity 'to below that figure, they would be responsible for at
least one-half the funds spent thus far, if not for the entire amount. |If
the screen were designed for the $12,000 allocated and the District then
changed the capacity, a new set of plans must be secured if they do not
fit the reduced diversion.

<10«
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Assemblyman Dannemeyer asked Mr. Scott if the Board could collect one=half
the design cost, If the District decided to reduce the capacity below 250 cfs,
and Mr. Scott assured him he felt the Board could.

Mr. Hanry Loretz, representing the Califarnia Wildlife Federation and the
Asscciated Sportsimen of California, stated that a meeting was held in Lodi
and the sportsmen in the area expressed concern over the continued loss

of migrant salmon and steelhead because of the diversion. This group has
made a study of this situaticn and supports the recommendation of the staff
and requests the Board proceed with securing a proper screen design and
constructing the facility.

Mr. Shanncn advised that the vertical rotary drum is considered the best
type for this diversion and the number of drums needed for a diversion is
dependent upon the size of the ditch. In other words, the design for this
diversion may call for four drums, a smaller ditch may call for two drums,
-and, therefore, the design would not be completely unusable if the size of
the diversion were to be reduced.

Assemblywoman Davis advised that a bill by Assemblyman Monagan was heard

before her committee which highlighted the problem discussed here today.

She pointed out she was certainly not against this screening program, but
had wished to have clarified the legal procedures open to the Board, and

added that these procedures were now made clear.

IT WAS MGVED BY ASSEMBLYMAN DANNEMEYER, SECONDED BY SENATOR
QUICK, THAT THE JOINT INTERIM COMMITTEE RECOMMEND THE WILDLIFE
CONSERVATION BOARD ALLOCATE THE SUM OF $12,000 FOR SECURING
PLANS FOR THE WOODBRIDGE FISH SCREEN, SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY; AND
AUTHORIZE STAFF AND THE DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME TO PROCEED -
SUBSTANTIALLY AS PLANNED.

PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.
IT WAS MOVED BY MR. SHANNON, SECONDED BY MR. SHEEHAN, THAT THE
WILDLIFE CONSERVATION BOARD ALLOCATE THE SUM OF $12,000 FOR
SECURING PLANS FOR THE WOODBRIDGE FiSH SCREEN, SAN JOAQUIN
COUNTY; AND AUTHORIZE STAFF AND THE DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
TO PROCEED SUBSTANTIALLY AS PLANNED.

PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Senator John iy Begovrch who entered the meeting at this time, was intro-
duced.

Coalinga Mineral Springs Hunting Access, Fresno County $35,000

This project has been proposed by the Department of Fish and Game with the
support of the Bureau of Land Management and several sportsmen's organiza-
tions.

The proposal is to purchase 3i9 acres of land of high value for wildlife
habitat and access to adjoining public lands. The location is in the inner

oh e
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€oast Range of ‘western Frespo County at about 2,500' elevation, approximately
12 miles west of Coalinga. Access is prOVIded by a paved county road lead-
ing northerly from Highway 198. .

' The vegetative cover and water supply from springs on these lands provide
excellent ‘habitat for deer and for quail, rabbits, and other upland game.
In addition, this is a key parcel for access to 2 large Elocks of adjoin-
ing public lands of the Bureau of Land Management totaling sporoximately

12,760 acres. Private lands entirely surrounding these pubiic lands héve
‘long restricted public use and emjoyment of the good deer and upland game
hunting they provide, as wel! as other recreational potentials.

A resort of the hot mineral spring type formerly was cperated on part of

the parcel by Ccalinga MNineral Springs, Inc. Fire destroyed the main resort
buildings several years ago and the corporation has offered the property for
sale. Staff has obtained a short term option for purchaSe within appralsed
fair market value.

Basic public access will be provided to a large area of formerly inaccessible
public land with the purchase of this parcel. There also is a potential that
hunting and general recreational use will justify future'deveIOPment’of
parking areas, trails, water supplv and sanitary facilities, campsites,
picnic areas, etc., on a cooperative basis with local government or other
agencies. Several old buildings and other imprcvements remaining on'the
property could be rehabilitated for recrcational or caretaker use.

At present only acquisition and minor improvement is planned, consisting
mainly of cleanup of debris, providing parking space, cattle gquards,
resetting fence lines, etc. Additional cevelopment would be held in abey-
ance until the. need is justified and an overall deveIOpment plan is prepared
for the area.

Cost estimates are as follows:

Acquisiticn, apprai;al and escrow costs $31,000
Debris cleanup and minimum improvemsnts 4,000

—r o ——

TOTAL £35,000

Mr. Hart recommended approval of the project and allocation of $35,000 for
acquisition 2nd minor improvement and authorization for staff and the
Department to proceed as planned. He mentioned that endorsement of this
proposal has been received from the foliowing groups: Lemoore Sportsman's
Club, Kings County Sportcman's Club, and the California Wildlife Federation,
Rzgion 3. He stated that written statements supporting the project and
offering cooperation had been submitted at the meeting by the Fresno County
Sportsmen's Club and the Bureau of Land Management.

Mr. Gerald Sisler, representing the Fresno County Sportsmen's Club urged
cacquisitionof the subject property.

Senator Quick felt that there is a great need for this type of project

since it is in an agricultural area and isolated from other recreational
opportunitjes. . i

it
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~IT WAS MOVED BY SENATOR QUICK, SECONDED BY ASSEMBLYWOMAN DAVIS,
THAT THE JOINT INTERIM COMMITTEE RECOMMEND THE WiLDLIFE CONS:R-
VATICN BOARD APPROVE THEZ COALINGA MINERAL SPRINGS HUNTING ACCESS
PROJECT, FRESNO COUNTY; ALLCCATE :$35,000 FOR ACOUISITION OF THE
NEEDED PROPERTY AND MINIMUM [MPROVEMENTS THERECN; AND AUTHORIZE
THE ‘STAFF AMND THEC DEPARTMENT OF FiSd AND GAME TO PROCEED WITH
PROJECT SUB¢TANT1ALLY AS PLANNED. :

PASS:D UNANIMOUSLY.

IT WAS MOVZID BY MR. SHEZMAN, SECONDED' BY MR. SHANNON, THAT THE
WILBLIFE CONSERVATION BUARD APPROVE THE COALINGA MINERAL SPRINGS
HUNT ING ACCESS PROJECT, FREESNO COUNTY; ALLOCATE $35,000 FOR
ACCUISITION OF THE NEEDED PROPLRTY AND MIN(MUM [MPROVZIHENTS
THEREON; AND AUTHORIZE THE STAFF AND THE DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND
GAME TO PROCEED W!TH PROJECT SUBSTANTIALLY AS PLANNED.

PASSED UNANMOUSLY:

Mr. J. Russell Penny, new Director of State Office of the Bureau of Land
Management, was ment:oned as being in attendance

Lake Cuyamaua PLoInr Fishing Area, San Diecc County $193,500

Mr. Hart advnsed that this proiect has been proposed by the Lake Cuyamaca
Recreation and Park District, with the support of many other organizations
and spcrtsmen in the San Diego and southern California area.

This proposal: in preliminary form was presented bty the District at the WCB
meeting of August 10, 1962. The Board at that time instructed staff to
study the proposal further and expressed desire for firm water supplies
before WCB consideration. Staff has continued to work with the District
and now feals that a feasible project has been developed. Mr. Hart added

.- .that this is one of the most complicated projects encountered by staff.

Mr. lesbit has worked with the District and lnterested parties ffve years
or more. _

The dam impounding Lake Cuyamaca was built in 1887. For many years the
lake was very productive and popular both for fishing and waterfow! hunting.
its location is in one of the most scenic and attractive high mountain
areas of southern Califcrnia, about 50 miles northeast of San Diego.
Cuyamaca State Paivk provides public campinag nearby, and there are 'crgani~
zation camps and summer homes in the area.

In recent years the iake has been dry during summer months. Drought condi=-
tions generally have persisted in this areca for approximately 20 years,
coupied with increasing demands for water. These circumstances have caused
the owners, the Helix Irrigation District, to transfer the winter runoff
water each spring into El Capitan Reservoir to meet the requirements of its
consumers. This procedure avoids heavy evaporation losses from the rela~
tively large and shallow basin of Cuyamaca Lake in summer.
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Tho-Lake Cuyamaca Recreation and Park District has been successful in
negotiating a series of contracts and agresments involving their District,
the Helixdrrigation District, the Cuyameca Mutual Water Ccopzny, and the
City of San Diego. The overal! effect of these agreen:its will be to
enable 1,000 acre feet of water to be retained in the (iyamaca basin during
the summer. The Recrerstion District wiil purchase aveilable well water to
offset much of thz summer evaporation loss, and will otherwiszs compansate
the Helix Irrigation District for the remainder of such losses.

A key feature of the planned development is a dike that will confine the
summer lake area to 110 surface acres. This will provide a lake of ade-
quate depth for maintaining a fishery from the 1,000 zc-e fez: of avail-
able water, and will minimize evapcration losses.

The Recreation District aiso has options for long-tern !'ease of the permanent
pool lake and shoreline area. This area would bs made zvailable on a free
sublease basis tou the State for a period of approximately 20 years, to
amortize State development of the lake and public fishing facilities.

The Raqreatipn?Qisnrict'would provide for additional davelopment ard would
operate and maintain the completed project for public fishing &nd waterfowl
hunting. The lake is expected to support a productive warmwater fishery
which the District would supplement with purchasad catchable trout and with
channel czifish or other warmwater fish to maintain satisfactory fishing.
Anticirated fishing use of the lake is approximutely 35,000 man days
annuaily, increasing to about 70,000 within 5 years.

It is planned that Depariment of Fish and Game participation in fisheries
managemert will be limitzed to initial stc:king with warmwater fish and
continuing technical advice to the Distr zt.

It will be necessary for the District to operate the project on an essen-
tially self-supporting but non-profit basis. To meet expenses for purchases
of water, trout and charnel cetfish, and other operating expenses, a system
of user fees wiil be necessary. Such fees are planned to be comparable to
thosz charged at City of San [iego reservcirs and other lakes available for
public fishing in this vicinity.

Plans and specifications for the lake development and public fishing access
facilities have been prepared by the enginesring sectiun of the Department
of Fish and Game end reviewed and approved by staff ana the Distrizt. <Cost
estimates for planned phase construction are as Tollows:

Phase 1
Strip entire base area

7,190 c.y. @
Cut core trench . 2,465 c.y. @ $0.75 - 1,850
Place ievee ‘embankment 39,306 c.y. @

wdilig
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.Phase z:
Concrete structures : §1,848
Flap gates, .conc. encased C M. P. 14,866
Pump house, wet well &,200
LO H.P. pump w/accessories 6,000
Southerly: cross levee structures 2,840
Miscellaneous __ngOO
' Subtotal , 25k

Phase 3
- Sanitary facilities 12,500
Pier, gangway and floats i1,200
Parking areas, grade, pave, stripe 29,500
Miscellaneous ; 1,600
' : Subtota!l $5E,200

Phase b
Fish screeniﬁg and protective devices 18,000
Department of Water Resources fees ° 2.000
' Subtots | %40 EH0
Contingencies and signs ' w"ig

Totzl estimated project costs _ $193,500

The project has been revigved aind coordinated with the Department of Fish
and Game and has been favorably recommended.

Mr. Hart recommended that the project be approved, $193,500 allocated for
deveicpment, and that sta‘f and the Department be zuthorized to proceed
substantially as planned. He added that this agenca probably dues not
adequately recogniz=s the efforts and financial participation of the Lake
Cuyamaca Park and Recreation Diztrict.

Mr. Shannon advised that he lived in the area years ago and at that time

the lake furnished a tremendous amount of fishing.' 1t also saw over 700
people on opening day of duck hunting season. He felt there was heavy use
of the area at that time, and there would be heavier use now. Senator Quick
also was of the opinion’ that the project would get very heavy use. He
believed that this area.was one of the most beautiful lake sites in southern
California and wished to-go on record as being in favor of the proposal.

Assemblyman Dannemeyer observed that the local irrigation district has
caused a loss of water from the \lake, and it is to be replaced by water
obtained by the local recreation district. He questioned the propriety for
‘the recreation district to develop -and buy water for this pro;ect when
another entity, the irrigation district in this case, had caused the loss
of water. He also wished to know ‘the relative boundaries of the recreation
district and the irrigation district. Senator Begovich asked the depth of
the proposed fishing lake.
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Mr. Harvey Chambers, Chairman of the Lake Cuyamaca Park and Recreation
District, stated that the water depth of the lake ranges from 25 feet to 15
feet at the dike. Various photographs of the lake site were shown, some of
which indicated the level at 25 feet. Mr. Chambers pointed out the number
of feasibility reports, studies and surveys completed thus far by various
engineering firms and geologists .in connection with the Lake Cuyamaca pro-
posal. He explained that the recreation district is in the mountains
separated by more than 30 miles from the irrigation district and place of
water use, and assured Assemblyman Dannemeyer that it took quite a while to
work out an arrangement for the recreation district to obtain the needed
water for the proposed project.

Mr. Elser explained that the Helix Irrigation District has the right to
drain winter runoff from Lake Cuyamaca into a deeper lake downstream which
causes smaller evaporation losses because of its confined surface area.

He emphasized that the recreation district has spent a considerable amount
of money already and proposes to spend $100,000 in the first Tive years of
this project, which would make this in effect largely a matching fund
proposition.

IT WAS MCVED BY SENATOR QUICK, SECONDED BY SENATOR BEGOVICH,
THAT THE JOINT INTER!M COMMITTEE RECOMMEND THE WILDLIFE CON=-
SERVATION BCARD APPROVE THE LAKE CUYAMACA PUBLIC FISHING AREA,
SAN DIEGO COUNTY; ALLCCATE THE SUM ©F $103,500 FOR ITS CEVELOP-
MENT; AND AUTHORIZE STAFF AND THE DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
TO PROCEED WITH THE PROJECT SUBSTANTIALLY AS PLANNED.

PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

IT WAS MOVED BY MR. SHANNON, SECONDED BY MR. SHEEHAN, THAT
THE WILDLIFE CONSERVATION BOARD AFPROVE THE LAKE CUYAMACA
PUBLIC FISHING AREA, SAN DIEGO COUNTY; ALLOCATE THE SUM OF
$193,500 FCGRITS DEVELC’M NT; AND AUTHORIZE STAFF AND THE
DEFARTMENT OF FISH AND CAME TO PROCEED WITH THE PROJECT SUB--
STANTIALLY AS PLANNED.

PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Mr. Elser asked that others from the San Diego area be introduced.

Mr. Chambers introduced the following: Mr. M. J. Shelton, Engineer;

Mr. Willis W. Fletcher, Chairman of the Citizens Advisory Committee for

the Recreation District; Mr. Orville Cumming of the Cuyamaca Park and
Recreation Board; Supervisor Henry Boney of San Diego; Mr. Bob Rundell of
the Helix Irrigation District; Mr. Carl E. Woodruff of the Cuyamaca Park
and Recreation Board; Mr. L. Turner, also of the Board; and Dr. Dave Jessop
of the San Diego County Fish and Game Commission.

Mr. Hart noted that this proposal presented some of the most complex prob-
lems and commended the people of the San Diego area for their cooperative
efforts in developing a feasible project for Lake Cuyamaca. He also
mentioned a number of supporting letters were received from Chambers of .
Commerce, civic and sportsmen organizations, as well as youth groups.
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Lower Sherman 1sland Angling Access, Sacramento County . $49,500

Mr. Hart next presented the lower Sherman I1sland Angling Access which

was proposed by the Department of Fish and Game. The aim of this proposal
is to provide access facilities for fishing and waterfowl hunting as part
of the overall management plan of the state-owned Lowasr Sherman Island.
This propcsal has been endorsed by the County of Sacramento, and by fisher-
men and others who are interested in public access to the Delta area.

As indicated on the aerial photos displayed at the mesting, Lewer Sherman
Island is located at the southwestern tip of Sacramento County, at the
confluence of the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers.  This state-owned
portion of Sherman Island is under the contro! of the Dzpartment of Fish
and Game. The 3,100 ‘acre island was once reclaimed for agriculture, but
is now largely flooded end to some sportsmen is known as Sherman Lake.
When the levees breke and the area reflooded many years ago, the island
reverted to the State for taxes

S~

Lack of access facilities has Iimited public use of the area. Most use of °
the Island now is by boat access. However, winds and storms cause the main
river channels in this vicinity to become hazardous for small boat passage,
so that the proposed project will provide both greater and safer public use.

This is one of the most popular sections of the Delta for stripad bass
fishermen. Very heavy use is expected from bass anglers during the spring
and fall months, and from cetfish angiers throughout most of the year.

There also is some fishing in this area for salmow and steelhead during
their miaration periods. Waterfowl hunting is popular on the Island and
improved zzcess would no doubt stimulate an increase in this acitivity. The
Department of Fish and Game in their fishary evaluation strongly support

the project and note the need for public launching facilities in this area.

The County of Sacramento by resolution has expressed (%5 willingness to
operate and maintain this site free to the public after development.

Development would consist of an access road, parking area, launching ramp
with loading floats, and sanitary facilities. Design and cost estimates
have been prepared by the Department of Fish and Game engineering section
and reviewed by the WCB staff. They are as follows:

Clearing and grading $3,750
Access road and parking area : 28,000
Concrete ramp and floats 12,000
Sanitary facilities 1,250

Subtotal ﬁ ,000

Signs and contingencies 4.500

: : TOTAL $69,550
It was Mr. Hart's recommendation that the project be approved that
$49,500 be allocated for development and that the staff and the Oepartment
be authorized to proceed with the project substantially as planned.
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IT WAS REGULARLY MOVED AND SECONDED THAT THE JOINT INTERIM
CCMMITTEE RECOMMEND THE WILDLIFE CONSERVATION BOARD APPRCVE
THE LOWER SHERMAN !SLAND- ANGLING ACCESS PROJECT, SACRAMENTO
COUMTY; ALLOCATE $49,500 FOR ITS DEVELOPMENT; AND AUTHORIZE
THE STAFF AND DEPARTMINT OF FISH AND GAME TO PRCCEED WITH ThE
PROJECT SUBSTANTIALLY AS PLANNED.

PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

AT WAS MOVED BY MR.- SHEEHAN, SECONDED BY MR. SHANNCN, THAT
THE WIiLDLIFE CONSERVAT!ON BOARD APPROVE THE LOWER SHERMAN

-} SLAND, ANGLING ACCESS PROJECT, SACPAMENTO CDUNT?;.ALLOCATE'

~ $49,500 FUR ITS DEVELOPMENT; AND AUTHORIZE THE STAFF AND :
DEPARTMENY OF FISii AND GAME TO PROCEED WiTH THE PROJECT SUB=-:
STANTIALLY AS PLANNED.

PASSED UNANINOUSLY.

Hichland Springs Reservoir Angling Access, Lake County §81=000

'wW;Hr.rHért'advised that this project was submitted by the County of Lake
. primarily as a fishing access site for shore and boat fishermen but wiil

also provide hunting benefits. Highland Springs Reservoir is a flood con-
trol reservoir constructed in 1963 about five miles southwest of Kelseyville,
and is owned by the Lake founty Flood Controi and Water (cnservation:Dis-
trict. The lake covers 146 surface acres and stores 3,500 acre feat at
capacity. A minimum pocol of 1,000 acre feet of water with 72 surface'acres

is maintained. Also, in the project area are 2,500 acres of cohtlguous

watershed lands OWﬁcd by the District.

Use of the reservoir is limited due to poor access conditions, but 'ts

waters support good bass and bluegill populations. Also, water‘owl deer,
quail, and ocher upland game hunting allowed on the reservoir and water-
shed lands no doubt would be utilized more with improved access.

The WCB preject weuld includs 11 miles of access road, parkiﬁg area and

loading fioat. A usable bopat launching ramp is provided by an old county

road that was inundated by the reservoir, and chemical toilets are being
provided by the County. These existing facnlitles together with the new
WCB development will meet basic access needs. ;

The County will provide the State with the necessary long-term proprietary
interest for State develcpment of the project area and has agreed to operate
and maintain the project free of charge to the public after development has
been completed. Lake County also by resolution has indicated willingness

to make additional improvements with County funds to enhance the project

and plans to develop permanent restrooms, water supply and electrical service.
in addition, the County is contributing engineering services and will handle
project construction under contract with the State:

The Department of Fish and Game in their ftshery evaluation support the

project and note that lack of fishing pressure is protably causing stunted
growth of bass and bluegill. They indicate that the improved access would
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increase angler use and result both in a greater harvest and improved quality
of the fish population.

Lake County has prepared plans and the following cost estimates which have
been reviewed by staff and the engineering section of Fish and Game:

Road construction $70,5%5
Parking area -~ 50 cars 2,000
Float 1,009
Subtotal 35525

Contingencies and signs, etc. 7.475
TOTAL $81,000

Mr. Hart recommended the project be aporoved, that $81,000 for development
be allocated, and that the staff and the Department be authorized to proceed
with the project substantially as planned.

Supervisor Wes Lampson of Lake County advised that the County has, by resolu-
tion, gone on record as favoring this proposal. He expressed the desire

of the Counity to proceed with this proposal! and urged approval of this
request.

IT WAS MOVED BY SENATOR QUICK, SECOMDED BY ASSEMBLYMAN
DANNEMEYER , THAT THE JOINT INTERIM COMMITTEE RECCMMEND THE
WILDLIFE CONSERVATION BCARD APPROVE THE HIGHLAND SPRINGS
RESERVOIR ANGLING ACCESS PROJICT, LAKE CCUNTY; ALLOCATE
$81,000 FOR ITS DEVELOPMENT; AND AUTHORIZE THE STAFF AND
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME TO PROCEED W!TH THE PROJECT
SUSSTANTIALLY AS PLANNED.

PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 4

IT WAS MOVED BY MR. SHANNON, SECONDED BY MR. SHEEHAN, THAT THE
WILDLIFE CONSERVATION EOARD APPROVE THE HiGHLAND SPRINGS RESER-
VOIR ANGLING ACCESS FROJECT, LAKE COUNTY; ALLOCATE $81,000 FCR
ITS DEVELGPMENT; AnD AUTHORIZE THE STAFF AND DEPARTMCNT OF

FISH AND GAME TC PROCEcD WITH THE PROJECT SUBSTANTIALLY AS
PLANNED.

PASSED UMANIMOUSLY.

Scott Vallev Fish Screen, Siskivou County $61,000

Mr. Hart reported that the installation of a fish screen on the Scott
River about one mile west of the town of Fort Jones has been proposed by

‘the Department of Fish and Game.

* The Scott River, cne of the major tributaries to the Klamath River, supports

important runs of king salmon, silver salmon, and steelhead trout. Fish
originating in this river contribute to the ocean salmon sport and commercial
fisheries, the Klamath River saimon and steelhesad fisheries, and to a steel-
head fishery in the Scott River itself.
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Much of the filow of the river and its tributaries is diverted for irrigation
of the fertile Scott Valley. All of the major diversions in ths drainage
except the one for which this project is proposed have already been screened,

The proposcd screen site is at a pumping diversion of the Scott Valley
Irrigation District, which has rights to divert 40 cfs of water at this
point.

Attempts to determine specific fish losses have been unsuccessful due to
the large volume a2nd excessive pressure at the outfall of the puimps.
However, it is kelieved that losses are comparable to the numbers of fish
saved by screens at two othar mzjor diversions upstream. In 1964 these two
screens enabled 244,052 and 219,233 young salmon and steelhead to be
trapped and salvaged. !

An agreement and grant of easement has been negotiated with the property
owners to parmit instaliation and maintenance of the screen. Maintenance
and operaticn would be handled by existing personnel of the Yreka Screen
Shop of the Department of Fish and Game. The screen shup also would con-
struct the actual screen and cleaning wiper mechanism for the cost of
materials supplied under this project.

The screen will incorporate a fish collection system that will bypass

small salmon and steelliead dowastream when river flows are adequate to ensur=
safe downstrzam migration. DOuring minimum flow periods of the summar, the
fish will be trepped &t the screen and transported to a point of safe

release dewnstream.

In the past two years letters have been written by the Associated Chambers
of Commerce of Siskiyou County, the Scott Valley Chamber of Commerce, and
others requesting screening of this diversicn.

The Departmant of Fish and Game enginearing section has prepared plans and
cost estimates which have been reviewed by WCB staff. Following is the
estimate:

Contract for Site Develogment:

Dewatering §5,000

Excavation and backfill 1,750
Concrete construction 15,800

Gates and bypass nuod - 4,080
Miscallaneous steelwork 3,487

Pump and appurtenances 4,800

Hoist and tramway 6,500

. Subtotal - 42,417

Materials for Screen and Wiper Mecharnism Censtruction:

10,424

Perforated plate, steel ‘Subtotal 52,8541

Contingencies 8,159

TOTAL $61,000

«20~
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It was Mr. Hart's recommendation that the project be approved and $61,000
allccated for development, arnd that staff and the Department be authorized
to proceed substentially as planned.

IT WAS MOVED BY ASSEMELVWOMAN DAVIS, SECONDED BY ASSEMBLYMAN
DANMEMEYER, THAT THE JOINT INTERIM COMMITTEE RECUMMEND THE
WILZLIFE CONSERVATION BOARD APPROVE THE SCOTT VALLEY FISH
SCREEN PROJECT, SISKIYOU COUNTY; ALLOCATE $61,C00 FOR CONSTRUC-
TIGH; AND “UTHOP!ZE STAFF AND THE DEPARTMENT 0OF FISH AND GAME
TO FR&CEFD WITH THE PROJECT SUBSTANTIALLY AS PLANNED.

PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.
IT WAS MOVED BY MR. SHANNON, SECONCED BY MR. SHEEHAN, THAT.
THE WILDLIFE CONSERVATION BOARD APPROVE THE SCOTT VALLEY

FISH SCREEN PROJECT, SISKIYOU COUNTY; *ALLOCATE $51,000 FOR
CONSTRUCT : GN; 'ARD AUTHORIZE STAFF AND THE DEPARTMENT OF FISH
AND GAME TO PROCEED WITH THE PROJECT SUBSTANTIALLY AS PLANNED.
PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

San Diego (Ocean Béachl,Fishinq Pier Dedication

Mr. Hart gave a progress report of the pier construction which is due to
be completed the end of Jume or the first week of July. |t was reported
that the north arm of the '"'W'' has been completed and the contractor has
started on the scuth end. In view of the construction schedule, the City
of San Diego has suggested consideration of the Fourth of July for the
dedication date.

Mr. Elser asked if any of the Board members would be able to attend on this
date and whether there was a particular time of the day which would be more
suitable. -

Assemblywoman Davis suggested that the time be correlated with flights

from the north.

Senator Quick asked if consideration had been given to holding the dedica-
tion earlier, possibly in June, and Mr. Hart replied that it would be very
difficult to have such a dedication prior to the time the contractor has
completed the_job_and removed his equipment. A large crowd is anticipated
and because of 1iabiTtty and other problems, dedicating the pier before
completion and removal of construction equipment probably would not be
feasible.

Mr. Elser assured the Board members that they would be kept informed on the
progress of the pier construction and the pians for the dedication as they
are developed in coordination with the City of San Diego.

American River Anglihg Access - Status report

Mr. Hart reviewed that this proposal was explained by Mr. Nesbit at the
December 13, 1965, meeting and that it was a proposal to acquire 1% miles
of river frontage on the south bank of the American River. The WCB and
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the County of Sacramento were to cooperate on this acquisition of the
acreage offered for sale by the Natomas Company. The Board at that time
instructed the staff to proceed with the negotiations and the staff has
done so in conjunction with Sacramento County.

Just two days ago a revised proposal for sale and an a»praisal report from
the Natomas Company was received. |t appears that we are not together yet
on price and further negotiations will be necessary. It will also be neces=
sary to get the aprraisal evaluated. Mr. Hart stated it was staff's hope

to have the negotiations completed and a definite proposal for consideration
at the next meeting of the Wildlife Conservation Board.

Ltand and Water Consarvation Fund Procram = Status Report

This program and more particularly WCB participation therein was discussed
at the last Board meeting on December 13, 1965. Mr. Hart summarized that
on that same day the Land and Water Conservation Fund Committee reviewed
proposals for expenditure of federal matching funds available ($4.8 million)
and had recommended the WCB receive approximately $450,000 for proposed

" projects. It was pointed out by Mr. Hart that Mr. Shannon serves on this

committee and that Mr. Nesbit and Assemblywoman Davis had attended this

‘meeting. "

The amount of $462,370 for the WCB program was approved by the Resources

Agency Administrator and was included in the Governor's Budget as an-infor-
mational item. There is no known opposition, and it is assumed this item
will not be disapproved. .

These are federal funds which in the future would be advanced to the State
upon final State decision as to which projects the funds would be used for

~and upon approval by the Bureau of Qutdoor Recreation. The deadline for

submission of projects for next year's funds is July 1. Staff:plans to
submit a list of WCB projects which might be eligible under this program.
If funds are made available, projects from this list would be submitted

_for final Board consideration and ailocation of matching funds at a later

date.

Assemblywoman Davis suggested that the staff be authorized to proceed in
this general manner, with formal review and consideration of individual
projects by the Board at a later date as appropriate. Discussion ensued,
in which it was pointed out that this a brand new federal program, no one
seems to know just exactly how it will operate in the future, but that- this
is a general procedure that would be appropriate for WCB to follow.

Proposed San Pedro Fishing Pier, Los Angeles

Mr. Hart related that the Venice fishing pier has been-so successful that
the local people became interested in another fishing pier in the Los
Angeles area. ,

Presently there is no fishing ﬁier near San Pedro and the people of the area
are attempting to fish from commercial docks in the harbor. ' For the last
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two years staff has worked with representatives of the City of Los

Angeles and the San Pedro Chapter of the lzaak Walton League.of Amarica to
. locate a suitable site. .Last fall a proposal was made to build a pier in
the harbor area. The breakwater would provide a natural reef for fisheries

enhancement, as well as a protected site for very econcmical pier construc-
tion. ;

Just yesterday, Mr, Hart continued, Mr. William Frederickson of the City

of Los Angsies Parks and Recreation, stopped in the office and requested

an expression of WCB interest and participation in proceeding with preli=
minary planning for such a pier project in cooperation with the City of.

Los Angsles.

Assemblvman Dannemever asked, '"if peoplie can fish off the breakwater,
would it be good use ¢f public funds to build a project near an existing.
facility?" Mr. Hart exrlained that some of the breakwater have been closed
to fishing end that it is very difficult and at times dangerous to fish:
from it, if it were ailowed, He felt it would be-appropriate to negotiate
for a pqu|ule project in the bharbor, which scme people feel would be
better than building a pier_in the open ocean waters.

Both Senator Quick and Assemb!ywoman Davis fe]t that it would be in order

for the staff to be authorized to proceed with necessary studies for this
pier proposal, and it was so ordered by the Chairman.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 11:35 a.m.



Status of Funds

The amount allocated to projects from the Wiidlife Restoration Fund as of the
ciose of the meeting on April 15, 1956, aggregated $20,029,481.32%.

a. Fish Hatchery and Stocking Projects . . « o o o o 5 o+ o o o & $h,509,499.31
b. Fish Habitat Development and improvement Projects . . . . . . 2,924,263.22
1. Reservoir Constructicn or lwmprovement . . . 1,681,131,01

2. Stream Clearance and Improvement . . + .« + . 208,17¢.98
3. Stream Flow Maintenance Dams . + & + « o o & 539,503.32
Lir Marlneﬂabifat.........-....- 84]165£.
5. Fish Screens, Ladders & Weir Pro;ects 13973 511,321.39
c. Abglingphcchss Projeotsds.ni Regaeig JRQILsyT139% 03 §YIB] 9406 5,;35 2&3 22
1. cCoadtad Actbas ey Gi.neiisgiai$ngq.bus,J32] 706,713.¢6
2. River, Stream and Bay Access . « + « .+ + » » 1,374,328.8])
3. Lake, Reservoir, and Salton Sea Access . . . 1,836,530.90
i PIGUE . o = a o % » o % » & 4 s v & 5 5 & 3 J,0 ;00505

d' Game . Farm P.roj ects . - ’ L Ll - .. - Ll 2 - . . L . L] L - . - . - ]‘*6'894.h9
e. Game Habitat Development and Improvement Projects . . . . . . 6,024,196.32
1. -Waterfowl Areas . .. 4'c ¢ ¢ v s s v o4 v 5,515,665.48

2. Other Wildlife Manzgement Areas . « + « o & 70,081.72

3. Miscellaneous Game Habitat Development . . h38,h&9.12
f. HuntlngbBccessset.slapsq empe, g lgw, cgosigi,ogd, oy Jopleng 7'4 L78,753.75
g. MWiscellaneous Projects o aw. ngapo,ngde a3 piurglg § §0J8) 109, 238,297.04
s. Special Project Allocations . « v+ &« o ¢ o o« o o ¢+ s o« o o o & 58,500. 00
Less reimbursement for five completed APW projects . . . . - 86.1656.07

Total Aliocated to PFCJGC&o o Te e & I FOSTEE, 0 P, 14 9820,029,481, 30

#Includes rejmbursement under Federal Accelerated Public Works Program. 50% of
APW project costs reimburseabie to the State {reimbursement cannot exceed

$334,095).

Operating Costs:

FY L7/48 thru 62/63 Actual ¢« v ¢ o« « ¢ o o o & $830,842.55
FY 63/56h Estimated . « ¢« ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o o o o §7,143.00
FY 64465 Estimated « o o o « « « o o o s o & & 91,100,090
FY 65/66 ES"‘;H"IG""GU - L] L] . - . . L] L] - - » . 959866060
Total Actual and Estimated Cperating Costs .+ . + « . §1,104,891.55

Recapitulation:

Allocations for Frojects . . . . « . $20,029,481.32
Experses of Operation . « « « & o &+ & 13164 891.55

Total Expended or Obligated . . . 52%1,12%4,372.87
Total Funds Appropriated . . . . . . %19,500,000.00
Approp. made avaiiable 7/1/65 . . . . 750,000.00
Int. on Surplus Honey Inv. thru 12/31/65 853,819.28
Miscellaneous Revenue thru 64/65 FY . 133,846.79

Miscellaneous Revenue 65/66 . . . . . 24,211.48
Total SUM « « « ¢ « s « ¢ o o o o $21,261,677.55

Total Expended or Obligated . . 21,134,372.87
Avanable thru June 30, 1966 . . § 127,50%.68
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