Stream Restoration Update

At the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power’s
(DWP) bi-annual restoration meeting in Sacramento in
November DWP staff and consultants provided updates on
how 2003 operations and monitoring went, and informed the
Mono Lake Committee of what the streams can expect in
2004. The following are just afew highlights.

Runoff Forecasting

Because DWP's runoff forecast model was not able to
incorporate the significant increase in snowpack that occurred
this past April, the May 1st 2003 Mono Basin runoff forecast
was much lower than actual runoff and much lower than what
was projected for all the surrounding watersheds. The under-
forecast meant that peak stream flows for Rush Creek were 50
to 130 cubic feet per second (cfs) less than what they should
have been had the forecast, and thus the year-type, been
accurately projected. DWP is evaluating improvements to its
runoff forecast models.

Committee Requests Flow Test

At the April restoration meeting the Committee requested that
DWP release atest flow of 380 cfs down the newly-rehabili-
tated Mono Gate One Return Ditch (which rel eases water from
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Grant Lake Reservoir to Rush Creek). This request was denied.
In November, the Committee asked the State Water Resources
Control Board to order this release in 2004. 380 cfsisthe new
capacity of the ditch aswell as the flow required to be rel eased
when runoff exceeds 82.5% of average. Since the 1998
restoration order, Rush Creek has not received its required peak
flow (see Policy Notes, Summer 2001 Newsletter for details),
and the Committee believesit isimportant not to miss another
year and to make sure the ditch can handle the flow. In Decem-
ber the Committee met with DWP and is currently discussing
conditions under which atest flow may occur.

Fisheries Monitoring in Rush Creek

In 2004 there will be afish movement study in Rush Creek
conducted by Ross Taylor & Associates. The monitoring team
has questions about where large fish move in the stream and
why they find few fish past age three.

Tree Planting

InApril 2004, the Committee plansto plant cottonwood and
willow cuttings a the County Road culvert on Rush Creek. These
will bethefirg trees planted on Rush Creek Snce 1997. The
intention isto protect the culvert from erosion during high flows. <
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