





REPORT FOR THE MEETING OF
THE ADVISORY WATER COMMISSION OF THE SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY
FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
February 20, 2019

The regular meeting of the Adviscry Water Commission of the San Joaquin County Flood Control and
Water Conservation District was held on Wednesday, February 20, 2019, beginning at 1:00 p.m., at
Public Health Services, 1601 E. Hazelton Avenue, Stockten, California.

I Rell Call
Present were Commissioners Nomellini, Roberts, Swimley, DeGraaf, Starr, Winn, Herrick, Holbrook,
Hartmann, Meyers, Neudeck; Alternates Lazard, Houghton, Wright, Reyna-Hiestand, Heberle; Secretary
Nakagawa, Vice Chair Price, and Chairman McGurk.

Others present are listed on the Attendance Sheet. The Commission had a quorum.

Il Approval of Minutes for the January 16, 2019

Motion and second to approve the minutes of January 16, 2019 (Neudeck/Roberts). Vice Chair Price
noted a correction to the minutes, indicating that his quote was stated in the minutes in two locations
and indicated the latter quoie could be eliminated.

Unanimously approved.

SCHEDULED ITEMS

Mr. Tom McGurk, Chairman of the Advisory Water Commission (AWC), led the agenda.

1l. Discussion / Action ltems:

A. Election of Officers

There was a discussion regarding the election of officers for the AWC. All in attendance agreed
that the current officer and secretary positions should remain as they are (Chair: McGurk; Vice
Chair Price; and Secretary Nakagawa). Motion and second {Nomellini & Herrick) to keep the
current officers and secretary.

Unanimoustly approved.

B. Form 700
Secretary Nakagawa announced that Statement of Economic Interest Form 700 should be
submitted to San Joaguin County Public Works. Secretary Nakagawa asked to have the words

Advisory Water Commission written on the form.

C. 2019 Flood Forum — March 20, 2019
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Central Valley Flood Control Association will be holding its 2019 Flood Forum on March 20,
2019. The Flood Forum coincides with the next regularly scheduled Advisory Water Commission
meeting. Secretary Nakagawa stated that all AWC Commissioners and Alternates are invited to
attend the Flood Forum and the regisiration fee would be covered. The Advisory Water
Commission scheduled for March will be cancelled so that AWC Commission members could
attend the 2019 Flood Forum.

D. Discussion and Possible Action to Recommend Consultant Services Agreement to the
San Joaquin County Board of Supervisors for the Channel and Levee Maintenance
Services

Secretary Nakagawa stated that the next agenda topic is a follow up discussion from the January
186, 2019 AWC meeting. Secretary Nakagawa presented to the AWC recommending that the
AWGC recommend that the Board of Supervisors approve a consuiting services agreement for
Prop 218 district engineering services to incrementally fund flood conveyance and levee
maintenance services. The services would include the development of an assessment
methodology and the Engineer’'s Report; initiating public outreach and perferming balloting
activities. Secretary Nakagawa stated that the total not to exceed contract amount is $617,438.

Mr. Nakagawa also presented that the City of Stockion has a planned ballot measure for a sewer
rate increase, which in the public’s view, could be considered a competing ballot measure. He
added that many of the early stakeholder interviews placed a lower priority on flood issues,
compared to concerns such as homelessness, crime, jobs, and the economy. [n light of the
timing of the City of Stockion’s baliot measure, staff recommends pushing the proposed flood
maintenance ballot process to fall 2019. Secretary Nakagawa added that pushing the ballot
measure back to the fall also allowed for more public outreach and it could align with the flood
preparedness week sponsored by DWR in October. The exira press could help the ballot
measure.

Alternate Heberle asked if it would be possible to push the ballot measure forth in the spring and
repeat it in the fall if it fails initially. The response was that the cost of pushing the ballot measure
forth twice would be costly.

Commissioner Price, Mr. Balaji, and Mr. Stone discussed the channel maintenance reserves and
that postponing the Prop 218 is financially feasible while not putting the system at risk.

Commissioner Neudeck brought up suggestions concerning rates and how the supplemental
assessment was going to be presentied. He stated that it would be beneficial for the *total
assessment” to be included in the messaging so that the public didn't find the message to be
disingenucus. Commissioner Neudeck advised that the public could react negatively if this
message wasn't put forth thoughtfully.

Mr. Balaji agreed with Commissioner Neudeck'’s point and asked for clarification on how best to
explain the rate chart. Mr. Seth Wuerzel, of LWA, explained the assessment amounts that he
developed and provided details on the reasoning for the methodology. Ms. Kim Floyd, who is
heading the public outreach effort, mentioned that the increase in service ameunts would not be
vortrayed as a standalone fee to the public.

Commissioner Wright asked If there was a breakdown of agricultural, residential, and industrial
lands. Ms. Floyd stated that the majority of the land was residential.
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it was noted that ballots would be sent to property owners only; it is nhot a registered voter
assessment. [t is weighted and apporticned based on the special benefits received by each
parcel.

A motion was made and seconded (Holbrook/WWright) to recommend te the Board of Supervisors
approval of consultant services agreement for Prop 218 assessment district engineering to
incrementally fund required flood conveyance and levee maintenance services, and to approve
commencement of ballot proceedings in fall 2019. The motion unanimously passed.

E. Discussion and Possible Action to Recommend to the San Joaquin County Board of
Supervisors on Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Plan

Secretary Nakagawa provided an overview of the San Joaquin County IRWM Plan. Benefits of
the plan were discussed. Secretary Nakagawa provided four specific recommendations for
consideration to be taken to the Board of Supervisors.

Supervisor Chuck Winn mentioned the importance of sending information to the board only after
all the issues have been resolved and with precise goals in mind.

Commissioner Nomellini was concerned that there were changes after the previous meeting.
Commissioner Hartman menticned that he wanted to increase productivity and inclusivity; he
would prefer to work on accomplishing tasks rather than just rubber stamping. Commissioner
Hartman believes that the AWC has the personnel needed to accomplish the work related to this
task. Commissioner Holbrook brought up that there was already DAC representation. Secretary
Nakagawa brought up the SGMA DAC representation. Commissioner Nomellini staied that the
DAC representatives do not need fo be members of public entities.

Commissioner de Graaf wanted to clarify the specifics behind the moticn, particularly if there was
a specific number of people that could act as disadvantaged community representatives.

A motion was made and seconded (Nemellini/Hartmann) to accept the staff the recommendation.
The motion unanimously passed.

F. Planning and Discussion on the Future Board of Supervisors Workshop on Water
It was stated that a future workshop will be developed for the Board of Supervisors on water
matters. Commissiocner Holbrook asked that agencies each give their own updates to the Board
so that the Board has a complete view of what is being done. Commissioner Winn stated that
workshop timing is being worked out, that evening sessions are being considerad, and that a
global view of water issues will be the focus.

G. Standing Updates

1. Sacramento — San Joaquin Delta {See Attached}

Secretary Nakagawa mentioned new appointments to the State Water Resources Control
Board. Supervisor Chuck Winn stated that Governor Newsom met with the Supervisors and
already seemed well versed on water issues. Alternative tunnel solutions were offered and
Governor Newsom had a desire to meet again.
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VI

Supervisor Chuck Winn alsc mentioned that Governor Newsom spoke of 3.5 million new
homaes in 5 years and believes a large portion will be built in the central valley, which could
raise concerns with water.

2. Sustainabie Groundwater Management Act — SGMA (See Attached)

Secretary Nakagawa mentioned a schedule of policy issues and a deliverables plan. The
time table is very tight, but the work and all involved parties seem to be on track.

3. Fiood Management and Water Resources Activities

No comments were provided

Informational ltems:

. February 5, 2019, modbee.com, “Lawsuits from Cenfral Valley, Bay Area Keep State

‘Water Grab’ Tied up in Courts.”

. February 12, 2019, modbee.com, “Felicia Marcus Removed from State Water Board. ‘It

y oy

Was Time for a Change.

Public Comment: Public comments, adopted by the Advisory Water Commission on January
17, 2018, will be limited to 3-minutes, unless extended to the discretion of the Chair.

Mary Elizabeth from the Sierra Club had concerns with the ambiguity in the rates that property
owners would pay. Ms. Elizabeth asked how much money single family property owners would
pay compared to agricultural property owners. She also wanted more disclosure on the
evaluation of benefits. Ms. Elizabeth expressed concern about entering into a contract without a
scope of work or discussion of money to be spent. The mention of rubber stamping being
brought up at such an early stage was concemning io Ms. Elizabeth. It was also mentioned that
there were stakeholders that were not represented by the Advisory Water Committee and that
there needed to be a coniinuance of the groundwater authority to ensure full representation. Ms.
Elizabeth mentioned that there were always concerns when it came tc disadvantaged
communities; it was stated that hoiding meetings during the early afternoons made it
burdensome on a lot of people.

Ms. Elizabeth also mentioned that from 5:00 to 7:30 P.M. at 338 E Market Street, Catholic
Charities along with the Fathers and Families organization was holding an SB 1000 workshop.

Commissioner's Comments:

No comments given.

Next Regular Meeting: April 17, 2019 at 1:00 p.m.

VII.

Pubklic Health Conference Room

Adjournment: 2:48 P.M.










Advisory Water Commission
PUBLIC COMMENT FORM

PLEASE PRESS CLEARLY & PRESS FIRMLY DATE 2 2O 7

If you wish to address the Advisory Water Commission, please complete this form and
return to the meeting recorder before the start of the Advisory Water Commission
meeting. Completion of this form is voluntary. Public comments are limited to three
{3) minutes.

NAME: M@tﬂi\) gh?‘/(wf) PHONE:
ooress. TO Dov AHT Srkn ca 75104

AGENDA ITEM NO: \/

OTHER:

Please, No Personal Attacks.

Adopted by the Advisory Water Commission 1/17/18
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Agenda

Introduction (2 Mins)

Meeting Purpose & Goals (3 Mins)
MOU Matrix (15 Mins)

Next Steps (5 Mins)







Meeting Purpose & Goals

m Purpose:
— Introduce potential MOU elements for Greater San Joaquin County
(GSJC) Region
m Process:
- Review MOU matrix

Goals:
- Understand MOU matrix layout

- At May meeting, leave with direction on elements to include in an
MOU




MOU Matrix

m Handouts
- Matrix summarizing MOU elements from 4 IRWM Regions

- MOUs for East Stanislaus, Southern Sierra, Coachella, and San Diego
IRWM Regions

m Matrix Notes

- @Qrouped into 5 categories; Preamble, Administrative, Representation,
Financing, and Public Qutreach

— Each row represents similar elements across the 4 example IRWM
Regions

- Some elements are common to some or all Regions; others are only
found in 1 Region




Next Steps

B Homework:
- Debrief today’s meeting with leadership & staff

- Discuss with your leadership and staff about potential MOU elements
to include in GSJC Region MOU

~ Coordinate with Brandon

m May 15" Advisory Water Commission Meeting:
- Leave with direction on elements to include in an MOU




Memorandum of Understanding
Southern Sierra Regional Entity
(Date of Signing) 2009

This Memorandum of Undetstanding (MOU) is entered into by and among the members of the
Plapoing Committee with regard to the formation of the Southern Sierra Integrated Reglonal Water
Management Plan (IRWMP). The overarching vision of the IRWMP is to mecet the integrated water
needs of the people and watersheds of the South Sierra IRWMP region now and into the future. ‘The
IRWMP will be developed in three phases: 1) a formation (launch) phase to develop and submit an
application to the Califoraia Department of Water Resources (DWR) for a Planning Grant; 2) a
planning phase to develop the Southern Sterra IRWMP and; 3) an implementation phase to
implement the plan. The Southern Sierra Regional Water Management Group (hereinafter seferred
to as the “Southern Sietra Planning Committee” ot “Planning Committee”) will be realized through
this MOU for the purpose of phases one and two of the IRWMP.

1

1.1

1.2

Purpose

This MOU is a statement of mutual understanding among the Planning: Comimnittee members

to acknowledge the intentions of the parties and provide for cooperative action regarding:

= The roles and responsibilities of the parties in IRWMP formation, including the sources of
funds and in-kind technical assistance

8 The structure that wilt be used to exchange information with the Southern Sierra Planaing
Committee, Coordinating Committee, and other interested patties, and the public to
provide for technical review and public support for formation of the IRWMD,

®  The penetal work plan that Southern Sierra stakeholders will complete to form the
IRV/MP.

Dutration of this Memotrandum of Understanding

This MOU will remain in effect from the date of signing for 3 years or until replaced by
another form of agreement by the Southern Sierra IRWMP Planning Committee.

Southern Sietra Preamble from the IRWMDP

This IRWMP is not intended to, and it does not, impose legally binding requirements on the
entities that adopt or participate in the IRWMP. The IRWMDP’s purpose is to summarize the
process and the plan developed by the Southern Sierra Region stakeholders to meet their
common goals of achieving sustainable water supplies and uses, improved water quality,
environmental stewardship, efficient urban development, protection of agriculture, and a
strong economy.

Although the IRWMP refers to many legally bmding statutory and regulatory provisions—
such as general plans, zoning ordinances, water quality plans, and various permits, licenses,
and approvals; its purpose in doing so is to ensure that the IRWMTP is consistent and
compatible with those existing legal obligations. Rather than adding to or modifying the
present legal and regulatory environment, the IRWMP s intended to streambne and improve
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2.2

the stakeholders’ ability to operate and succeed within that envitonment. Thus, the TRWMDP
provides guidance to, but does not impose any mandates upon, the water agencies, land use
agencies, local governments, watershed organizations and others who adopt the IRWMP.

Background

IRWMP Formation

The Southern Sierra Planning Committee intends to launch an TRWMDP Planning process,
which will culminate 1 submitting a Planning Grant Proposal to DWR soon after final
guidelines are released.

IRWMP Adoption

Any organizations, agencies or individuals that support the Southern Sierra IRWM Plan may
adopt it. These include such organizations as water agencies, conservation groups, agriculture
representatives, businesses, tribal groups, land use entitics, and local, state, federal agencics
and private entities with an intetest in the Southern Sierra.

Southern Sietrra IRWMP Geographic Boundaries

The Southern Sierra IRWMDP boundaries will include the foothills and mountain headwaters
regions of the Kern, Tule, Kaweah, Kings, and San Joaquin watersheds. These watersheds
coves: the Sierra Nevada portion of Madera, Fresno, Tulare, and Kern Counties. The primary
boundary includes the Sierra Nevada lcosystem Project (SNEP) boundaries, but is adapted to
sync with neighboring IRWMP efforts.

8 To the east, the Southern Sierra IRWMDP boundary 1s defined by the Sierra Nevada crest.

o Rationale: Waters flowing to the west from the Sierra crest are source waters for
foothill uses and management. Precipitation falling west of the crest drain the
western slope of the mountain range and are connected hydrologically with the
Tulare and San Joaquin basins.

8 To the north, the Southern Sierra IRWMP is defined by the Upper San Joaquin watershed.

o Rationale: The upper San Joaquin River basin is split between Fresno and Madera
Counties, but the river is managed across counties. The issues on either side of the
county line are similar, but contrast sharply with downstream users in mntensive
agricultural areas outside of the Sierra Nevada Region. The San Joaquin watershed
shares many of the same issues with watersheds further south in the region.

#  To the west, the Southern Sierra IRWMP is considering a boundary including the foothill
areas of the region’s watersheds.

o To the Kings River Area, the SSIRWMP boundary extends the District boundaries of
the Tti Valley, Orange Cove, Hills Valley Water Districts east of the towns of
Orange Cove, Orost and Hast Orosi. East of the City of I'resno, the boundary
extends to the boundaries of the ['tesno Metropolitan Flood Control District, the
Toternational Water District and the Garfield Water District,

m  Rationale: This boundary was negotiated with the Upper IKings River Forum
Regional Water Management Group to match UKRIF boundaries.

o]




o In the Kaweah Delta area, the SSIRWMP boundary extends to the Kaweah reservoir
ot the 600-foot contour in the Kaweah River Drainage. Further, the boundary
tollows the RWQCB Trripated [ands Program and generally follows surface water-
ground water usage boundaties. In the aquaculture/Tewis/Avocado acea, the
boundary will be the 6007 elevation contour and squared to section lines; the
agriculture north of Flderwood will be in the KDRWMG. In Davis Valley, the
Westside has small, irrigated lands while the east and the north are rangeland. The
boundary will follow section lines in these areas. In Dry Creek, the boundary will
follow land use: irrigated lands will be part of the KDWMG and grazing land will be
in the SSIRWMP. In Mehrten Valley, the 600° contour will be the guide, most of the
valley will be in KIDRWMG. [n Yokohl Valley, most of the western valley will be in
the KDRWMG while the castern portion of the valley will be in the SSTRWMP, 1n
Round Valley, east of Lindsay, the KDRWMG will include a few small ateas east of
the ILP, the boundary will again be based on land use and squared to the section

lines.

& Rationale: This boundaty was negotiated with the Kaweah Delta Water
Consetvation District Regional Water Management Group to match
KDWCD boundaries.

o In the Tule River Area, the SSIRW/MP boundary includes the Tule River Indian
Reservation and down to approximately the 600-foot contour i all forks of the Tule
and squared to section lines. The Deer Creck Tule River Authority planning area will
follow irrigated lands while the SSTRWMI will follow rangeland.

¥ Rationale: This boundaty was negotiated with the Deer Creek-Tule River
Authority Regional Water Management Group to match that region’s
planning boundaries.

® T'o the south, the Southern Sierra JRWMTP boundary 1s defined by the Tulare-I ern County

line.

o Rationzle: the Kern watetshed’s water resources will be managed by both SSIRWMP
and Kern County Water Agency IRWMP. The two entities will work collaboratively
i the watershed across the county boundary.

2.3 Planning Horizon
The Southern Sicrra planning and implementation horizon is approximately thirty years into
the futute, in the range of 2038-2040. Howcever, many Southern Sierra discussions and actions
will be guided by a longer time horizon of up to fifty years into the future.

2.4 Joining and Leaving the Southern Sierra IRWMP Planning Committee

Any water stakeholder organization may join the Southern Sierra IRVWMP as part of the
Planning Committee (see below for description). Water stakeholders could include, but are
not limited to such ogganizations as: water agencies, conservation groups, agriculture
representatives, businesses, tribal groups, land use entities, and local, state, federal agencies
and private entities with an mterest in the Southern Sierra, A group who wants to join the
Southern Sierra IRWMP should notify the Planning Comimittee of their inteat to join and sign
this MOU to signify their good faith effort to join.

[S*]
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Any entity who would like to discontinue their participation in the Southern Sierra TRWMP
may do so at any time. This MOU is non-hinding and non-regulatory. The Southern Sierra
IRWMTP Planning Committee only asks that any member who wants to leave, notify the rest
of the Planning Committee at which point they will no longer be a member of the Planning
Committee of the Scuthern Sierra IRWMP.

Program Management Structure

Planning Committee

The Planning Committee is the decision-making body during the SSIRWMP formation
process, In that context it will oversee and approve major programiatic decisions such as
funding applications and performance measures. The Planning Committee will set the overall
strategic direction for formation of the IRWMP. During the planning phase, the Planning
Committee or its designated Work Groups will meet at least every other month,

Membership

The first Planning Committee membership will be comprised of those who sign this
Memorandum of Understanding. These membets will commit to approximately three years on
the Planning Committee or until the SSIRWMP is complete.

The Planning Committee strives to ensure its membership represents a broad range of
interests, including: water supply, water quality, environment/habitat, recteation, agriculture
and ranching, resource management, hydropower, cities/counties, sanitation, othet water
resource management areas, economically disadvantaged local communities and individual
local stakeholders interested and willing to participate. In order to cover these interests,
members may include, but are not limited to: water agencies, resoutce agencies, conservation
groups, tribes, agricultural and ranching interests, citics, counties, education organizations,
disadvantaged community representatives, private landowners, and businesses.

Planning Committee membership will be comprised of those who sign this MOU before
submission of the planning grant proposal. Planning Committee members must be commitied
to ensuring long-term ecosystem health of the areas watersheds, water supply, water quality,
involvement of the local communities, especially disadvantaged communities; and the
protection, preservation and restoration of natural resources of the Southern Sierra region;
and agree to work constructively with others.

The Project Manager will check in with Planning Committee members on regular basis to
reconfirm their intent to actively participate and their primary representative. This will not be
binding or require the member to re-sign the MOU. This activity is merely intended to give
the Project Manager and Planning Comumittee the most updated list of active Planning
Committee members and primary and alternate representatives. Membership in the Planoing
Committee may change to accommodate evolving circumstances, such as changes in
individual organizational capacity or participation.

Planning Committce members agree they will strive to support the Southern Sierra TRWMP
through a vatiety of suppotting activities, which may include in-kind contributions and/or

funding.




3.1.2 Representation

3.2

4.1

4.2

Hach member organization will identify their lead representative for the Planning Committee
and will make their hest effort to attend Planning Committee mectings to make decisions.
Planning Committee membets may choose to identify alternates but they are encouraged to
have one representative attend the IRWMDP Planning Committee meetings for consistency.

Coaordinating Commitiee

The Coordinating Committee, appointed by the Planning Committee, is a smaller,
representative group of the Planning Commmittee that meets between Planning Committee
meetngs to assist staff with process planning, recommendations for process modifications,
commugpications, and other issues for which staff needs advice. The Coordipating Committee
may also provide more consistent fiscal oversight in helping to manage the IRWMP with the
fiscal sponsor. Ultimate decision-making still resides with the Planning Committee.
Membership in the Coordinating Committee may change to accommodate evolving
circumstances (such as changes in individual organizational capacity or participation history)
by consensus of the Planning Committee. The Coordinating Comimittee meets every month
during planning stages and then every other month thereafter. This schedule could change
again duting implementation planning,

‘The Coordinating Committee may play 2 role in developing substantive proposals and policy,
at the request and subject to the approval of the Planning Committee, but has no decision-
making authority.

Formation Funding

Funding

Funding for the launch and planning phases will come from grants, Southern Sierra IRWMP
anticipates that financial support for the regional entity will ultimately come from projects
funded through the Southern Sierra IRWMP, but during the formation period {the formation
period will end with a planning grant from IDWR or other organization) will come from a
portion of the launch and planning grants,

The Planning Committee agrees they will strive to support the Southern Sierra IRWMP
through variety of supporting activities during the formation period.

Fiscal Agent

Fiscal Agent for IRWMD Taunch
Sequoia Riverlands Trust shall serve as Fiscal Agent for the Southern Sterra IRWMP Launch

phase. Duties include administering grant funds, coordinating meetings for the Coordinating
Committee and Plannine Committee, making meeting notes and notices publicly available
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maintaining a webpage where JRWMP documents can be accessed.

Fiscal Agent for Planning Grant

The Planning Committee will choose a Fiscal Agent for the Southeen Sierra Planaing Grant
Proposal to DWR and the Planning Phase. This entity will have custody and responsibility for
adniinistering all funds of the Southern Sierra regional entity, including without limitation
deposit and dishursement of said funds and accounting of all business transactions of the




5.1

5.2

5.3

regional entity. Fiscal oversight will still be performed by the Planning Committee and
Coordinating Cotninittee.

Any budget line item change over $1,000 should be considered by the Coordinating
Comumittee, as the fiscal oversight of the IRWMP.

Any budget line item change over $16,000 must be reviewed and approved by the Planning
Comimittee

Annual Financial Reporting

At the close of each calendat (o1 fiscal) year, the fiscal agent(s) and individual project partners
shall provide a complete accounting of fiscal activity related to Southern Sierra [IRWMP and
associated projects to the Planning Committee.

Public Outreach and Participation

Planning Committee Mectings

The Planning Committee will meet at least every other month and schedule additional
meetings if necessary to ensure effective planning of the SSIRWMDP. All Planning Committee
meetings are open to the public. Interested parties are welcome and encouraged to attend to
share concerns about the Plan and learn about the IRWMP. Highlights from the Planning
Committee meetings shall be distributed to the Southern Sierra Planning Committee and
posted on the web for public viewing,

Public Forum / Interested Parties

The public forum refers to the general public and broad range of organizations intetested in
the Southern Sierra process that seek information about Southern Sierra activities either by
attendance at mectings or through other means of communication. The Southeen Sierra
[RWMP maintains an interested party or stakeholder email list. Email list participants receive
notce of all Southern Sierra meetings and all other announcements about the Southern Sierra
planning process.

Public Noticing and Transparency

Southern Sierra mectings are noticed via an inclusive email list discussed above, In addition,
Southern Sierra IRWMP will begin sending meeting announcements to all the public agencies
involved in the process and encourage them to post Southern Sierra Planning Committee
meetings on their web pages and to announce through agency noticing procedures. Planning
Committee member entities are not responsible for compliance by Southern Sierra with public
agency noticing requirements, 'I'he Southern Siecra IRWMDP shall maintain a publicly
accessible website displaying a calendat of meetings, agendas, mecting notes, list of
participants, and when appropriate, a brief description of accomplishments, pastners and
overall mission of the TRWMD.

In preparation for Planning Committee meetings, which will involve decision-making, the
Planning Cormamittee will be noticed that there is a deciston-making meeting 2 weeks in
advance of the meeting. This notice can be by email with the agenda if available at that time.




5.4 Briefings and Outreach

Southern Sierra IRWMP stakcholders representing their own organizations regularly conduct
briefings with local elected officials and other organizations interested in Southern Sierra or in
which Scuthern Sierra IRWMP would like to extend its reach. Scuthern Sierra IRVWMP
periodically prepares bricfings marterials and makes presentations at conferences and meetings.
Only the Projcct Manager or a designated representative may make public statements on
behalf of the Southetn Sierra IRMWP as an entity.

6  Planning Committee Decision Making
6.1  Decision Making Rule

6.1.1 Consensus as the Fundamental Principle

"The Planning Committee shall base its decision-making on consensus {agreement among all
members) m all of its decision-making, Working toward consensus is a fundamental principle
of the Southern Sierra IRWMD process.

6.1.1.1 Definition of “Consensus”

In reaching consensus, some Planning Committee members may strongly endorse a particular
proposal while others may accept it as "workable.” Others may be only able to “live with it.”
Still others may choose to “stand aside” by verbally noting a disagreement, yet allowing the
group to reach a consensus without them if the decision does not affect them or compromise
their interests. Any of these actions stll constitutes consensus.

Since the IRWMP has no regulatory authority, any decisions it makes cannot regulate or force
another entity against its will to take an action not in its interest. All decisions and projects will
be made and developed under the consensus rule except as noted in Section 6.1.1.2 below.

6.1.1.2 Workgroups
Workgroups give input and recommendations to the Planning Committee. But all decisions
will be approved by the Planaing Committee as a whole.

6.1.1.2 Less than 100% Consensus Decision Making

The Planning Committee shall not limit itself to strict consensus if 100% agreement among
all participants cannot be reached after all interests and options have been thoroughly
identified, explored, discussed and considered. Less-than-consensus decision-making shall
not be undertaken lightly. If, after full exploration and discussion, the Planning Committee
cannot come to 100% agreement, it will use the less-than-consensus decision-making
protocols as described below. For proposals or the Plan to be endorsed by the Planning
Committee, 1t must pass the test identified in (a) below.

a) Broad Support of the Planning Committee Membership

The Plan or proposal must be endorsed by 75% of the total number of acfive members of the
Planning Committee. (In other words, the Plan cannot be opposed by more than 25% of the
total number of getive members of the Planning Committee.) .4etive participation is defined in
Section 6.1.1.3.




6.1.1.3  Definition of Active Participation by Planning Committee Members

Active participation means regular attendance at Planning Committee mectings; regular
patticipation in at least one Work Group or ensuring that a designee of the Planning
Commitree member’s organization participates in a Work Group under the Planning
Committee member’s close guidance; and reviewing planning and other written documents
before discussions or decisions will be made. It is understood that occasionally Planning
Committec members may aced to miss a Planning Committee or Work Group meeting, or
both meetings. If there is a question as to whether a Planning Committee member should be
considered “zctive” for putposes of decision-making, the Coordinating Committee will make
that determination by communicating with the member or determining whether the
stakeholdert is active or not based on recent participation.

7 Revisions to the MOU

Any revisions to this MOU must be made through the decision-making process outlined in
the section above on decision-making.
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process planning, recommendations for process modifications, communications, and
other issues for which staff needs advice; may also continue to provide more consistent
fiscal oversight; and may also play a role in developing substantive proposals and policy,
at the request and subject to the approval of the Planning Committee. Additionally, the
Coordinating Committee will help to prepare for RWMG meetings by reviewing and
helping to develop meeting materials, and by reviewing draft work products, as needed.

3.7 Additional Membership Requirement
Members of the RWMG must be part of a public agency, an arganization, a business, a
California Native American Tribe, or other group that represents a public interest and has
signed the M.O.U. The M.O.U. identifies the primary representative and alternate; to
keep information up to date, members are required to submit a letter written on
letterhead indicating if their primary representative or alternate changes. Alternates are
encouraged to attend as much as possible to maintain continuity of the discussions. A
single person may represent more than one agency, organization, business, Tribe, or other
group, so long as they have documentation of their role from each entity they represent.
The RWMG does not include individual members of the public. Individual members of the
public who are interested in and concerned about the Southern Sierra IRWMP are
requested to join the list of interested parties (see section 5.2.1}).

5.2.1 Additional Information on Public Forum / Interested Parties
[This section augments the existing 5.2 Public Forum / Interested Parties]
All interested parties are welcame to attend and participate in RWMG meetings and other
Southern Sierra IRWMP events. As specified in the existing M.O.U., the RWMG maintains
a list of interested parties for the purpose of noticing meetings and other public events,
and sharing news and information. The list may also be used to solicit feedback to the
RWNMG at appropriate times. The list includes individual members of the public, as well as
members of agencies, organizations, businesses, Tribes, or other groups that have an
interested in or are concerned about the Southern Sierra IRWMP but do not sign the

Memorandum of Understanding.

3.8 Work Group Designation
The RWMG may choose to create work groups to advance specific tasks outside of RWMG
meetings. The RWMG will specific a clear purpose for any work group and, as applicable,
also specify the tasks or work products and corresponding timelinte for the work group.
All work groups will provide a status update on their activities at the RWMG meetings. All
work products will be submitted in draft to the RWMG for adoption. While the work
groups may make day-to-day decisions to advance their efforts, the work groups have no
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desired information does not exist, the work group decides whether it can be
generated in a timeframe that is consistent with the RWMG’s work plan; if not, the
wark group agrees to continue its joint fact-finding effort and ultimately make a
recommendation the absence of ideal information.

4. Atits second or subsequent meetings, the work group reviews new information and
seeks consensus on what to recommend to the RWMG. If the work group makes a
sincere effort but cannot reach consensus, it may provide more than one set of
recommendations to the RWMG.

5. When recommendations are ready, the work group presents these to the RWMG
and answers any substantive or procedural guestions from RWMG members. The
intent is to provide recommendations in an open, transparent, and educative way
that supports informed decision-making. The RWMG in turn seeks consensus an
what recommendation(s) to adopt. The RWMG may request the work group to
conduct additional fact-finding and report back.

6. The final recommendation adopted by the RWMG is recorded in the Issue Summary,

as well as the standard meeting summary that is made publicly available on the

website,
During the joint fact-finding process, the work group will update the RWMG as to its

progress during the RWMG's regular meetings.

15



Keglonal vwater Vianagement Group/Flanning Comimnitice
e]RWMP decision-making body

eMembership: water agencies, resource agencies, conservation groups,
Counties, Tribes, etc. from geographic scope of IRWMP (open to those
interested in water resources management)

eDecision-making: consensus-based with a default for supermajority vote
| with representation from major interests.

| eMeetings open to the public

Coordmatmg Commlttee o
e Prowdes reoommendatmns and guldance to IRWMP staff and o
consultants for managmg IRWMP, preparatlon for meetmgs draftmg s
Proposed pohcnes and planmng tools - g e (%
i Membershlp representatmn from maJor mterests and geo graphie area e
~of IRWMP. Must also be members of Planmng Commxttee | o
o Size: Keep this Comlmttee at a small workable number. Suggest 8.
e Frequency of Meetings: Meets every month durmg Plannmg stages and
_every other month thereafter, - T R o
o Deczsmn makmg No decision-making authorlty Proposes 1deas to the
Plannmg Committee for de0131on makmg | L |

Grantee (1 entity)
(DWR eligibility: Non-profit or public institution)
e Administration of grants and funds including contracting, reporting,
4 invoicing
‘| eGrants awarded to fiscal sponsor on behalf of the IRWMP
e[ cader in region and for IRWMP
eContractor with DWR

Legal Authority (3 entities)
(DWR criteria: 3 public agencies, 2 with authority over water.)
{ ¢One of three entities will be fiscal sponsor for DWR Planning
I Grant
I eMembers of Planning Committee/members of Coordinating
Committee
I eDecision-making: none, these entities will make consensus
decisions as part of the Planning Committee.
eFrequency of meetings: none. Group members may be part of the
Coordinating Committee to engage in IRWMP coordination.




MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
BETWEEN CITY OF SAN DIEGO
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, and SAN DIEGO COUNTY WATER AUTHORITY
for the ,
INTEGRATED REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
For Fiscal Years 2012-2016 '

This Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the San Diego County Water
Authority (Water Authority); the City of San Diego, a municipal agency (City), and the County
of San Diego, a political subdivision of the State of California (County), sets forth the respective
roles of Water Anthority, City and County in regard to the Integrated Regional Water
Management (IRWM) Plan and Program, Water Authority, City and County are sometimes
referred to in this MOU collectively as the “Parties” and individually as “Party.”

This MOU replaces the Memotanduin of Understanding (March 25, 2009), as amended,
between City, County, and Water Authority for Fiscal Years 2009-2013 for the IRWM Grant
Program. ‘

RECITALS:

L. The California Legislature enacted SBX2 1 (Perata, Chapter 1 Statutes of 2008), the
Integrated Regional Water Management Planning Act, which repealed and re-enacted Part 2.2 of
Division 6 of the Water Code relating to integrated regional water management plans, SBX2 1
provides that a regional water management group may prepare and adopt an integrated regional
water managetent (IRWM) plan.

2. In November 2002, Proposition 50, the Water Security, Clean Drinking Water, Coastal
and Beach Protection Act, authorized the Legislature to appropriate fundiug for competitive
grants for IRWM projects.

3, In November 2006, Proposition 84, the Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality and Supply,
Flood Control, River and Coastal Protection Act, authorized the Legislature to appropriate
funding for competitive grants for [RWM projects,

4, The intent of the IRWM Grant Program (Program) established in accordance with
Propositton 50 and SBX2 1, is to encourage integrated regional strategies for management of
watet resources and to provide funding, through competitive grants, for projects that protect
communities from drought, protect and improve water quality, promote environmental
stewardship, and improve local water security by reducing dependence on imported water.

3. "To qualify as a regional water management group (RWMG) and comply with the

Program Guidelines (Guidelines) established under Proposition 50 and SBX2 1, at least three
agencies must participate in the group; two of the agencies must have statutory authority over
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water management that may include watcn supply, watel quality, flood control, or stormwater
management.

6. In 2005, the Parties established an RWMG that consists of Water Authority, which has
statutory authority over water management; City, which has statutory authority over water
management, water quality, wastewater, flood management and stormwater; and County, which
has statutory authority over water quality, stortuwater and flood control in the unincorporated
area. ¢

7. The Parties understand that only through a collaborative effort with the many
stakeholders involved in water management planning can the [RWM Plan process be successful
in the San Diego region.

8 As part of the public outreach and stakeholder involvement effort, the Parties established
the Regional Advisory Committee (RAC), which comprises up to 32 representatives appointed
by the Partics from the water management areas of water supply, water quality and natural
resources/watersheds management; and representatives of businesses, academia and iribes, as
well as other interested members of the public. The purpose of the RAC is to make
recommendations to the Partics on key issues related to IRWM planning and grant applications.

9. The Parties, acting with positive recormmendations from the RAC, completed the first San
Dicgo IRWM Plan (Plan) in 2007. Subsequently, the Parties have received funding for planning
and implementation of projects from. the California Department of Water Resources (DWR).
Additional funding is available to.the San Diego IRWM Program from Proposition 84, approved
by California voters in 2006,

10, To qualify for P10p051t10n 84 IRWM fundmg, a planmng region must have an IRWM _
Plan that complies with the requirements of California Water Code Section 83002(b)(3)(B), or
must have committed to bringing its plan into compliance within two yeazs of receiving such
funding,

11. A Local Project Sponsor (LPS) is a proponent of an individual project that witl be funded as
part of an IRWM Program grant from the State or other future funding agencies. An LPSmay
be Water Authority, County, City, a Water Authority member agency, a municipality, a local
agency or a non-profit organization, _

12. Tlﬁs MOU consists of five major components: general grant obligations, San Diego
IRWM Plan update, IRWM grant administration, the role of the RAC, and funding for IRWM
Program management. :

Now, therefore, in consideration of the above incorporated recitals and mutual
obligations of the Parties herein expressed, the Parties agree as follows:

1. General Graﬁt Obligations

a. The Parties are equal partners in the development and submmission of RWM grant
applications. All Parties shall provide timely reviews and approvals before grant




applications are submitted.

Water Authority shall submit thé grant applications to the funding agency on behalf of
the Partics.

To expedite the grant application process, Water Authority shall provide initial funding
for a consultant to develop the applications. The total cost of the consultant and
applications shall be shared by the parties consistent with Section 5 of this MOU.

The funding commitment by the Parties under Section 5 of this MOU assumes that the
Parties will continue to pay or provide in-kind services as allowed for the entire cost of
grant applications for the IRWM Program. As part of the IRWM Plan Update described
in Section 2 of this MOU, the Parties agree to study the concept of obtaining funding
from other sources to fully or partially defray the cost of grant applications,

Water Authority shall be responsible for administering funding for projects that are
receiving IRWM Program grant funding with respect to submitting invoices and
quarterly reports to the funding agency, distributing funding to LPS, and processing
contract amendments as applicable.

The Parties shall share equally in any and all contractual liability, regardless of nature
ot type, which arises out of or results from a LPS’s performance of services under ifs
apreement with the Water Authority. The Parties shall share equally in any of the
default provisions listed in the grant agreements received by the Parties, The Water
Authority also agrees lo pursue contractual remedies.

Fach Party shall procure and maintain during the period of this MOU insurance from
insurance companies admitted to do business in the State of California or shall self-
insure to cover any contractual liability resulting from the conditions referenced in
Section 1f,

2. San Diego IRWM Plan Update

a,

b.

The Parties are equal partners in the update of the Plan. Water Authority shall contract
with a consultant to update the Plan in compliance with the Guidelines and schedulc
established by DWR, and submit the updated Plan to DWR,

The update of the Plan shall be contingent upon receipt of grant funding for this
purpose.

3, IRWM Grant Contracts Administeation

&

The Water Authority shall administer and manzige [RWM prant agreements, administer
the LPS contracts, develop and maintain a reporting and invoicing program, and
communicate project and agreement progress fo the RWMG, RAC, and the funding
agency.




b,

An LPS that has satisfied all invoicing requirements for a grant shall invoice the Water
Authority, which shall in turn invoice the funding agency, The Water Authority shall,
within 45 days of receipt of funds from the funding agency, disburse the funds to the
LPS.

The Water Authority shall appropriate a percentage of the grant money allocated to
cach LPS project to fund administration of the IRWM grants. The Parties shall agree
mutually to the percentage of the grant money that is to be appropriated for this
purpose. To the extent that costs exceed the amount in this fund, and that the Parties
mutually agree to the additional cost, the Parties shall equally share the additional costs
in accordance with Section 5a. :

Where a labor compliance requirement has been established by the granting agency,
Authority shall report to the granting agency the compliance status of LPS, as reported
by LPS, with apphcable public works laws.

4. Role of Regmnal Advisory . Committee (RAC)

The RAC shall be considered the project advisory committee. The Parties are committed to a
cooperative relationship with the RAC and will incorporate the RAC’s consensus
recommendations in documents prepared for presentations to the Parties’ governing bodies. The

Parties’

governing bodies will give primary consideration to the recommendations of the RAC as

- part of gny decision related to the following:

a.

b.

Adoption of updates to the IRWM Plan for the San Diego Region.

Criteria for prioritizing projects o be submitted for IRWM grant programs.
Reevaluation of all projects submitted for grant funding if a funding agency funds the
Program af a level lower thao the requested grant amount and does not provide
direction on which projects to fund. Parties shall fund the projects based on
consultation with the RAC and the criteria for project prioritization (Section 4b).

- Approval and é‘ubmittal of grant applications.

Transition of responsibility for 1mp1cmentat10n of the [RWM Plan to & new 111st1tut1011d1
structure.

5. Funding

4.

Funding for FY 2012-2016 shall not exceed $1,470,000, Each Party shall provide an
equal share of this funding in an amount not to exceed $490,000. If a Party’s
contribution was not totally expended in the MOU (March 25, 2009), as amended, that
Party shall be credited for the unexpended amount in this MOU,




b, In-kind services provided by the Parties shall be considered in excess of the above
funding amounts and are not reimbursable. The Parties® staff shall separately document -
time gpent on in-kind services for IRWM planning, administration and grant applications.

¢. The tunding commibment described in Sa shall not include expenditures to administer the
- IRWM Grant Program.

d. Water Authority shall invoice City and County on a quarterly basis along with supporting
documentation of expenses. City and County shall remit payment within 60 days of
receipt of invoice.

6. Assignment

Parfies shall not assign or transfer this MOU or any rights under or interest in this MOU without
written consent of all other Parties, which may be withheld for any reason.

7. Defense and Indemnity

Water Authority, City, and County each agree to mutually indemnify, defend at its own expense,
including attorneys' fees, and hold each other harmless ftom and against all claims, costs, penalties,
causes of action, demands, losses and liability of any nature whatsoever, including but not fimited to
liabitity for bodily injury, sickness, disease or death, property damage (including loss ofuse) or
violation of law, caused by or arising out of or related to any negligent act, etror or omission of that
party, its officers or employees, or any other agent acting pursuant to its control and performing
under this Agreement.

Nothing in the foregoing shall be construed to require any Party to indemnify another for any
claim arising from the sole negligence or willful act of the Party to be indemnified.

8. Document Review

Water Authority, City and County each shall make available for inspection to the other Parties,
upon reasonable advance notice, all records, books and other documents relating to the Plan and
the Program, unless privileged.

%, Term

The term of this MOU shall begin on the date of execution by all Parties and expire on

June 30, 2016 expressly contingent upon funding by Water Authority, City and County. The
tertm may be extended by written agreement of all Parties. The Parties shall continue to
participate in the planning, development and coordination of the Plan and Grasnts to the
maximum extent possible. The Parties agree to notify one another in the ¢vent that their agency’s
future budget appropriations impact Program funding continuity. If appropriations are different
than anticipated, the MOU and Program funding shall be adjusted based on actual funding,




10. Notice

Any notice, payment, credit or instrument required or permitted to be given hereunder will bhe
deemed received upon personal delivery ot 24 hours after deposit in any United States mail
depository, first class postage prepaid, and addressed to the Party for whom intended as follows:

If to the Water Authority: : San Diego County Water Authority
_ 4677 Overland Avenue:
San Diego, CA 92123
Attn: Mark Stadler

[fto City: City of San Diego Water Depar tmmi
600 B Sireet, Suite 600
San Diego, CA 92101
Attn: Cathy Pieroni

If to County : - County of San Diego
. 5201 Ruffin Road, Suite P
San Diego, CA 92123
Attn; Sheri McPhersosn -

Any Party-may change such address of contact by notice given to the other Parties as provided .
herein, ‘

11. Amendments
The MOU may be amended by written agreement of all Parties,
12. Severability |

The partial invalidity of one or more parts of this MOU will not affect the intent or validity of
this MOU. S

13, Governing Law

This MOU shall-be deemed a coniract under the laws of the State of California and for all
purposes shall be interpreted in accordance with such faws. Any action brought shall be in San
Diego County, Cahtorma .

14. Obligations

Nothing in this agfccment shall create additional obligations with respect to the Plan or Program.




15, Termination of MOU

This MOU may be terminated by any Party with or without cause 30 days after notice in writing
to the other Parties. .

16. Signatures

The individuals executing this MOU represent and warrant that they have the legal capacity and
authority to do so on behalf of their respective legal entities.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this MOU as of the date below.

San Dicgo County ~ City of San Diego
Water Authority
r«/e“
M‘;—:—L/M T
= / = et

By: /% By: A ‘ s WQ}( [

Ken Weinberg Hﬂd?ed Pepper Jr. /

Director of Water Resources Purchasing & Contracting

Director

County of San Diego

Richard Crompton, Diregfor
Department of Public Works

By: ..,Wﬁ*’ Fe g./ffz el
Winston F. McColl, Direcfor K@
Department of Purchasing and Coutracting




APPROVED AS TO FORM:

San Diego County _ - City of San Diego
Water Authotity

/ﬁghﬁu M %

eneral Counse]l -
San Diego County Water Authonty

W

R ymrl&(l Palmucci -
eputy City Attorney

County of San Diego

By: C‘)—wﬂé OQ&M

I am({s O’ Day
County Counsel, 6011101 Deputy

Date: T/ .
/ /




MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
AMONG CITY OF MODESTO, CITY OF TURLOCK, CITY OF HUGHSON, AND CITY OF CERES
FOR INTEGRATED REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT PLANNING

This Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) dated /‘4\441;4 >t 33 2011 is entered among the City of
Modesto, City of Turlock, City of Hughson, and City of Ceres {collectively known as the East Stanislaus
Regicnal Water Management Parinership or Partnership) for the purposes of coordinating water
resources planning activities undertaken by the cities/water agencies and io establish mutual
understandings of cities/water agencies with respect to their joint efforts in developing an Integrated
Regional Waier Management Plan (IRWMP) that will increase regional coordination, collaboration and
communication and help in obtaining funding for water resources-related projects.

WHEREAS, the California Legislature enacted SBX2 1 (Perata, Chapter 1 Statues of 2008), the
Integrated Regional Water Management Planning Act, which provides that a regional water management
group may prepare and adopt an Integrated Regionat Water Management Plan.

WHEREAS, In November 20086, the Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality and Supply, Flood Control, River
and Coastal Protection Act (Prop 84), authorized Legistature to appropriate funding for competitive granis
for projects included in Integrated Regional Water Management Plans.

WHEREAS, the Cities of Ceres, Hughson, Turlock and Modeste adepted and entered into a cost share
agreement for the preparation of an Integrated Regicnal Water Management Plan on June 22, 2010.

WHEREAS, the Partnership has submitted an appiication tor approval of the Integrated Regional Water
Management Plan and East Stanisiaus Region approval, which includes descriptions of the regional
boundary, the Partnership, Committees, and governance structure, among other topics, through the
Department of Water Resources {DWR) Region Acceptance Process (RAP).

WHEREAS, the signatories of the MOU anticipate the potential need for future agreements on specific
projects or programs and with other affected agencies to further coordinate long-term water resources

planning.

WHEREAS, the MOU does not prevent any signatoty from pursuing other projects individualy and
participation in Plan planning is nenbinding, and in no way suggests that an agency’s ability to plan and
undertake efforts {o plan for projects or secure project funding from any source. An agency may withdraw
from participation at any time.

Now, therefore, the following is mutually understood and agreed:

1. GOALS
The goals of the Partnership are:

1.1. To develop a comprehensive planning decument to facilitate regional cooperation in providing water
supply retiabllity, water recycling, water conservation, water quality improvement, storm water capture and
management, flood management, wetlands enhancement and creation, and environmental and habitat
protection and improvement.




1.2. To foster coordination, collaboration and communication beiween Partnership agencies responsible
for water-related issues and interested stakehclders, to achieve greater efficiencies, enhance public
services, and build public support for vital projects.

1.3. To improve regional competitiveness for State and Federal grant funding.
2. DEFINITIONS

As used in this MOLU, the following words and phrases shall have the meanings set forth below unless the
context clearly indicates otherwise.

2.1. Integrated Regional Water Management Plan. The Integrated Regionat Water Managemant Plan
(IRWMP) envisioned by state legislators and state resource agencies that integrates the projects and
managemeni plans of afl water-related agencies and stakeholders in a region, in this case the East
Stanislaus Region, in order to foster coordination, collaboration and communication among those entities
and to assist decision-makers in awarding grants and other funding. The pfan wili address water supply,
water quality, wastewater, stormwater/flood contrel, watershed planning and habitat protecticn and
restoration.

2.2. Agency. A public entity, be it a special district, city or other governmental entity, responsible for
providing one or more services in the areas of water supply, water quality, wastewater, recycled water,
water conservation, stormwater/floed control, watershed planning and habitat protection and restoration.

2.3. Service function. A water-related individual service function provided by an agency, i.e. water supply,
water quality, wastewater, recycled water, water conservation, stermwater/flood control, watershed
pianning, and habitat protection and restoration.

2.4. Partnership. The Partnership consists of the member agencies signatory to this MOU.
2.5. Partner: Agencies that have signed this MOLU shall individually be referred to as Partner.

2.6. Project. A comprehensive list of resource projects or programs that yield multiple benefits including
one or more of the following: water supply reliability, water conservation and water use sfficiency;
stormwater capture, storage, clean-up, treatment and management; removal of invasive non-native
species, the creation and enhancement of wetlands, and the acquisition, protection, and restoration of
open space and watershed lands; non-point source poliution reduction, management and monitoring;
groundwater recharge and management; contaminant and salt removai through reclamation, desatting,
and conveyance of reclaimed waler to users; water banking, exchange, reclamation and improvement of
water quality; planning and implementation of multipurpose flood management programs; watershed
protection and management; drinking water freatment and distribution; ecosystem and fisheries
restoration and protection,

2.7. Management plan. An agency’s or organization’s plan, based in part on the land-use plans within the
entity's jurisdiction, that addresses how that entity will provide service in the future in cne or more of the
following service functions: water supply. water quality, wastewater, recycled water, water conservation,
stormwater/lood cortrol, watershed planning ¢r habitat protection and restoration.

2.8. Integration. Assembling into one document the water-related management strategies, projects and
plans in the East Stanislaus Region. The first phase would be to identify water management strategies for
the region and the priority prejects that work together to demonstrate how these strategies work together
to provide reliable water supply, protect or improve water quality, provide watershed pretection and




planning, and provide envirecnmental restoration and protection. Projects and plans would be categorized
and opportunities fo identify regional benefits of linkages between multiple water management strategies
ameng projects and plans of separate service functions and to see where projects and plans of separate
service functions may further interrelate, e.g. wastewater treatment and water recycling or habitat
restoration.

3. IRWIMP PROJECT PARTICIPANTS

3.1, Public agencies. Public agencies, which have developed projects and management plans, are
responsible to their respective electorates, and are devoting staff 1o the process, will take the lead as the
voice in the IRWM planning process as described in “Approach to daveloping the Plan” below. These
public agencies shall be one or more of the Partners of the Partnership.

3.2. Contributing entities. Cther entities, such as business and environmental groups, are considered
valuable contributors and will continue to be invited and encouraged io participate.

3.3. Regulatory agencies. These agencies, such as the Regional Water Quaiity Contrel Beard and the
Department of Fish and Game, will be invited o participate.

3.4, Stakehclders and disadvantaged communities. The Signatoties understand that a collaborative effort
with stakeholders and disadvantaged communities, regardless of their ability to contribute financially, is
vital to a successful Plan planning process and ultimate preparation cf a Plan. The public at large,
stakeholders, and disadvantaged communities will be asked to participate in the planning process and will
be given cppertunities to provide input and comments on the preparation of a Plan,

4. MUTUAL UNDERSTANDINGS
4.1. An IRWM Plan is needed for the following reasons:

{a) To foster increased coordination, coilaboration and communication between East Stanislaus
Region citlies/water agencies and interested stakeholders that may result in more effectively
managed resources, cost efficiencies and better service to the pubilic.

(b) Some state granis and other funding opportunitias require develcpment and implementation
of an integrated Regional Water Management Flan.

4.2, Future cost sharing agreements will be developed among the Parinership members, as needed.
Developing an Implementation Grant Funding Application and minor costs of supporting the governance
structure are two areas that may require additional funding through this cost sharing agreement.

4.3. The Plan will include, but may not necessarily be limited to, water supply, water quality, wastewatier,
recycled water, water conservation, stormwater/flood contrel, watershed ptanning and habitat protection
and restoration. It is acknowiledged that the management plans of each individual pubiic agency are
based, in part, on the land-use plans within an agency's jurisdiction. Therefore, the resultant Ptan will by
design have incerporated the land-use plans and assumptions intrinsic to the respective water-related
service function.

4.4, The East Stanislaus Reglon for this MOU is defined as a portion of eastern Stanislaus County that
includes the signatories’ service areas and is bounded by the Merced River on the South and Stanislaus
River on the north. A full description of the regional boundary will be inciuded in the Regicnal Acceptance
Process application which will be submitted to DWR for approval and aisc as depicted in Exhibit A.




4.5, Approach to developing the Plan:

{(a) A reasconable approach towards developing the Plan is to first identify the roles and
responsibitities of the representatives and stakeholders invoived. The governance structure and
public outreach sections of the Regicnal Acceptance Process application will more thoroughly
describe these groups and their roles.

(b} The proposed forum for this regional planning effort is through the creation of the Partnership,
Steering Committee, Stakeholder Committee and Stakeholder Subcommittees. Agencies,
entities, and the pubtic at large will be invited to pariicipate in the effort. Throughout the Plan
ptanning process, the Partnership will have final decision-making authority.

4,8, Decision-making. Consensus will be sought in the event the need for a decision arises. A governance
structure will be developed outiining the decision making process. Any decision being made by the
Parinership is done so based on a vote with each member representative in the Partnership recelving one
vote and all actions requiring a simple majority vote. The Partners understand unless a vote of its
representative is either pre-approved or ratified by the Pariner's governing body, nameiy its city council or
board, the effect of the representative’s vote does not bind that Partner to the decision. Regional
decision-making and management processes may be revised as the Region matures and the IRWM Plan
is developed and implemented.

4.7. The Partnership shall consist of cne representative and one alternate from each pariicipating Partner
in the Partnership. Such representatives shall be a board member, council member, general manager,
city manager, or as designated by the member agency's electoral bedy. In the event that the primary
representative is unavailable for a meeting, the alternate shall serve as representative.

4.8 Quorum, Representatives or alternates from a majority of the Partnershin members shall constitute a
quorum for transacting business, except that less than a quorum may vete to adjourn the meeting or to
set a date for the next meeling.

4.9. Approval of the Plan. Plan approval and adoption is anticipated by each Partnership member. Should
a Partnership member refuse to adopt the IRWMP, the reasons for refusal should be cited and attempts
wiil be made to reconcile any differences. Should the differences remain irreconcilable, the disseniing
member will be asked to withdraw from participation in the Parinership.

4.10. Non-binding nature, This document and participaticn in this MOLU ang Plan effort are nonbinding,
and in no way suggest that a Parther may not continue its own planning and undertake efforis 1o secure
oroject funding from any source. A Pariner may withdraw from participation at any time.

4,11. Personnel and financial resources. i is expected that the signatories of the MOU will contribute the
personnet and financial resources necessary to develop and implement the Plan as determined by
subsequent agreements, ‘

4.12. Terms of Office. Each represeniative and alternate in the Parinership shall serve as long as the
Partner’s governing body, nameily the city council or board of direciors, designates that person to serve in
that capacity. . If at any time a representative vacancy occurs in the Partnership, a replacement shall be
appointed or designated by the Partner within ninety (90) days of the date that such position becomas
vacant. The Partner's alternate representative shall fulfill the role of primary representative until a primary
representative is designated by the member agency. Alternate representatives to the Parinership shall be
empowered to cast votes in the absence of the primary representative or in the event of a conflict of
interest that prevents the primary representative from voting subject o this MOU.




4.13. Officers of the Partnership. The Partnership shall elect a Chair and Vice-Chair, and such other
officers it deems appropriate. The duties of the Chair and Vice-Chair arg as follows:

(a) Chair. The Chair shall direct the preparation-of agendas, call meetings of the Partnership to
order, and cenduct other activities as deemed appropriate by the Partnership.

(b) Vice-Chair. The Vice-Chair shall serve as the Chair in the absence of the Chair. in the event
hoth Chair and Vice-Chair are absent from a meeting, which would ctherwise constitute a
quorum, and a temporary Chair was not designated by the Chair at the last regular meeting, any
Partnership member may call the meeting to order and a femporary chair may be appoinied by
majority vote 1o serve untll the Chair or Vice-Chair is present.

4,14. Other on-going regional efforts. Development of the Plan is separate from efferts of other
organizations to develop water-related plans on a regional basis. As the Plan is developed, work products
can be shared with these other crganizations.

4.15. Reports and communications. The Steering Committee will regularly report on the progress of the
Partnership to the agencies and stakeholders they represent and the asscciations or organizations to
which they belong that are involved in the Plan process.

4.16. Termination. Because the Plan will require periodic review and updating for use into the future, it is
envisioned that the joint efforts of those invoived will be on-geing in maintaining a living document. Thus
this document will remain as a reflection of the understandings of the participants when they signed the
MOU. As indicated, Partners of the Partnership MOU may terminate their involvement at any tme upon
thirty {30} days written notice. However, the Partner terminating its involvement in the Parinership shall
still be subject to any agreements entered into by the Pariner before the effective date of the termination.

4.17. Additional agencies may join the Partnership provided the Partnership receives a written request
from the interested agency fo join, the Partnership receives a majority vote to approve the new agency's
membership and the new agency becomes a signatory to this MCU and any related cost sharing
agreements,

4.18. Procedures. The Partnership may adopt bylaws, rutes of conduct for meetings, and operating
procedures for the Partnership which would be updated from time 1o time as needed. To facilitate such
effarts, the Partnership may adopt the adroinistrative procedures and policies of a Partner.

4.19. Minutes. A secretary or clerk may be appointed by the Partnership to keep and distribute meeting
minutes.

5. SIGNATORIES TO THE MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING

We, the undersigned representatives of our respective agencies, acknowledge the above as our
understanding of how the East Stanislaus integrated Regional Water Management Plan will be
developed.



IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the Parties hereto have executed this Memgrandum of Understanding as set

forth below.

CITY OF MODESTO

7

Y E/ City Manager
Dated: €241

Member Agency

T

G avir »

STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk
Resoturion 2011-359 Aug. 9, 2011

APPR@E%AS TO FORM:
5 by \\- m

ROLAND R. STEVENS,

Assistant City.Attorney

CITY OF TURLOCK

Member Agency

By:

ROY WASDEN, Gity Manager
Dated: ?/z‘?/ /(

APP@VED AST FORM
J\\r\m\m WM\

PHAEDRA NORTON, CITY ATTORNEY

CITY OF CERES

Member Agency

o ol Canbedod dpv

ART DE WERK, Acting City Manager

Dated: ‘Q‘“ﬂ ~ u

CITY OF HUGHSON

M%ency

BY: [/ ,,%
7 T

BR WHITEMYER, City Manager
Dated: _ £-10 ~ 1 ]

Exhibit A — East Stanislaus Integrated Regional Water Management Plan Region Map




Exhibit 2 - MOU

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING

among
CITY OF COACHELLA/COACHELLA WATER AUTHORITY, COACHELLA
VALLEY WATER DISTRICT, DESERT WATER AGENCY, CITY OF
INDIQMNDIO WATER AUTHORITY, AND RAISSION SPRINGS WATER
DISTRICT
for
DEVELOPMENT OF AN INTEGRATED

REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN

This Memorandum of Understanding {(MOU) dated Sept. 9,2008 s entered
into among the City of Coachella/Coachella Water Authority, Coachella Valley
Water District, Desert Water Agency, City of Indiofindio Water Authority, and
Mission Springs Water District {collectively known as Partners) for the purpose of
coordinating water resources planning activities undertaken by the water
agencies.

WHEREAS, each Partner has adopted a Resolution of commitment pledging to
create an Integrated Regional Water Management Plan (IRWMP).

WHEREAS, it is in the interests of the signatory Partners and the region served
by the Pariners that these water resources are responsibly managed and
conserved to the extent feasible; and

WHEREAS, the Partners wish to coordinate their long term water supply
planning efforts in accordance with Section 10531 of the Infegrated Regional
Water Management Planning Act of 2002 and Division 43 of the Safe Wafer,
Water Quality and Supply, Flood Confrol, River and Coastal Protection Bond Act
of 2006 (Acts); and

WHEREAS, the Partners anticipate the potential need for future agreements on
specific projects or programs and with other affected agencies to further
coordinate long term water supply pianning.

NOW, THEREFORE, it is mutually understood and agreed as follows:

SECTION 1:
AUTHORITY OF PARTNERS

1.1 The Coachella Water Authority is a joint powers authority formed as a
component of the City of Coachella and Redevelopment Agency of the
City of Coacheila and has statutory authority over water supply.

1.2 The Coachella Valley Water District is a public agency of the State of
California organized and operating under County Water District Law,
California Water Code section 30000, et seq, and Coachella District

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
August 10, 2008
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1.4

1.5

Exhibit 2 - MOU

Merger Law, Water Code section 33100, et seq. Coachella Valley Water
District is a State Water Project Contractor and Colorado River Contractor
empowered to import water supplies to its service area, and has statutory
authority over water supply.

The Desert Water Agency is an independent special district created by a
spacial act of the state legislature contained in chapter 100 of the
appendix of the California Water Code. Desert Water Agency is also a
State Water Project Contractor empowered to import water supplies to its
service area, replenish local groundwater supplies, and collact
assessments necessary to support a groundwater replenishment program
as provided for in the Deseri Water Agency Law and has statutory
authority over water supply.

The Indlo Water Authority is a joint powers authority formed as a
component of the City of Indio and Redevelopment Agency of the City of
indio and has statutory authority over water supply.

Mission Springs Water District is a County Water District formed under
Section 30000 et seq of the Califomia Water Code and has statutory
authority over water supply.

SECTION 2:
DEFINITIONS

~ The abbreviations and capitalized words and phrases used In this MOU shall

have the following meanings:

2.1

2.2

2.3
2.4
2.5
2.6

Acts - mean Section 10531 of the Integrated Regional Water
Management Planning Act of 2002 and California Water Code Division 43,
known as the Safe Waler, Water Quality and Supply, Flood Control, River
and Coastal Protection Bond Act of 2006

Coachella Vailey Region - the watershed bounded on the North by the
San Bemardino Mountaing, Litle San Bernardine Mountains and Mecca
Hills Area, on the East by Mortmar and Travertine Rock, on the South by
the Santa Rosa Mountains and San Jacinto Mountains and on the West
by Stubbe Canyon.

CVWD — Coachella Valiey Water District

CVRWMG - Coachella Valley Regional Water Management Group

CWA — Coachella Water Authority

DWA - Desert Water Agency

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
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2.7 IRWMP - Integraied Regional Water Managemant Plan
2.8 WA - Indio Water Authority

29 MSWD - Mission Springs Water District

SECTION 3:
PURPOSES AND GOALS OF THIS MOU

3.1 Purpose and Goals:

3.1.1This MOU is to memorialize the intent of the Pariners to coordinate
and share information concerning water supply planning programs and
projects and other information, and to improve and maintain overall
comynunication among the Partners involved. It is anticipated that
coordination and Information sharing among the Partners will assist the
agencies in achieving their respective missions to the overall well-being of
the region. Coordination and information sharing shall focus on issues of
cammon interest in Section 3.2,

3.1.2 The execution of this MOU by the Partners shall constitute the
( formation of a Regional Water Management Group consisting of the
Partners, in accordance with the Acts. The Regional Water Management
Group shall be named the Coachella Valley Regional Water Management
Group(CVRWMG).

3.1.3 ltis the goal of the Partners to prepare and adopt an IRWMP for
tha Coachella Valley Region and to implement projects and programs
individualiy or jointly in groups that address issues of common interest, as
the group so identifias.

32 Common {ssues and Interest:

3.2.1Water supply progrems and projects that may provide mutual
benefits in improving water supply reliability and/or water quality.

3.2.2 Coordination of nearferm and long-term water supply planning
activities.

3.2.3 Davelopment of regional approaches to problem-solving and issues
resolution as well as to further common interest.

3.3 Future Agresments By Partners: The Pariners acknowledge that by
virtus of cornmitments and intentions stated within this MOU, the need for

MEMORANDUMSESUNDERSTANDING
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certain other considerations that will facilitate the preparation of an
IRWMP for the Coachella Valiey Region will likely emerge. These include
and are not limited to:

3.3.1 Developing a Scope of Work
3.3.2 Determining the cost sharing of projects
3.3.3 Establishing methods for project managemaent

3.3.4 Establishing a project timeline

SECTION 4.
JOINT PLANNING FOR PROJECTS AND PROGRAMS

Projects and Programs Covered by this MOU: i is the intent of the
Partners that they coordinate and collaborate to address the common
issues identified. The Partners may develop and implement projects and
programs individually or jointly in groupings of two or more, or enter into
additional agreements in furthering those goals. Applicable projects and
programs include, but are not limited to the following:

4.1.1Water conservation programs and other demand management
programs.

4.1.2 Water recycling, desalination, groundwater basin management, and
water guality improvement programs and projects.

4.1.3 Water banking, conjunctive use and transfer arrangements.

4.1.4 Storage development to improve system reliability, efficiencies, and
flexibility.

4.1.8 Project and program planning and development to solicit external
funding.

4.1.8 Other meritorious projects or programs consistent with the purposes
of this MOU.

Communication and Coordination: It is the intent of the Partners fo
meet on a monthly basis in order to cammy out the purposes and goals of
thie MOU. The frequency gnd location of meetings are subject to the
digcretion of the Partners and may be changed when appropriate.

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
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SECTION &:
GENERAL PROVISIONS GOVERNING MOU

51  Term: The term of this MOU is indefinite. Any Partner may withdraw from
the MOU by written notice given at least 45 days prior o the effective
date.

52 Construction of Terma: This MOU ig for the sole benefit of the Partners
and shall not be construed as granting rights to any person other than the
Partnars or imposing obligations on a Partner to any person other than
another Partner.

53 Good Falth: Each Parner shall use its best efforts and work
wholeheartedly and in good faith for the expeditious completion of the
objectives of this MOU and the satisfactory performance of its tarms.

54 Rights of the Parthers and Constituencles: This MOU does not
contemplate the Partners taking any action that would.

5.4.1 Adversely affect the rights of any of the Partners; or

54.2 Adversely affect the customers or constituencies of any of the
Partners.

55  This document and participation in this IRWMP are nonbinding, and in no
way suggest that a Partner may not continue s own planning and
undertake efforts to secure project funding from any source,

56 It Is expected that Partners will contribute the personnel and financlal
resources necessary to develop the IRWMP,

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Memorandum of
Understanding as of the day and year indicated on the first page of this MOU.

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
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Steve Robbins, General Manager/Chief Engineer
Coachella Valley Water District:

Dave Luker, General Mager
Desert Water Agency:

Glénn Southard, City Mana@r
City of Indio:

Wt b oL

Glenn Southard, Executi Director
Indio Water Authority:

A

Arden Wallum, Ganeral Manager
Mission Springs Water Disirict:

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
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LOCAL ~ PARTNERSHIPS
LEADERSHIP  AND SUSTAINABLE
ERA FUNDING

$110 million VSN $17 to $21 billion

authorized for Sacramento River Flood Control Project Investment needed systemwide for both river basins
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Assessments assessments across the State. basins to be shared across all integrated water
management activities in that watershed.
State Flood - Augment/replace the National - Generate revenue for insurance protection
Insurance Program Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) and investment to lower flood risk.
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2017 CVFPP cvamﬁm

States why flood investments are needed and
proposes a portfolio of actions

Recommends a strategy to fully fund the actions
_3<®m._“303._” m._“_‘m.nmmu\ presented in the 2017 CVFPP Update

- Capital and Ongoing Investments to fully fund the
—HCDQ_DW _U_m3 2017 Refined SSIA Portfolio as presented in the

2017 CVFPP Update
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Associated Project
Number
General Assessment |
Sacramento River Outlet Project
Sacramento By-Pass Project
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Assessmn T
Number When levied

$250,000 June 1914

Sacramento River Outlet $1,500,000 Aug. 1914
Project Dec. 1918

Sacramento By-Pass $1,095,000 Aug. 1914
Project Feb. 1916

Fremont Weir Project $219,000 Aug. 1915

May 1916
Freeport Levee Project $219,000 Jan. 1916
Sutter-Butte By-Pass $10,624,522 Nov. 1917
Project Dec. 1918
Sept. 1920

$370,800 Oct. 1919




Numbér | NI ber Owne

County = Suits Plaintiffs
Butte 3
Glenn 7
Colusa 67
Yuba 3
Sutter 1
Yolo 6
Sacramento 7
Solano 0
San Joaquin 1
Contra Costa 0
Stanislas 0
Merced 6
Madera 1
Fresno 0
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Basis of Assessment

“In determining the benefits that
will or may accrue to each
particular tract of land by the |
construction or maintenance of the |
works contemplated by any projec 4'
or unit, the works of the projector
unit shall be considered as a whole |
and land shall be assessed for the
works embraced in the projector
unit only in the proportion that it
will or may be benefited by the
construction of the entire works

embraced in the project or unit.”
\éVgter Code § 8757 (Added by Stats. 1943,
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GROUNDWATER AUTHORITY

SGMA Policy Input
Board of Supervisors — April 9, 2019

- v _\') A EASTERN SANJ0ACUN




Presentation Objectives &

Present to the Board of Supervisors on the Progress
of the Eastern San Joaquin Groundwater Authority
(GWA)

Receive Input from the Board on Key Policies Prior
the GWA Board of Directors and Advisory
Committee Meetings on April 10

SGMA: Sustainable Groundwater
Management Act of 2014




What Does SGMA Require?

Groundwater Sustainability Agencies (GSAs) must be
formed by July 1, 2017

For critically over-drafted basins, GSAs shall adopt
and submit Groundwater Sustainability Plans (GSPs)
by January 31, 2020

GSPs shall include measurable objectives and
milestones and shall be updated every five years

GSP development shall include Stakeholder input

Subbasins shall achieve sustainability by 2020




* Critically Over-drafted
* High Priority
* Failure to Meet SGMA

Deadlines, Adopt a GSP for
the Entire Subbasin, or
Reach Sustainability Will
Result in State Intervention

SanJoaquin Q ' NG EASTERN SAN JOAQUIN
w’& u.f“n‘f g' | § GROUNDWATER AUTHORITY







Formation of the Eastern San
Joaquin Groundwater Authority
(GWA) includes 15 GSAs

Collaborating to develop a Single
GSP for the Entire ESJ Subbasin

Secured a $1.5 M State Grant
and raised additional local cost
share to develop the GSP
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Stakeholder Workgroup &

Total # of
Applicants:

22

2Q Farming

Calaveras County Resource
Conservation District

Catholic Charities of the Diocese of
Stockton

The Hartmann Law Firm/Advisory
Water Commission

San Joaquin Audubon

Sierra Club

San Joaquin Farm Bureau Federation
Trinchero Family Estates and Sutter
Home Winery

South Delta Water Agency

SJC Environmental Health Department

A

Manufacturers Council of the
Central Valley

The Wine Group

J.R. Simplot Co.

Lima Ranch

University of the Pacific
Sequoia ForestKeeper

Ag Business - Farmer

The Environmental Justice
Coalition for Water

Spring Creek Golf & Country Club
Machado Family Farms
California Sportfishing
Protection Alliance







The Water Accounting Framework
- Summarizes the Water Budget

Historical Water Budget
Current Conditions Baseline
Projected Water Budget

= N

e H T put =T =i R yen=-

n | B L ==t ] L
TR R T B ; g I ,

Thousand Acre-Feet
8
Qo
% 5
|
=3
i
|
LI
[
I
-
il
]
E o
II
O 1
I
i
| [ &
T <
I
CIC
d
Z
d
1=z
T
|
-z
J[Z
[
g

Cumulative Change in Storage (TAF)

o
g 8

=1,500 -5,000
wn un 1] wy vy
o s ®m g 4® 8§ @2 g =
W wn [=1 w il - - - o <
§ 8 8 2 2 § & & &8 § § & &8 2
- ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - o~ ~ ~

Model Year / Water Year
CDeep Percolation (+) CGain fram Stream (+) [ Pumping (=)
= Boundary Inflow (+) C—J0utflow ta Root Zone (-} =1 Recharge (+)
[INet Subsurface Inflow (+) [C—JChange in Storage
= Cumulative Change in Storage (Lower Bound)

=~ Cumulative Change in Storage

10



Policy Discussion

Policy issues coming to the GWA Board and Advisory Committee on April 10:

Water Budget Planning Estimates — Adopt water budget assumptions for GSP
Sustainability Indicators — Guidance on addressing sustainability indicators in the GSP

Monitoring, Measuring, and Model Refinements — Guidance to conduct monitoring,
measuring, and modeling at the basin-scale subject to a financing plan

Project Implementation — Guidance on who should implement projects in the GSP

Management Actions — Increasing supply with projects vs. reducing groundwater
demand to reach sustainability




1. Water Budget
~ Planning Estimates

Action Needed: Recommendation to the GWA Board to adopt the following
planning assumptions in GSP development:

Groundwater Pumping Offset Needed to Meet Sustainable Conditions:
- Recommended Estimate (~77,900 AFY)







3. Monitoring, Measuring, and
Model Refinements

Monitoring and reporting
Data collection and analysis
Administrative actions

5-year update

DMS updates

Public outreach
Website maintenance
Legal support

Grant writing




3. Monitoring, Measuring, and
Model Refinements

Action Needed: Recommendation to the GWA Board to
conduct monitoring, measuring, and modeling at the
basin-scale subject to a financing plan.
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Legend

| Proposed
Projects
—Lakes & Streams_
—Major Roads

Eastern San
=Joaquin
Subbasin

mCounty Line

0 25 5Mies

1 — Farmington Dam Repurpose Project

2 — Lake Grupe In-Lieu Recharge

4 — SW Implementation Expansion

5 — SW Facility Expansion & Delivery Pipeline
6 — White Slough WPCF Expansion

7 — Recycled Water Transfer to Agriculture

9 — Water Transfers to SEWD and CSJWCD
10 — Increase SSJID Nick DeGroot SW Deliveries
11 — City of Escalon Wastewater Reuse

12 — South San Joaquin Stormwater Reuse
13 — Pressurization of SSJID Facilities

14 — BNSC Intermodal Facility Recharge Pond
15 — CSIWCD Capital Improvement

22 - City of Ripon Surface Water Supply

24 — Mokelumne River Loss Study

25 — North System Modernization

26 — PDA Banking

27 — South System Modernization

29 — Winery Recycled Water

30 — Advanced Metering Infrastructure

31 — Mobilizing Recharge Opportunities




Project Implementation

Action Needed: Recommendation to the GWA Board that
projects in the GSP Implementation Plan be developed
and implemented at the GSA level, with the option for
GSAs with projects in the GSP to work with additional
parties in the development of their projects.




Staff Strongly
Recommends

- GWA -

Projects Approach: Projects that provide a net input to
groundwater through supply-side, recharge, and
conservation projects.

Demand-side Management Approach: Reductions in
pumping through use restrictions and conservation.







www.esjgoundwater.org




www.esjgoundwater.org




- Undesirable Results are Significant
- and Unreasonable Impacts

Six Sustainability Indicators

Chronic Lowering of
Groundwater Levels

Reduction in
undwater Storage

Undesirable Results

“Chronic lowering of groundwater levels
indicating a significant and unreasonable
depletion of supply if continued over the
planning and implementation horizon®
“Significant and unreasonable reduction in
roundwater storage”

“Significant and unreasonable seawater
intrusion”




- and Unreasonable Impacts

Six Sustainability Indicators

Land Subsidence

Depletion of 5680:823
Surface Water

Undesirable Results

“Significant and unreasonable degraded water
quality, including the migration of contaminant
plumes that impair water supplies”

“Significant and unreasonable land subsidence
that substantially interferes with surface land
uses”

“Depletions of interconnected surface water
that have significant and unreasonable
adverse impacts on beneficial uses of the
surface water” 23
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Des. 2018 Bay-Delta Agreements Were Only Smoke and Mirrors? | NRDC
expanding San Luis Reservoir, and improved water use efficiency; and, (2) floodplain
restoration, which provide multiple benefits including reduced flood risks. Effective
voluntary agreements sheuld not use the failed approach of D-1841, which has more
loopholes than Swiss cheese, but instead should be based on a modified parcent of
unimpaired flow approach that clearly defines the amount of water available for the
environmeant, establishes minimum flows, and gives fishery managers some flexibility
to shape flows to achiave specific functions. And any such agreements also need to
include improved reservoir management rutes (to ensure adequate water for people
and the environment during future droughts), and reasonahle restriciions on operations
of the stale and faderal water projects in the Delta {to ensure that increased flow
upstream of the Delia isn't just exported by Westlands and Southern California, and

which stops the Trump Administration from driving native Delfa specias extinct).

Real agreements to restore the health of the Bay-Delia need to include real water and

real habitat restoration, not the smoke and mirrors that were unveiled in December.

ABOUT THE AUTHORS

DBOUG OBEGE
Director, California River Restoration, Water Division, Nature Program

https:www.nrdc.orglexpertsidoug-obegifdec-2018-voluntary-agreements-would-reduce-bay-delta-flows
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April 3,2019 | Press Release

WASHINGTON, DC — Representative Josh Harder
today issued a statement regarding the State Water
Resources Control Board's proposal to the US.
Environmental Protection Agency (ERA) concerning
revising water quality Standards for the San
Franciscc Bay-DCelta:

“The future of California's water resources must be
determined by a comprehensive, transparent, and
science-based review with a Central Valley seat at
the table. The State Water Resources Control
Board’s proposal to the EPA misses the mark. it
fails to provide the transparency our community
deserves. Thousands of pages of information have
been sliced down into a two-page decument,
which fails to acknowledge harmful effects of the
proposed 40 percent water grab and biatantly

(htto//twitter.com/ReploshHar

f

{(http//www facebook.com/Rep.

{(http/finstagram.com/repjoshh




ignores the progress made on voluntary
settiement agreements being negotiated by our
irrigation districts and water users.

“Ideally, mermbers of our community should come
together to create a real solution and not rely on a
drawn-out lawsuit that will siam the brakes on any
progress. That's why | joined a bipartisan group of
Representatives to urge the EPA and the Board to
take action and conduct a thorough review of the
state's proposal, ensuring the standards adopted
are based on sound science. It's time to find a
solution through veluntary agreements, so that
our community can move forward with a plan that
helps secure, better manage, and grow our water

supply.”
Harder was joined in calling for a thorough review by

a bipartisan group of Members from Califernia. You
can read their letter HERE

(http:/ftwitter.com/ReploshHar.

f

(http/fwww facebook.com/Rep.

{http://instagram.com/repjoshh

(https://drive.googlie.com/file/d/INt_EjrYMFDhjKXpxFA4PLIUUHs2zwnMa/view?

usp=sharing).
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Mr. Arakawa then reviewed the various processes
underway regarding the state and federal water
project systems and any proposed tunnel
conveyance.

With respect to the existing system:

The Coordinated Operations Agreement
governs the way in which the state and federal

projects coordinate their respective operations
for releasing flow from the reservoirs for
meeting outflow requirements of the regulations
and meeting in basin needs upstream. Late last
year, the state executed an addendum to the
agreement that adjusted how the flows and
exports would be shared; that was executed in
December. The state is now preparing
environmental documentation,

The Bay Delta Water Quality Control Plan is
being updated by the State Water Board who
has the responsibility to set water quality and
flow standards in the Delta. There are parties in
the watershed who are looking to work with the
state to reach a voluntary agreement to help
meet the objectives that are necessary to meet
the beneficial uses.

There are Endangered Species Act processes
that govern the long-term operations of the two
projects; there are both federal and state
requirements, the State Water Project would
need to meet both the federal and state and the
federal project needs to meet the federal
requirements.

\With respect to the new conveyance:

As with any new project, it would include new
operational criteria, possibly through the State
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Delia, and there's been an increasing trend towards
limiting exports during this fish critical period”

The graph was prepared looking at what type of
reverse flow would occur on average during the
January through June period, which is considered
the fish sensitive period because of a lot of spawning
activity and key migration is occurring in the Delta.
"There's the reverse flows that we have today which
is shown fowards the left and is close to 2000 c/s,
but as you increase the capacity of the north Delta
inlake, that has the effect of reducing reverse flow,
In some cases, Iif the capacity is large enough, it can
make that a net average positive flow, which is flow
going towards the Suisun Bay area rather than up
towards the export pumps. The reasort this is
important is because the size of the facility is related
fo the ability to correct for the reverse flow because
if you divert from the notth end of the Delta, that
walter doesn't have to be drawn towards the export
pumps. It's actually water that would go through the
tunnel and down to the aqueduct and not have to be
transversing through the south Delta channels'

Mr. Arakawa said that there is updated information
on what the regulatory requirements would look like
for the various alternatives. " The existing average is
arolind -1900 or -2000 ¢fs,” he said. “The Cal Water
Fix option would have made it slightly positive at +53
on average; that's net positive towards the Bay,
rather than fowards the export pumps. The 6000 cfs
would have -3445 and the 3000 cfs would have a
higher negalive flow at -680 cfs. That gives Vou an
idea of where we are today at close to 2000 and that
what these two options would provide for this fish
sensitive time of January through June!

SEISMIC EVENTS













6000 to 3000, youre reducing the capacity by 50%
but the cost savings are not proportional fo that
because you're still having to construct, you're still
having a certain right of way alignment, those kinds
of things, 50 it's not as proportional from 6000 to
3000

The other thing to consider is the resiliency to
respond to challenges and changes in regulations.
The lower chart shows the resiliency capabitity for
g000, 6000, and 3000 cfs. "/ showed you the earlier
slide of the amount of waler diverted from the south
end of the Delta for the 9000, 49% for the 6000, 56%,
and for the 3000, 73%" he sald. "Going less in
capacity means you Just divert more from the south
end of the Della. Also that has a change in reverse
flows going from the 9000 to the 3000, and then the
delivery capability after earthquakes, the capability
of 9000 cfs was 3.8 MAF and then down to 1.6 for the
3000 s

CONSIDERATIONS AND KEY ISSUES

Moving forward, Mr. Arakawa said that they will need
option would include any capacity either up front or
eventually for Central Valley Project participation.
"When Metropolitan took its action to support the
Cal Water Fix, it was committing fo funding the
remaining cfs to provide for the investment of the
CVP at some point possibly in the fuitire, so we'll
need to understand whether there will be federal
participalion with the one tunnel approach”

Some work is common to any tunnel alternative, so
certain types of geotechnical work or other types of
studies or plans that would help move the project
analysis further along would be prudent to pursue










