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SERPINOIVeeting Agendas
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E00=10:30 Welcome & Update on Prop 50
JR_\& Einding — John Woodling

30 11:00 Slide Presentation — Tracie Billington
"%"11 00-11:30 Q & A
- & 11:30-12:00 Formulating Input — Joe Yun
® 12:00-1:00 Lunch (optional)

® 1:00-2:00 Reporting Input — All
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VIEEUNC ObjeCIives
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- Hrw- Prop 50 IRWI\/I Implementatlon Grant
Acle :_tlonal EUnding Recommendations

) P 'esent the process that DWR will use to
= ﬂevelop the program
~ ® Provide information funding sources
s Present Initial concepts for program elements

® Gather your input on IRWM future
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o0, Implementation Granitst s

r\o( s@VGd Awards

® J\/\/r s SWRCB
— | s Angeles County, — Humboldt County
EF FlGog Control District (North Coeast IRWM)

Pajaro \Valley Water — Orange County
, Management Agency — Ventura County

_,...
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— = Reglonal \Water
' Authority
— San Luis and Delta

Mendota Water
Authority

o All Awards $25 million
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Easting Awards!
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lmck o Grants/Expenditures

= {iot Al Previous Grant Awards
S Frewous Expenditures (Comp GW)
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= Approved Implementation Awards

=t =

Remaining Balance

Dollars in millions




RS0 IRWM Funding.
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NBrfi=South Split

.

34

To rruJ- revious Awards

r\ge ved Implementation Awards
= T;etél 10 Area

Dollars in millions
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Prog C Implementation Grantss s

Aclelitiogrel Fundmg Recommendation
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. Hr_og EURAING to Proposals With Merit
SRESHONSIVE to Public Comments
= veraging Local Funds

__:_:,_ ecognlze Efforts by Applicants & Staff

_F'_

s Address North-South Imbalance
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1 Wern Califormia
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FUlly Flnd Remalnlng Proposails

___;mllllon to each of the following:
= Santa Ana Watershed Project Authority.
,,*.,.w.__ I\/IOJave Water Agency
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Proe 50 Implementation. Grants -

Nor 1ermn Califormia

P ——— i —— .

2 PelfiE aIIy EURding Remalnlng Proposals

- w LENWoerk With applicants
= mprovements to proposals
mﬂr Restructure due to reduced funding
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Proe 50 Implementation. Grants -

Nor 1ermn Califormia
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> DL llion for Plumas County

> pl" $5 million for each of the following:
=isay Area Clean Water Agency

—a

ﬂﬂr CF santa Cruz County

= —Contra Costa WD
-~ — Monterey CWRA
— Northern California JEP
— Tahoe RCD
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mg Agency

% Area Clean WWater — CF Santa Cruz County

‘genCIeS — Contra Costa WD

__ I\ZIOJave Water Agency — Monterey CWRA
c~—- ‘Northern California JEP — SAWPA
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= - Plumas County — Tahoe RCD




Pin #9656

County of Humbaldt

MNorth Coast IRWM Flan Implementation Proposal Step 2
Grant Amount - $25,000,000

Total Cost - $100,000,000

LEGEND

Water Agencies
Idated IRVWMP

Bay Area Con
Pririty Praje
Grant Amount - $12,500,000

Pln #10045
Community Foundation of
Santa Cruz County

Northern Sarta Cruz County

IRWM Plan
Grant Amount - §12,5600,000

Fin#10021

Pajaro Valley Yater Management Agency
Pajare River Watershed IRWMP
Implementation Projects

Grant Amount - $26,000,000

Total Cost - $117,903271

Pin #10073

Northern California Jaint Exercise of Pawers County Boundary
Sacramento Valley IRWM Program

Grant Amount - $12 500 000

Pin #0081

County of Plumas

Upper Feather River Watershed and
Water Quality Improvement Project
Grant Amount - $7,000,000

Pin #9898

Tahos Resource Conservation District
Tahoe Sierra IRWM Proposal

Grant Amount -$12,500,000

Pin #10018

Reglonal Water Authority

American River Basin IRWM Program
Grant Amount - $26,000,000

Total Cost - $407,608 878

Pin #10024
Contra Costa Water District

East Contra Casta County IRWM
Grant Amount - $12,500,000

Pin #9601
San Luls and Delta Mendata Water Authority
Wests|de Reglonal Dralnage Plan Proposal
Grant Ameunt - $25,000 000

Total Cost - §60,596,100

Pin #9610

Mojave Water Agency

Maojave Water Agency IRWM Flan Proposal
] ‘Grant Amount - $25,000,000

MNorthern Califonia

Pin #10062

Grant Amount - $12,500,000

Monterey County Water Resources Agen:
Salinas Valley Integrated Water Management

Southern California

oy

Pin #9604

Grant Amount - $25,000,000
Total Cost - §65,740,971

Watersheds Cealition of Ventura County
Watersheds Coalition of Ventura County IRVWMP Implementation

"\tﬁ\‘\—q_i e

Pin #0040
Leos Angeles County Flood Contrel District
IRWM Step 2 Implementation Grant Proposal
Grant Amount - §25,000,000

Total Gost - $112,624 833

Pin #10039
Santa Ana Watershed Project Autharity (SAWPA)
Santa Ana Watershed Censolidated Propesal

Grant Amount - $26,000,000

Pin #10016

County of Orange

South Orangs County IRWM Implementation Projest
Grant Ameunt - $25,000,000

Total Cost - $163,134 639




eSO IRVWM Funding

]

REVised Balances

=

5.

=Es Available for Grants

r Jf-'ﬁ? Prewous Awards

= AﬁpToved Implementation Awards

“TAdditional Recommendations

Remaining Balance

Dollars in millions
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-~ oena to;

*‘ieb@water ca.gov
rahnak@waterboards ca.gov

tie on Eebruary 8, 2007




| scoping IRWM Future
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- P resﬂ- the process that DWR will"use to
d elop e program
V|de IAfermation funding sources

= -*‘ resent Initial concepts for program

-—'-

elements
e Gather your input on IRWM future
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RVVIVIFGrani: RrogramsSeieduie™"

Jairl .O_/- oping Meetings
o 'far 07— Eunding Area Meetings
6 pr 07 — DWR working with regions
-.-.;.~_ t{‘ "'e 07— Release Draft Guidelines and PSPs
f“JuIy 07 — Public Comment Period
Sept 07 — Final Guidelines and PSPs

*Subject to change based on input received on the program.




sEIMMeEnts Received
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REOL Jjce the cost of appllcatlon Precess

Be consistent throughout the process
— v0|d mid-reund changes

T

—Iarn‘y elationship between
--"‘_' -~ — Regional priorities
— Statewide priorities




SEIMIMEnts Received =
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JRe-e alliate how stateW|de priorities are
sonsidered in the review process
- r. IElines of the process should promote
Bllaboration not competition within a

-F-._"-.._-Eu—n_ =
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= 'ﬁeglon




SEIMIMEnts Received =

aipieve aidito disadvantaged
solimunities (DACs)
o ‘r|fy Implementation guidelines
= Eligible projects
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= Clarlfy/Reflne what constitutes a region




Proposition 84

Section 75026




Pro_'e__é [tion64,

- HrO\ des funaing for prejects that:

2Bsists local PUBIIC agencies to meet
| J _g iEfmrwater needs of the state
— ﬂcludlng the delivery ofi safe drinking
& Water and the protection of water quality
and the environment.”




Proposmon G4

g Billion for IRWM
G Allocated to Geographic
Areas — Not Statewide

* May be multiple IRWM
Regions in a funding area

* $100 million Interregional/
Unallocated

$ in millions
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r\JJr Y 51 LIse of eX|st|ng Gwdellnes
- rl} dlng match not mandated
EADENneS DACs and severely DACs
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Pro_ﬁlgc OSItioN 64,

Aclels additional prOJect element
= osystem and: fisheries restoration/protect

N WY Plans must

e

--'_ .— ConS|der Water Plan Resource Management

Strategies
Attp://www.waterplan.water.ca.gov/cwpu2005/index.cfm#vol2
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Progosjife)gies

rrOJrS preferences
grate Water management program & prOJECtS

1r egrate water management with land use
= -_:c annlng

_ Resolve significant water-related conflicts within
"' = OF between regions

— Attain one or more CALFED Objective
— Address Statewide Priorities

— Address critical water supply or water quality
needs for DACs




Proposition 1E

Section 5096.827
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Pro_,rgc ESItIonrLE,

be(G m|II|on
- _:._-mwater Eleod Management Projects

"_ésigned toimanage stormwater runoff to
Seduce fleod damage

=—\Where feasible, provide other benefits,
mcludlng
® Groundwater recharge
e \Water guality improvement
® Ecosystem restoration
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> J\Jor state cost share of not less than 50%

- No= part of the State Plan of Flood Control

= SDefined in Section 5096.805())
;' - omply withr applicable regional water

'quallty control plans
—» Consistent with applicable IRWM Plan




[BWM Grant Program Concepts
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JR\/__\ FGrant RrogramsCencepts™
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S on eX|st|ng IRWI\/I guidelines and
olrt 'Standards

- G ntlnued Invelvement off SWRCB/RWQCB
— -nd other agencies

N
-

__‘,-—'-

:Work more collaboratively with regional
efforts
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i
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JR\/__\ FGrant RrogramsCencepts™
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2 Slrief e appllcatlon for multlple funding
‘_;rces
_ 'Fop 84 IRWM Funds
Prop 1 Stormwater-Flood Management Funds

= _.-'-':l-.
e —
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= Balance of Prop 50 IRWM Funds
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EVVIVIFGrant: RrogramsCencepts™

AliEnative Competition Models
EPErionmance based
EDifect Competition
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EVVIVIFGrant: RrogramsCencepts™
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EOCUSHITST 0N adequate planning
- 1\ zc)re Upfrent scrutiny of IRWM Plan
ess feview of individual projects

se EXisting Standards
.— - To extent possible
— No “significant” alterations

e Raise IRWM Plan Minimum Standards




JR\/__\ FGrant RrogramsCencepts™
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- Dnt Involvement With Regional Efforts

> r‘hnlcal and Financial Assistance to
gngage DACs/SDACs the IRWM process

g::-lannlng Grant Program

]

~ o |mplementation Grants based on
aceceptable and adopted plans
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Gre u‘e IApUL: .
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- P r rmance Based oI Direct Competition
J R M Planning Standards and Grant
| _B’e
= STPDAC/SDAC Assistance

°'Reg|onal Definition
e Stakeholder Involvement




