VOLUME 2: IRWM PLAN APPENDICES

2018 Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water
Management & Stormwater Resource Plan

FINAL
DECEMBER 2018

Amended December 2020

Plan Prepared by:
Coachella Valley Regional Water Management Group
In Collaboration with the Planning Partners

ind o Water Authority DESERT,WATER nﬂnm %
s 5, é 5
City of Coachella —2 S







Appendix VI-A.1: IRWM Plan Standards Review

This appendix includes the Coachella Valley Regional Water Management
Group’s (CVRWMG’s) self-assessment of the IRWM component of the2018
Coachella Valley IRWM/SWR Plan, based on the IRWM Plan Standards
Review Form provided by DWR in Volume 2, Section V of the 2016 IRWM
Program Guidelines.

1 IRWM Plan Review Process

The IRWM Plan Review Process detailed in the 2016 IRWM Program
Guidelines Volume 2, Section V provides IRWM regions with guidelines on the
IRWM Plan assessment process that will be implemented by DWR prior to the
first round of Proposition 1 Implementation Grant funding. This guidance
document explains when to submit IRWM Plans, what should be submitted, how
regions can submit their IRWM Plans to DWR, and DWR’s IRWM Plan review
efforts.

1.1 When to Submit

IRWM Plans should be submitted to DWR for review and confirmation that
plans are consistent with the standards put forth by DWR in the 2016 IRWM
Program Guidelines. IRWM Plans must be submitted and pass review to
establish eligibility for future Proposition 1 Implementation Grant funding, or if
a Region has received past Proposition 84 Implementation grant funding that
included an IRWM Plan update as a condition of the grant. IRWM Plans may be
submitted for other reasons, and other, future opportunities may require
confirmation of an IRWM Plan consistent with DWR Guidelines. RWMGs are
encouraged to submit plans for review as early as possible, to allow time for
review and resolution of any deficiencies in the plan. Plans must be submitted
prior to the Proposition 1 Implementation Grant - Round 1. Note that the review
process does not extend the deadline for Plan submittal as part of an existing
grant agreement.

1.2 What to Submit

IRWM Plans should be submitted in their entirety (including appendices) along
with a transmittal letter from the RWMG or Grantee. DWR encourages inclusion
of an optional “road map” that provides references to specific pages and plan
sections for required plan elements. Details on what must be included in the
transmittal letter are provided in Volume 2, Section IV of the 2016 IRWM
Program Guidelines.
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1.3 How to Submit

Only electronic copies of the IRWM Plan and transmittal letter will be accepted (CD/DVD preferred, email
accepted). Details on how to submit the Plan are provided in Volume 2, Section IV of the 2016 IRWM
Program Guidelines.

1.4 Plan Review

The Plan Review Process will use the Plan Standards Review Form discussed in Volume 2, Section V of
the 2016 IRWM Program Guidelines. Plans will be reviewed on a Pass/Fail basis, and each standard must
be passed by meeting 1 (of 1), 2 (of 2 or 3), 3 (of 4 or 5), or 70% (of more than 5) requirements within each
standard. Following DWR review of the Plan, a draft review will be provided to the RWMG, who will have
an opportunity to comment. Draft Plan Reviews will be open for a 30-day public comment period, and
posted on the 1st and 15th of each month. RWMGs will be allowed to follow-up the comment period with
revisions if the Final Review finds the IRWM Plan inconsistent with Plan Standards. Adequate revisions
will be accepted without immediate re-adoption of the IRWM Plan, if insufficient, further revisions may be
made by the RWMG in subsequent follow-ups to DWR.

1.5 Plan Standards Review Tool

The Plan Standards Review Form provided by DWR has been adapted by the CVRWMG for use as
Appendix VI-A.1 in the 2018 IRWM/SWR Plan Update. This tool, seen in the table on the following pages,
provides the standards included in the 2016 IRWM Program Guidelines, as well as the requirements that
make up each standard. The table includes information on requirements (Requirements from /IRWM 2016
Guidelines), where this requirement is described in the Guidelines ([RWM 2016 Guidelines Page Number),
where this information is contained in the 2018 IRWM/SWR Plan (Evidence of Sufficiency/Location of
Standard in Grantee IRWM Plan), and a description of how this requirement was met (Evidence of Plan
Sufficiency/Brief Qualitative Evaluation).

2018 Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) & Stormwater Resource (SWR)
Plan Update



Appendix VI-A
December 2018

Appendix VI-A.2: SWRP Checklist and Self-Certification

This appendix includes the Coachella Valley Regional Water Management Group’s (CVRWMG’s) self-
assessment of the SWRP component of the 2018 Coachella Valley IRWM/SWR Plan, based on the
Checklist and Self-Certification provided by the SWRCB in Appendix A of the 2015 SWRP Guidelines.

2 SWRP Review Process

In order for a SWRP to be deemed consistent with section 10560 et seq. of the Water Code, SWRPs must
address all mandatory elements in the 2015 SWRP Guidelines, following the guidance provided in Section
V through VI of the 2015 SWRP Guidelines. Appendix A of the Guidelines provides a Checklist and Self-
Certification form for agencies to verify that all required elements of the Water Code are being met and that
other elements of the SWRCB’s SWRP Guidelines are addressed. Entities preparing and submitting a
SWRP to the SWRCB must fill out and sign the self-certification checklist. The checklist is used to identify
the specific areas of the SWRP or functionally equivalent collection of documents that meet the
requirements in the Water Code and SWRCB Guidelines. In cases where multiple documents are being
used to create a functional equivalent SWRP, a cover letter explaining how the documents work together
to address the SWRP Guidelines is also required. Entities submitting a SWRP will self-certify the SWRP
complies with the requirements using the checklist, but the SWRCB must also review the SWRP to confirm
the requirements are met.

A SWRP is not a compliance document but is required for any stormwater and dry weather runoff capture
projects to receive funding under any bond measure approved by voters after January 2014. The SWRP and
signed self-certification checklist must be reviewed by the SWRCB in order to confirm eligibility to receive
funding under these grant programs.

2018 Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) & Stormwater Resource (SWR)
Plan Update






2018 Coachella Valley IRWM/SWR Plan
IRWM Plan Standards Review

Requirement Included Evidence of Plan Sufficiency Sufficient
IRWM y/n - Present/Not
2016 Present in the IRWM | Location of Standard
From IRWM 2016 .y . . e e: .
ey ae Guidelines Plan. If y/n/q, in Grantee IRWM Brief Qualitative Evaluation y/n
Guidelines p e
age qualitative Plan
Number evaluation needed.
IRWM Plan Standard: Governance Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
AcsceeCt'lczchBP':oF:gslc;nn d Chapter 1, Section 1.3.1 and Chapter 7, Section 7.1 discuss
P - adoption of the IRWM Plan by the CVRWMG members as is
Formation of the . . . .
required by the MOU that formalizes their partnership.
CVRWMG; . . "
Section 7.1 Establishment Chapter 7, Section 7.2.1 states that eligible entities
The RWMG and individual of the Ié{WM Proaram (including tribes) may join the CVRWMG and the required
project proponents who 37 y/n y g process to do so, and describes the requirement that all y
. and SWR Planning .
adopted the Plan . project proponents that are selected for IRWM grant
Process, Section 7.2.1 .
Groub Membershio and funding must adopt the IRWM Plan.
Fllarticipation'p Chapter 7, Section 7.7 describes Plan adoption and lists the
Section 7.7 IRWM/SWR dates the CVRWMG members adopted the 2018
. IRWM/SWR Plan
Plan Adoption
Section 7.2 describes the governance structure of the
A description of the IRWM Region including the CVRWMG, PI{:mnmg P'flrtners,. Issues
. Groups, and stakeholders. The Native American Tribes
governance structure Section 7.2 Structure and . . o
; . . . o . Issues Group allows for input from tribal communities and
including a discussion of Organization; Section 7.6 | . . .
. 37 y/n y . is convened when the tribes deem necessary. The tribal y
whether or how Native Tribal Outreach and o .
. . . . communities are also part of the Planning Partners and are
American tribes will Coordination . . .
articipate in the RWMG encouraged by the CVRWMG to participate in Planning
P P ' Partners meetings. Section 7.6 describes tribal outreach and
coordination that occurred for plan development.
A description of how the chosen form of governance addresses and insures:
. As described in Section 7.2.1, the CVRWMG has conducted
. Section 7.2.1 Group . .
Public outreach and . outreach to increase public involvement. All stakeholders
37 y/n/q y Membership and y

involvement processes

Participation

are invited to participate in Issues Groups, Planning
Partners meeting, and public workshops.




Section 7.2 Structure and
Organization;

Chapter 7, Stakeholder Involvement, Section 7.2 describes
the governance structure and how each group within this

Effective decision making 37 y/n/q . . structure provides feedback and input to the CVRWMG,
Section 7.3 Effective . ) . -
Decision-Makin who ultimately make all final decisions. The decision
9 making process is further described in Section 7.3.
ACSCeecstéoann;.A(f)Balg:Eendit The governance structure as described in Chapter 7,
=PPS Y| Stakeholder Involvement invites all stakeholders to
for Participation; - S
. participate on an equal level to provide input to the
Section 7.2.1 Group L
. CVRWMG. Outreach activities have been undertaken by the
Balanced access and Membership and S .
. o CVRWMG to ensure participation of typically
opportunity for Participation; . .
S 37 y/n/q . underrepresented groups such as DACs and tribes. Section
participation in the IRWM Section 7.5 . .
rocess Disadvantaged 7.4 describes how this structure allows for balanced access
P . 9 and opportunities for participation, while Sections 7.2.1, 7.5,
Communities Outreach; . .
. . and 7.6 detail how these efforts have been implemented,
Section 7.6 Tribal with an emphasis on traditionally underrepresented
Outreach and roUDS P y P
Coordination groups.
Chapter 7, Stakeholder Involvement, Section 7.4.2 describes
. o Section 7.4.2 Effective commun!cat!on efforts within the Regpn. Suchl '
Effective communication — . communication occurs through meetings, email, website
. Communication — Both e
both internal and external 37 y/n/q Internal and External to announcements, and workshops, and notifications of
to the IRWM region Region opportunities to communicate with the CVRWMG are
9 provided to all stakeholders, neighboring RWMGs, and
relevant government agencies.
Chapter 7, Section 7.8 Long-Term Implementation of
IRWM/SWR Plan describes the foundation for long-term
implementation of the Plan. The MOU between CVRWMG
Long term implementation Section 7.8 Long-Term agencies acknowledges and allows for continued and
9 p 37 y/n/q Implementation of IRWM | ongoing coordination efforts (see Appendix VI-C). RWM

of the IRWM Plan

Plan

Program efforts that contribute to long-term
implementation include IRWM grant funding for projects
and planning, DAC Outreach Program, and other planning
efforts and programs.




Coordination with
neighboring IRWM efforts

Section 7.4.2 Effective
Communication — Both
Internal and External to
Region;
Section 10.1.2
Neighboring and/or

Chapter 7, Section 7.4.2 Effective Communication — Both
Internal and External to Region describes how
communication with neighboring RWMGs and Government
Agencies provide opportunities to consider common issues
and to coordinate on activities. Chapter 10, Agency
Coordination, Section 10.1.2 and Section 10.1.3 describe

37 y/n/q . coordination efforts with organizations and agencies y
and St.ate and federal Overlapping IRWM outside the Region. Neighboring RWMGs are distinct from
agencies Efforts; . . .
. the CVRWMG and the Region, so communication remains
Section 10.1.3 . . - .
.. . . open but there is no active coordination (Section 7.4.1;
Coordination with Tribal, . L
10.1.2). State, federal, and local agencies are invited to
Federal, State, and Local . . . .
Adencies participate in the Region, and outreach has and will be
9 conducted to key agencies (Section 10.1.3).
The Plan objectives process is described in Chapter 6,
The collaborative Section 6.1.1 Section 6.1.1. Issues groups developed the list of issues that
process(es) used to 38 y/n/q . L led to the identified objectives. Public workshops and y
. - Determining Objectives . .
establish plan objectives meetings were held for broader stakeholder input, and
Planning Partners verified the final list of Objectives.
How interim changes and Changes to the plan can be made following the guidance in
formal changes togthe Section 7.8.1 Updating or | Chapter 7, Section 7.8.1 Updating or Amending the IRWM
IRWM Plan v?/ill be 38 y/n/q Amending the IRWM Plan. Changes may require Planning Partners, Issues y
erformed Plan Groups, or stakeholder consensus (depending on type of
P change) and final approval by the CVRWMG.
Changes to the plan can be made following the guidance in
Updating or amending the Section 7.8.1 Updating or | Chapter 7, Stakeholder Involvement, Section 7.8.1. Changes
IRF\)NM Pﬁan 9 38 y/n/q Amending the IRWM may require Planning Partners, Issues Groups, or y
Plan stakeholder consensus (depending on type of change) and
final approval by the CVRWMG.
IRWM Plan Standard: Region Description Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Objectives A, C, D, and | described in Chapter 6, Objectives,
If applicable. describe and Section 6.1.1 Section 6.1.7 will each contribute to potentially reducing
eprI)zE)in how,the plan wil Determining Objectives: | future additional demand for imported water from the SWP
help reduce dependence 38 y/n * Objective A through local solutions to increase reliability, securing y

on the Delta supply
regionally.

* Objective C
* Objective D
* Objective |

reliable non-SWP imported supplies or water transfers that
potentially reduce future additional dependence on Delta
supplies, increasing local supply opportunities, and
improving efficiency through conjunctive use.




Describe watersheds and

Section 2.2 Watershed

Watersheds and water systems are described in detail in
Chapter 2, Region Description, Section 2.2. The Whitewater

water systems 38 y/n and Water Systems River Watershed is described in Section 2.2.7 and water
systems are described in Sections 2.2 through 2.8.
Describe internal Section 2.3 Internal Intern.al 'boundarlles are described in Chapter.Z, Region
boundaries 38 y/n Boundaries Description, Section 2.3, as well as shown in Figures 1-2, 2-
3, 2-5,2-6, 2-8, and 2-10.
Agency water supplies and demands are based on
Describe water supplies projections from CVRWMG agencies' 2015 UWMPs and
pp . Section 2.4 Water Supply | project 20 years from those plans (until 2035). Projected
and demands for minimum 38 y/n . . .
20 vear planning horizon and Demands supplies and demands are presented in Chapter 2, Region
yearp 9 Description, Section 2.4 and summarized in Tables 2-8, 2-9,
2-10, 2-11, 2-12, 2-13, 2-14, and 2-15.
. . . . hapter 2, Region Description, Section 2. ibes th
Describe social and cultural Section 2.6 Social and ¢ apter <, reglon Lescription section .6 descrlbes't y
. . o social and cultural make-up of the Region. Population and
makeup, including specific Cultural Make-up; ) L .
. . demographics data, as well as economic information are
information on DACs and Chapter 4, . . . .
A e 38 y/n/q . provided. Detailed information related to DACs and tribal
tribal communities in the Disadvantaged e . . .
. . " communities is provided in Chapters 4 and 5, respectively.
region and their water Communities; Chapter 5, . . . . .
challenges Tribal Water Resources More information on DACs is provided in Volume Il of the
ges. IRWM/SWR Plan.
Section 2.7 Major Water-
Related Conflicts; Section | An overview of major water-related conflicts is presented in
Describe major water 6.1.1 Determining Chapter 2, Region Description, Section 2.7, while objectives
related objectives and 38 y/n/q Objectives; Section are located in Chapter 6, Objectives, Section 6.1.1.
conflicts (1). 11.1.3, Benefits and Challenges to Plan implementation are described in
Impacts of Plan Chapter 11, Section 11.1.3.
Implementation
. Section 2.1 Selection of | The Coachella Valley IRWM Region's boundaries are
Explain how IRWM . . . . . . .
. Regional Boundary; described in Chapter 2, Region Description, Section 2.1. This
regional boundary was ) . . .
determined and wh 38 /n/ Section 10.1.2 section also presents an overview of the logic of the
region is an apbro )r/iate y/n/q Neighboring and/or selected boundary. Chapter 10, Agency Coordination,
arga for IRWI\/FI)p IarF:nin Overlapping IRWM Section 10.1.2 provides more detail on the justification used
P 9 Efforts to set the Region's boundary.
. . . Section 10.1.2 Chapter 10, Agency Coordination, Section 10.1.2 describes
Describe neighboring Neighboring and/or neighboring IRWM efforts: Anza-Borrego Desert, Imperial
and/or overlapping IRWM 38 y/n 9 9 9 9 ) 9 A 1Mmp

efforts

Overlapping IRWM
Efforts

Valley, Mojave, and San Gorgonio IRWM Regions, and the
Santa Ana Funding Area IRWM efforts.




Explain how opportunities
are maximized (e.g. people
at the table, natural

Section 9.2.2 Project
Review and Prioritization

Chapter 9, Project Evaluation and Prioritization, Section 9.2.2
notes that the CVRWMG will assess opportunities for
integration during the project review process. Chapter 8,

features, infrastructure)for 38 y/n Process; Sect|on. 81 Resource Management Strategies, Section 8.1 describes y
. . IRWM Integration . . e
integration of water Approach integration between stakeholders/institutions, resources,
management activities projects, and strategies.
Describe water quality Chapter 2, Region Description, Section 2.5 provides a
conditions. If the RWM description of water quality for all water resources in the
region has areas of nitrate, Region, including arsenic and hexavalent chromium
arsenic, perchlorate, or contamination.
hexavalent chromium Section 2.5 Water Chapter 3, Issues and Needs, Section 3.1.5 further discusses
contamination, the Plan Quiality; Section 3.1.5 the issues caused by water quality contaminants,
must include a description Water Quality; Section contaminant concentrations, and location and extent of
of location, extent, and 38 y/n 4.3.5 DAC Water Quality | contamination. Chapter 4, Disadvantaged Communities, v
impacts of the Evaluation; Section 8.4.4 | Section 4.3.5 discusses these issues in the context of DACs
contamination; actions Improve Water Quality; | in the Region.
undertaken to address the Section 9.1 IRWM Section 8.4.4 describes management strategies to address
contamination, and a Regional Priorities water quality issues in the Region and provides specific
description of any examples of efforts in the Region that address water quality
additional actions needed issues.
to address the Section 9.1 describes the Region's priorities related to
contamination (2). improving water quality

Section 2.8 Climate

Change; Section 3.2 Chapter 2, Section 2.8 Climate Change describes climate

Climate Change Issues change impacts on the Region.

Describe likely Climate and Needs; Section 3.2.3 | Chapter 3, Section 3.2 Climate Change Issues and Needs and
Change impacts on their Vulnerability Analysis; Section 3.2.3 Vulnerability Analysis provide discussions of
region as determined from 38 y/n Section 8.4 Overview of | climate change issues and needs, impacts and effects, and y
the vulnerability Resources Management | the vulnerability assessment.
assessment. Strategies; Section 8.5 Chapter 8, Resource Management Strategies, Section 8.4 and

Adapting Resource Section 8.5 outline the resource management strategies

Management Strategies | considered for the Region in the context of climate change.

to Climate Change
IRWM Plan Standard: Plan Objectives Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Through the objectives or Objectives are described in detail in Chapter 6, Objectives,
other areas of the plan, the 49 y/n Section 6.1.1 Section 6.1.7. The objectives listed here under the “Location y

7 items on pg 49 of GL are
addressed (1).

of Standard in Grantee IRWMP" column clearly address,
either directly or indirectly, the listed requirements.




Section 6.1.1

Objective A
1. Protection and Objective B
improvement of water 49 y/n Objective C
supply reliability Objective D
Objective E
Objective |
Section 6.1.1
2. Identification and Objective B
consideration of drinking 49 y/n Objective E
water quality Objective K
Objective L
3. Protection and
improvement of water Section 6.1.1 All
. . . 49 y/n L
quality consistent with objectives
basin plan
‘tgrfgizrenr;trzsft:raut:;i:' Section 6.1.1 Objective E
\pro quatic, 49 y/n Objective F
riparian, and watershed L.
Objective G
resources
5. Identification of threats
to groundwater from 49 y/n Section 6.1.1 Objective B
overdraft
6. Protection of Section 6.'1.1 ijectlve B
roundwater resources 49 /n Objective E
9 o y Objective K
from contamination .
Objective L
7. Identification and . N
consideration of water- 49 y/n Section 6.1.1 Objective L

related needs of DACs

Objective M




Describe the collaborative
process and tools used to
establish objectives:

- How the objectives
were developed

- What information was
considered (i.e.,

water management or

Section 6.1.2 Describing

Chapter 6, Objectives, Section 6.1.2 describes how the
objectives were identified and developed, what was used in
the process, how stakeholders were involved in

48 - 50 S -
local land use y/n the Process development of the objective, and how the final list of
plans, etc.) objectives was chosen consistent with the IRWM Program'’s
- What groups were governance structure and decision-making process.
involved in the process
- How the final decision
was made and
accepted by the IRWM
effort
Identify quantitative or
qualitative metrics and
measurable objectives:
Objectives must be
measurable - there must Table 6-1 in Chapter 6, Objectives, Section 6.1.3 provides
be some metric the IRWM . both qualitative and quantitative targets and
. Section 6.1.3 Goals, o . .
region can use to - measurements for each objective and their associated
S S 49 y/n/q Objectives, and the
determine if the objective . . goals. These targets and measurements can be used to
S Planning Hierarchy L
is being met as the IRWM assess progress towards achieving the Plan goals and
Plan is implemented. objectives.
Neither quantitative nor
qualitative metrics are
considered inherently
better (2).
. N The Plan objectives have been prioritized by the CVRWMG
Explain how objectives are Lo .
L . N and stakeholders. Chapter 6, Objectives, Section 6.2
prioritized or reason why Section 6.2 Prioritizing . S N .
50 y/n/q describes the prioritization of the objectives with

the objectives are not
prioritized

Objectives

stakeholder involvement and through the governance
structures described in Chapter 7, Stakeholder Involvement.




Reference specific overall
goals for the region:
RWMGs may choose to use
goals as an additional layer

Section 6.1 Goals and

Chapter 6, Objectives, Section 6.1 presents the five goals of
the IRWM Plan:

1. Optimize water supply reliability

2. Protect or improve water quality

for organizing and >0 y/n Objectives 3. Provide stewardship of water-related natural resources
prioritizing objectives, or 4. Coordinate and integrate water resource management
they may choose to not 5. Ensure cultural, social, and economic sustainability of
use the term at all. water in the Coachella Valley
Address adapting to
changes in the amount, . . Chapter 2, Section 2.8 Climate Change discusses the
. o . Section 2.8 Climate T . L .
intensity, timing, quality 39 y/n e implications of climate change on the Region including
and variability of runoff changes in precipitation and runoff patterns.
and recharge.
Consider the effects of sea
level rise (SLR) on water Section 3.2.2 As shown in Chapter 3, Section 3.2.2 Identtification of
supply conditions and 39 y/n Identification of Climate | Climate Change Vulnerabilities Table 3-4, sea level rise is
identify suitable adaptation Change Vulnerabilities not applicable to the Coachella Valley IRWM Region.
measures.

Chapter 6, Section 6.1.1 Goals and Objectives describes the
Reducing energy Section 6.1.1 Goals and | Plan objectives, including how achieving the objectives
consumption, especially Objectives; Section 8.5, | would contribute to reducing energy consumption and
the energy embedded in 39 y/n Adapting Resource GHGs.
water use, and ultimately Management Strategies | Chapter 8, Section 8.5 and Table 8-3 distinguish which
reducing GHG emissions. to Climate Change management strategies help to adapt to climate change

and help to mitigate GHG emissions.
In evaluating different
ways to meet IRWM plan
objectives, where practical, 39 o Section 6.1 Goals and Chapter 6, Section 6.1 Goals and Objectives and Table 6-1
consider the strategies Objectives address climate change requirements and CARB goals.
adopted by CARB in its AB
32 Scoping Plan1.
Consider options for Chapter 6, Section 6.1.1, Determining Objectives (Objective
carbon sequestration and D) states that local supply opportunities that utilize
using renewable energy Section 6.1.1 renewable energy will be prioritized.
where such options are 39 y/n Determining Objectives, | Chapter 8, Section 8.5 Adapting Resource Management

integrally tied to
supporting IRWM Plan
objectives.

Section 8.5, Table 8-3

Strategies to Climate Change, Table 8-3 lists increase use of
renewable energy sources as a climate change
management strategy.




IRWM Plan Standard: Resource Management Strategies (RMS) Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
. . Chapter 8, Resource Management Strategies, Section 8.2.2
A hich RMS will . — . . .
. ddress whic . S.WI. be Section 8.2.2 Objectives | describes how each RMS will contribute to each Plan
implemented in achieving 39 y/n - . y
IRWM Plan Objectives (1) Assessment objective (Table 8-2: Resource Management Strategies
) ' that Achieve IRWM Plan Objectives).
!dent|fy RMS incorporated . Chapter 8, Resource Management Strategies, Section 8.2
in the IRWM Plan: Section 8.2 Resource . . .
Consider all California Manaaement Strategies: describes the RMS considered when developing the 2018
29 €911 blan. Table 8-1 presents all 29 RMS from the 2013 CWP
Water Plan (CWP)RMS 39 y/n Section 8.4 Overview of . . . . y
o . . Update, and indicates which ones were ultimately included
criteria (29) listed in Table Resource Management . . . .
. and considered relevant. Section 8.4 describes each RMS in
3 from the CWP Update Strategies )
detail.
2013
Consideration of climate
change effects on the
IRWM region must be
factored into RMS. Identify
and implement, using
vulnerability assessments
and tools such as those
provided in the Climate
Change Handbook, RMS
and adaptation strategles Section 8.4 Overview of | Chapter 8, Resource Management Strategies, Section 8.5
that address region- . . . . .
specific climate chanae Resource Management | details which RMS will contribute to climate change
i:1 Acts 9 Strategies; adaptation and how, summarized in Table 8-3. Individual
pacts. 39 y/n Section 8.5 Adapting RMS descriptions (Section 8.4 Overview of Resource y

-Demonstrate how the
effects of climate change
on its region are factored
into its RMS.

-Reducing energy
consumption, especially
the energy embedded in
water use, and ultimately
reducing GHG emissions.
-An evaluation of RMS and
other adaptation strategies
and ability of such
strategies to eliminate or

Resource Management
Strategies to Climate
Change

Management Strategies) indicate the relationship between
the RMS and the potential impacts of climate change in the
Region.




minimize those
vulnerabilities, especially
those impacting water
infrastructure systems (2).

IRWM Plan Standard: Integration Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Contains structure and
processes for developing
and fostering integration':
Stakeholder/institutional As described in Chapter 9, Project Evaluation and
- Respurce Section 9.2.2 Project Prioritization, Section 9.?.2, dvu'rmg the prOJ?F'[ review
- Project . S process, the CVRWMG identifies opportunities for
. . Review and Prioritization | . . . .
implementation 39 /n/ Process: integration and informs project proponents of such
y/niq . . opportunities to maximize resources. Chapter 8, Resource y
. Section 8.1 IRWM . . . . .

1. If not included as an . Management Strategies, Section 8.7 describes integration
L . Integration Approach . .
individual section use between stakeholders/institutions, resources, projects, and
Governance, Project Review strategies.
Process, and Data
Management Standards per
2016 IRWM Guidelines, p.
52.
IRWM Plan Standard: Project Review Process Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Process for projects
included in IRWM plan
must address 3
components:

- procedures for
submitting projects 39-40 y/n See below. y
- procedures for reviewing
projects

- procedures for
communicating lists of
selected projects

Chapter 9, Project Evaluation and Prioritization, Section 9.2.1
procedures for submitting 39- 40 Section 9.2.1 Project describes how project proponents can submit projects via y

projects

Submittal Process

the online project database to be considered for inclusion
in the IRWM Plan and/or IRWM grant opportunities




procedures for reviewing

Section 9.2.2 Project

Chapter 9, Project Evaluation and Prioritization, Section 9.2.2
describes how projects that have been submitted to the
online project database are evaluated and prioritized for

. -4 Revi Prioritization | . """ :
projects 39-40 eview and Prioritization inclusion in the IRWM Plan and/or for funding
Process -, . . . .
opportunities. Table 9-3 is the project scoring guide used
when evaluating projects.
Chapter 9, Project Evaluation and Prioritization, Section 9.3
procedures for . . states that the current project list is available through the
L Section 9.3 List of . . .
communicating lists of 39-40 Selected Proiects online project database, and that stakeholders will be
selected projects ) notified of projects selected for inclusion in IRWM grant
applications via email and at a Planning Partners meeting.
Does the project review
process in the plan Section 9.2.3 Project
incorporate the following Selection Factors
factors:
Section 9.2.3 Project
How a project contributes 40 /n Selection Factors:
to plan objectives y Contribution to IRWM
Plan Objectives
Hovlia prorJecltv;sr:eIattreT::l tn?[ Section 9.2.3 Project
st tesgu CZ :.f.age. teh 40 y/n Selection Factors: Chapter 9, Project Evaluation and Prioritization, Section 9.2
rategies identitie |n| N Relationship to RMS describes the Project Selection Process, while Section 9.2.3
pran. - - details the Project Selection Factors. Each of these project
. - Section 9.2.3 Project . . . . S .
The technical feasibility of 40 Selection F . review standards are included either directly or indirectly in
a project. y/n ehec.tloln ac'_cgri Table 9-2 (Project Prioritization Criteria and Relationship to
;’ec .nlc:; ZI:E;aIzI '_ ity IRWM Goals and Objectives) and Table 9-3 (Project
. i . t 2. t : :
A projects specific benefits ection rojec Scoring Guide)
. 40 y/n Selection Factors: Critical
to a DAC water issue. .
Issues in DACs
Section 9.2.3 Project
Environmental Justice Selection Factors:
. . 40 y/n . .
considerations. Environmental Justice
Considerations
Section 9.2.3 Project
Project costs and financing 40 y/n Selection Factors: Project

Costs and Financing




Address economic

Section 9.2.3 Project

feasibilit 40 y/n Selection Factors:
y Economic Feasibility
Section 9.2.3 Project
Project status 40 y/n Selection Factors: Project
Status
- . i .2.3 Proj
Strategic implementation Sectlon.9 3 Project
. . 40 y/n Selection Factors:
of plan and project merit . . .
Strategic Considerations
Status of the Project Section 7.2.1 Group Chapter 7 Stakeholder Invqlvement, Section 7:2.1 details
. . the requirement that organizations whose projects have
Proponent's IRWM plan 40 y/n Membership and . . o .
adoption Particination been included in an IRWM grant application are required to
P P adopt the current IRWM Plan.
. o Chapter 9, Project Evaluation and Prioritization, Section 9.2.3
Project's contribution to . . . . . . .
reducing dependence on Section 9.2.3 Project explains the project selection factors, including
Delta sug | p(for IRWM 40 /n Selection Factors; contribution to IRWM Plan Objectives. As noted in Chapter
. PRy U y Section 6.1.1 6, Objectives, Section 6.1.1, four of the objectives (A, C, D,
regions receiving water . - . o
Determining Objectives | and ) have the potential to reduce future additional
from the Delta). . . . .
imported water demands, including Delta supplies.
Project's contribution to
climate change adaptation. Chapter 8, Section 8.5 Adapting Resource Management
-Include potential effects Strategies to Climate Change describes the potential
of Climate Change on the Section 3.2.2 impacts of climate change and presents how the RMS
region and consider if Identification of Climate | contribute to climate change mitigation and adaptation
adaptations to the water Change Vulnerabilities; | strategies.
management system are Section 8.5 Adapting Chapter 9, Section 9.2.3 IRWM Project Selection Factors
necessary (1). Resource Management | explains the project selection factors, including
-Consider the contribution Strategies to Climate consideration of the contribution of projects to climate
of the project to adapting 40 y/n Change; Section 9.2.3 change vulnerabilities adaptation. Also, in Section 9.2.3,

to identified system
vulnerabilities to climate
change effects on the
region.

-Consider changes in the
amount, intensity, timing,
quality and variability of
runoff and recharge.
-Consider the effects of

Project Selection Factors:
Climate Change
Adaptation; Section 9.2.3
Project Selection Factors:
Climate Change
Mitigation

subsection Climate Change Adaptation expands on how
climate change concerns are acknowledged and
incorporated into long-term planning related to water
supply, water quality, and flood management in the
Coachella Valley.

As shown in Section 3.2.2 Identification of Climate Change
Vulnerabilities Table 3-4, sea level rise is not applicable to
the Coachella Valley IRWM Region.




SLR on water supply
conditions and identify
suitable adaptation
measures.

Contribution of project in
reducing GHGs compared
to project alternatives.
-Consider the contribution
of the project in reducing
GHG emissions as
compared to project
alternatives

-Consider a project's ability

Section 9.2.3 Project
Selection Factors: Climate
Change Adaptation;

Chapter 9, Project Evaluation and Prioritization, Section 9.2.3
explains the project selection factors, including
consideration of the contribution of projects climate
change vulnerabilities adaptation and mitigation of GHGs.

to help the IRWM regi 40 . . = ) . e
oneiphe ¥ reglon y/n Section 9.2.3 Project Specifically, subsection Climate Change Mitigation y
reduce GHG emissions as . . . . L ; .
. Selection Factors: Climate | describes how consideration is given to projects in the
new projects are o . . . o
. Change Mitigation project selection process that incorporate GHG emissions
implemented over the 20- . .
. . reductions strategies.

year planning horizon.
-Reducing energy
consumption, especially
the energy embedded in
water use, and ultimately
reducing GHG emissions.
Specific benefits to critical . . Chapter 9, Project Evaluation and Prioritization, Section 9.2.3

. . Section 9.2.3 Project . . . . .
water issues for Native . i describes the project selection factors, including

. . 53 y/n Selection Factors: Critical . . . . . . y
American tribal . consideration of critical water issues for Native American

- Issues on Tribal Lands . . .

communities. tribes in the Region.
IRWM Plan Standard: Impact and Benefit Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Discuss potential impacts Potential impacts of project implementation are discussed
and benefits of plan in Chapter 11, Framework for Implementation, Section 11.1.2
implementation within and summarized in Table 11-2. Potential benefits of
IRWM region, between 40 y/n Section 11.1 Impacts and | project implementation are described in Section 71.1.7 and y

regions, with DAC/EJ
concerns and Native
American Tribal
communities

Benefits

summarized in Table 11-1. Impacts and Benefits of Plan
implementation are described in Section 11.1.3. Potential
impacts and benefits affecting DACs/EJs and tribes are
described in each section.




State when a more
detailed project-specific

Section 11.1.1 Overview

Potential benefits may be evaluated in greater detail if
required in future IRWM grant applications, as described in

impact and benefit analvsis 55 /n of Benefits; Chapter 11, Framework for Implementation, Section 11.1.1.
,p . y y 11.1.2 Overview of Potential impacts will be evaluated in greater detail if CEQA y
will occur (prior to any . . . . .
. . . Impacts and/or NEPA compliance is required, as described in
implementation activity) .
Section 11.1.2.
Review and update the
impacts and benefits . Chapter 11, Framework for Implementation, Section 11.1
. Section 11.1 Impacts and . . .
section of the plan as part 55-56 y/n Benefits states that impacts and benefits will be reevaluated during y
of the normal plan Plan updates.
management activities
IRWM Plan Standard: Plan Performance and Monitoring Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Contain performance
measures and monitoring 6.1.3 Goals, Objectives, | Table 6-1 in Chapter 6, Objectives, Section 6.1.3 presents
methods to ensure that 40 y/n and the Planning the targets and measures that will be used to evaluate y
IRWM objectives are met Hierarchy progress towards achieving Plan objectives.
(1).
. As described in Chapter 11, Framework for Implementation,
Contain a methodology . .
. Section 11.4, Plan performance will be evaluated by how
that the RWMG will use to . -
11.4 Plan Performance well its goals and objectives are been addressed (see Table
oversee and evaluate 40 y/n o . B y
. . and Monitoring 6-1), as well as its progress towards priorities in Chapter 9,
implementation of . . . . .
. Project Evaluation and Prioritization. Projects will be
projects. . o Lo
evaluated based on project specific monitoring plans.
Each project in the IRWM As stated in Section 11.4.2, Project-Specific Monitoring Plans,
Plan is mgmtored to. 11.4.2 Project-Specific all prqects shall be momtor.ed to §omply with applicable
comply with all applicable 58 y/n Monitorina Plans regulations, laws, and permit requirements such as y
rules, laws, and permit 9 statutory requirements of the CEQA, which mandates an
requirements. assessment of project-level impacts.
Contain policies and
procedures that promote
adaptive managemer\t and, Section 11.4.1, Plan Performance, describes that the
as more effects of Climate
. CVRWMG may further develop the thresholds of success
Change manifest, new 40 y/n 11.4.1 Plan Performance y

tools are developed, and
new information becomes
available, adjust IRWM
plans accordingly.

for the performance parameters as part of an adaptive
management process.




IRWM Plan Standard: Data Management Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Describe data needs within 113.1 Overview of Data Chapl"er 11, Framework for Implementation, Section 11.3.1
the IRWM redion 59 - 60 y/n Needs describes the types of data that have been used to develop y
9 the 2014 IRWM Plan, as well as data gaps.
As described in Chapter 11, Framework for Implementation,
Describe typical data 11.3.2 Data Collection Secttpn 71.3.2, all data collected for us.e in the ple?ns and
. . 59 -60 y/n . studies are presumed to be collected in a defensible y
collection techniques Techniques . . . .
manner consistent with typical or standard collection
techniques.
Chapter 11, Framework for Implementation, Section 11.3.3
Describe stakeholder describes how stakeholders contributed data to the RWM
. 11.3.3 Stakeholder L .
contributions of data to a 59 - 60 y/n Contributions Program through outreach efforts, participation in public y
data management system workshops and Planning Partners meetings, and the DAC
Outreach Program'’s survey.
Chapter 11, Framework for Implementation, Section 11.3.4
Describe the entity explains that the CVRWMG is responsible for the Region’s
responsible for maintaining ) . . data management system (DMS) and has a designated
data in the data >9-60 y/n 1134 Responsible Entity person in charge of maintaining the program library, y
management system though all agencies are responsible for uploading data to
the CVRWMG file sharing site.
1135 Qualit Chapter 11, Framework for Implementation, Section 11.3.5
. - Y states that the CVRWMG will vet data collected for regional
Describe the QA/QC Assurance/Quality . . .
measures for data 59 - 60 y/n Control (QA/QQ) planning that is unregulated by State or federal agencies y
but will not conduct additional QA/QC for data required by
Measures .
State or federal agencies.
Explain how data collected
will be transferred or Chapter 11, Framework for Implementation, Section 11.3.6
shared between members . . . . .
11.3.6 Regional Data and Section 11.3.7 explain that data is shared regionally
of the RWMG and other . . . . .
. . Sharing; through a file sharing website amongst CVRWMG agencies,
interested parties 59 -60 y/n - . . . . y
11.3.7 Statewide Data and with stakeholders through the online Library, available
throughout the IRWM . . .
L7 . Sharing at www.cvrwmg.org. Data submitted to statewide
region, including local, . ..
. databases are available to the public via those databases.
State, and federal agencies
(1).
Explain how the Data 11.3.6 Reqional Data Chapter 11, Framework for Implementation, Section 11.3.6
Management System 59 - 60 y/n =5 heg explains that the CVRWMG has used a file sharing site to y

supports the RWMG's

Sharing

share data during IRWM planning activities, and that




efforts to share collected
data

stakeholders may also access data through the online data
library available on www.cvrwmg.org.

Outline how data saved in
the data management
system will be distributed
and remain compatible
with State databases
including CEDEN, Water

11.3.7 Statewide Data

Chapter 11, Framework for Implementation, Section 11.3.7
describes the statewide databases to which IRWM projects

Data Library (WDL), 59 -60 y/n Sharing may be required to submit applicable data, and states that y
CASGEM, California it is presumed such data will be compatible with the
Environmental Information appropriate state systems, as required.
Catalog (CEIC), and the
California Environmental
Resources Evaluation
System (CERES).
IRWM Plan Standard: Finance Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Include a programmatic
level (i.e. general) plan for
implementation and This requirement is met by meeting the other requirements
financing of identified 41 y/n See below. in this Standard. y
projects and programs (1)
including the following:
List known, as well as, Table 11-4 in Chapter 11, Framework for Implementation,
possible funding sources, Section 11.5.7 summarizes the potential funding sources
programs, and grant 21 /n 11.5.1 Sources and available for IRWM program activities that are currently
opportunities for the y Certainty of Funding known by the CVRWMG. These funding sources are also y
development and ongoing described in Section 11.5.1, Sources and Certainty of
funding of the IRWM Plan. Funding: Funding Sources.
List the fundlr)g . Table 11-4 in Chapter 11, Framework for Implementation,
mechanisms, including . . . .
Water enterprise funds, rate Section 77.5.7 su_mmarlzes the poten.tlal funding

. 11.5.1 Sources and mechanisms available for IRWM projects that are currently
structures, and private 41 y/n y

financing options, for
projects that implement
the IRWM Plan.

Certainty of Funding

known by the CVRWMG. These funding mechanisms are
also described in Section 11.5.1, Sources and Certainty of
Funding: Funding Sources.




An explanation of the
certainty and longevity of
known or potential funding

11.5.1 Sources and

Table 11-4 in Chapter 11, Framework for Implementation,
Section 11.5.7 summarizes the certainty and longevity of
potential funding sources available for RWM projects and

for the IRWM Plan and 41 y/n y Certainty of Funding program activities thvat are currently'known by the ' y
projects that implement CVRWMG. The certaln‘ty anfj Ionggwty of these funding
the Plan. sources are also described in Section 11.5.1, Sources and
Certainty of Funding: Funding Sources.
An explanation of how Table 11-4 in Chapter 11, Framework for Implementation,
operation and Section 11.5.7 notes which potential funding sources may
maintenance (O&M) costs allow funding for O&M. This is also noted in the funding
for projects that implement 41 y/n y 11.5.1 Sources and source descriptions in Section 11.5.1, Sources and Certainty y
the IRWM Plan would be Certainty of Funding of Funding: Funding Sources. Appendix VII-C and
covered and the certainty Appendix VII-H include potential for individual user fees
of operation and to cover the costs of O&M for on-site water treatment
maintenance funding. systems and new or retrofitted septic systems, respectively.
IRWM Plan Standard: Technical Analysis Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Section 3.6 Technical Chapter 3, Issues and Need, Section 3.6 describes how the
Document the data and Analysis; technical information was used in the development of the
technical analyses that Appendix VI-B Data and | Plan. The technical analyses and data used are listed in
were used in the 41 y/n y Technical Sources, Chapter 12, References, and throughout the Plan in y
development of the plan Analysis, and Use in 2018 | appropriate chapters where referenced. Appendix VI-B
(1). IRWM/SWR Plan; contains a detailed description of the data and technical
Chapter 12 References analysis used in the development of the IRWM Plan.
IRWM Plan Standard: Relation to Local Water Planning Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Chapter 10, Agency Coordination, Section 10.2 describes the
major water plans used to develop the 2018 IRWM/SWR
Plan: CVRWMG agency UWMPs, Coachella Valley WMP,
Identify a list of local water 10.2 Relation to Local Mission Creek — Garnet Hill WMP, IWA's Water Resources
plans used in the RWM 41 y/n y ' Development Plan, the Whitewater River Watershed y

plan

Water Planning

Municipal Stormwater Program Stormwater Management
Plan, and the Coachella Valley Basin GSPs - Alternative GSP
Bridge Documents for the Indio and Mission Creek
Subbasins.




Describe the dynamics
between the IRWM plan

10.2 Relation to Local

The description of plans used to develop the IRWM Plan in
Chapter 10, Agency Coordination, Section 10.2 explains the

and other planning 41 y/n Water Planning dynamics between the IRWM Plan and these other
documents planning documents
. Chapter 10, Agency Coordination, Section 10.2 describes
v[?/ﬁrzngd?:;:;?ti i/va\{c’\e/er 41 y/n 10.2 Relation to Local how the CVRWMG agencies coordinate with one another
. - Water Planning through Joint Board meetings, CVRWMG business
mgmt planning activities . -
meetings, and other specialized efforts.
Discuss how the plan
relates to these other
planning documents and
programs. Same as 2012
GL with the following
addition: "It should be
noted that Water Code §
10562 (b)(7) requires the
development of a
stormwater resource plan
and compliance with these
g::::;?gf:&:ﬁ:;;ir and The description of plans used to develop the 2018
IRWM/SWR Plan in Chapter 10, Agency Coordination,
dry weather runoff capture . . . .
sisfass. Usan 10.2 Relation to Local Section 10.2 expla}ns the relationship the IRWM Plan has to
63 - 64 y/n these other planning documents.

development of the
stormwater resource plan,
the RWMG shall
incorporate it into IRWM
plan. The RWM Plan
should discuss the
processes that it will use to
incorporate such plans."
Minor wording differences
- e.g. Groundwater
Sustainability Plan example
in the 2016 Guidelines
instead of Groundwater
Management Plan in the
2012 Guidelines.

Water Planning

As discussed throughout the Plan, this 2018 IRWM/SWR
Plan serves as a SWRP functional equivalent, thus the SWRP
is fully incorporated into the IRWM Plan.




Consider and incorporate
water management issues
and climate change

10.2.3 Planning Efforts to
Offset Climate Change
Impacts to Water Supply;

Section 10.2.3 Planning Efforts to Offset Climate Change
Impacts to Water Supply, and Section 10.3.7 Linkages

. T - 64 . W M L P [
adaptation and mitigation 63-6 y/n y 10.3.1 Linkages between petween avter qnageme.nt and a'nd Use Planning 4
. includes a discussion of Climate Action Plans and
strategies from local plans Water Management and Sustainability Plans
into the IRWM Plan. Land Use Planning y
IRWM Plan Standard: Relation to Local Land Use Planning Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Document current 10.3.2 Current Chapter 10, Agency Coordination, Section 10.3.2 describes
relationship between local T the existing relationship between water managers and land
. ) Relationships between . .
land use planning, regional 41 y/n y use planners. These relationships vary by agency, though y
. Water Managers and . . .
water issues, and water Land Use Planners Planning Partners meetings provide a forum for land use
management objectives planners to interact with water managers.
Chapter 10, Agency Coordination, Section 10.3.3 outlines
five ways to address coordination related to land use
planning:
1. CVRWMG is committed to coordination with land use
Document future plans to lanning agencies in Region
further a collaborative, 10.3.3 Future Effortsto | © 9 a9 g . .
. . . . . 2. Important for water planners to be involved in General
proactive relationship 41 y/n y Establish Proactive Plan undates y
between land use planners Relationships P . .
3. Important for water planners to be involved early in
and water managers g
development of Specific Plans
4. Coordination with water planners during development
approval to ensure adequate water services
5. Review and approval by local utilities during CEQA
Demonstrate information Chapter 10, Section 10.1.1 Coordination of Activities within
. . IRWM Region describes the coordination efforts for the
sharing and collaboration . . .
. . — Coachella Valley IRWM Program including with land use
with regional land use 10.1.1 Coordination of . .
L7 L s agencies. Three of the CVRWMG agencies are land use
planning in order to Activities within RWM . . . . .
. . agencies (City of Coachella and City of Indio), while others
manage multiple water Region; 10.1.3 . .
L . . work closely with the land use agencies that have
demands throughout the Coordination with Tribal, L . . . .
41 y/n y overlapping jurisdictions with their service areas.; Section y

state, adapt water
management systems to
climate change, and
potentially offset climate
change impacts to water
supply in California.

Federal, State, and Local
Agencies; 10.3 Relation
to Local Land Use
Planning

10.1.3 Coordination with Tribal, Federal, State, and Local
Agencies describes the various agencies, including land use
entities, that the CVRWMG has coordinated with for IRWM
planning efforts. Section 70.3 Relation to Local Land Use
Planning discusses linkages between water management
and land use planning, current relationships between water




managers and land use planners, and future efforts to
establish proactive relationships with land use planners.

IRWM Plan Standard: Stakeholder Involvement Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
7.2.1 Group Membership | The CVRWMG has conducted targeted outreach efforts to
and Participation; DACs and area tribes, as described in Chapter 7,
7.5 Disadvantaged Stakeholder Involvement, Section 7.5 and 7.6. DAC outreach
Discuss involvement of Communities Outreach; | is further described in Chapter 4, Disadvantaged
DACs and tribal 41-40 y/n 7.6 Tribal Outreach and | Communities. As described in Section 7.2.1 Group y
communities in the RWM Coordination; Membership and Participation, future Planning Partners
planning effort Chapter 4, meetings may be held, as needed. Volume Il of the
Disadvantaged IRWM/SWR Plan describes the efforts made to involve
Communities; DACs and the challenges to DAC participation in the IRWM
Volume Il Program.
Chapter 7, Stakeholder Involvement, Section 7.3 describes
the decision making process for the Region. Planning
Describe decision-making Partners provide input and help to develop the Plan and
7.3 Effective Decision- implementation, while the CVRWMG makes all final
process and roles that 41 -42 y/n . . . . e y
stakeholders can occupy Making decision and provides the.P.Iannlng Partner§ with direction.
Any stakeholder may participate as a Planning Partner,
Issues Group member, or through public workshops and
meetings.
Chapter 9, Project Evaluation and Prioritization, Section 9.2.3
. . describes how the implementation of projects by
Discuss how stakeholders 923 Pr;);i:zrss'electlon stakeholders uses RMS to achieve objectives. Table 8-2 in
are necessary to address 41 - 42 y/n 822 Objec:cives Chapter 8, Resource Management Strategies, Section 8.2.2 y
objectives and RMS .A.ssessment shows which RMS will contribute towards achieving IRWM
Plan objectives. Further, Chapter 8 highlights projects and
activities implemented by stakeholders that use RMS.
Chapter 8, Resource Management Strategies, Section 8.1.1
Discuss how a describes the collaborative efforts-that involve diverse
collaborative process will 8.1.1 stakeholders and help to balance interest groups. Such
. 41 - 42 y/n Stakeholder/Institutional | efforts include public workshops, direct outreach with y
engage a balance in . - . . . .
Integration stakeholders, discussion of projects and integration

interest groups

opportunities with stakeholder, and stakeholder approval
of key IRWM Program decisions.




Contain a public process
that provides outreach and
opportunity to participate
in the IRWM plan (1). Per
2016 GL: “Native American

7.2.1 Group Membership
and Participation;
7.4 Balanced Access and
Opportunity for

Chapter 7, Stakeholder Involvement describes how
stakeholders participate in the IRWM Program, as well as
who may participate. The CVRWMG invites all stakeholders
to participate, as described in Section 7.2.1, and conducts
outreach (general and targeted) during IRWM Program

tribes — It should be noted 41 - 42 y/n Participation; . L o y
. . . milestone activities (grant opportunities, Plan updates, etc.)
that tribes are sovereign 7.5 Disadvantaged . . . .
. . as described in Section 7.4, 7.5, and 7.6. Section 7.6 states
nations, and as such Communities Outreach; . . .
S . . . . that that tribes are sovereign nations, and as such
coordination with tribes is 7.6 Tribal Outreach and S . S
S coordination with tribes is on a government-to-
on a government-to- Coordination .
o government basis.
government basis.
Identify process to involve
and facilitate stakeholders
during development and
implementation of IRWM
plaar? ifjj;(il(;s;i:iaz!:;y;: 74 Boalan;etci:;:cefzsr el Chapter 7, Stakeholder Involvement, Section 7.4 and Section
pay; . . P . pp . y ror 7.6 describe how the CVRWMG encourages participation of
any barriers to involvement Participation; 7.6 Tribal . o
. 41 - 42 y/n stakeholders in IRWM Plan and Program activities. y
(2). "Stakeholder Outreach and . .
" . Appendix VII-D documents the challenges to participation
IEIVETIER (e 2012 GeareliiEder; by DACs in the IRWM Program, Plan, and grants
GL is referred to “Native Appendix VII-D y gram. ' 9 '
American Tribe and
Stakeholder Involvement"
in the 2016 GL and Tribes
are referred to specifically.
IRWM Plan Standard: Coordination Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Identn_‘y the process to The IRWM Program provides a forum for coordination
coordinate water .
. N amongst water management projects. Chapter 10, Agency
management projects and 10.1.1 Coordination of S . . o
. AR . . Coordination, Section 10.1.7 describes the coordination
activities of participating Activities within IRWM . .
. . opportunities provided through the IRWM Program.
local agencies and 42 y/n Region; y

stakeholders to avoid
conflicts and take
advantage of efficiencies

(1.

9.2.2 Project Review and
Prioritization Process

Chapter 9, Project Evaluation and Prioritization, Section 9.2.2
describes how opportunities for integration are identified
during the Project Review Process, and project proponents
informed of the potential for improved project efficiencies.




Identify neighboring IRWM
efforts and ways to
cooperate or coordinate,

10.1.2 Neighboring

Chapter 10, Agency Coordination, Section 10.1.2 explains
that while nearby IRWM Regions did meet to discuss

and a discussion of any 42 y/n and/or Overlapping potential collaboration, ultimately it was decided that the y
ongoing water [RWM Efforts regions were too distinct for significant coordination to be
management conflicts with efficient or effective.
adjacent IRWM efforts
Identify areas where a state
agency or other agencies
may be able to assist in As described in Chapter 10, Agency Coordination, Section
communication or 10.1.3, the Plan has identified state agencies that can assist
'cooperatlon,.or 10.1.3 Coordination with | I cooperatlgr? gnd commgnlcatlon relaﬁed to IRWM
implementation of IRWM 4 /n Tribal Federal State. and Program activities and projects. A meeting was also held
Plan components, y I:ocal A (lencies, with the Regional Board to discuss the 2014 IRWM Plan y
processes, and projects, or 9 Update. The agencies listed in Section 70.1.3 have been
where State or federal invited to participate through inclusion on the stakeholder
regulatory decisions are email list or their participation in IRWM projects.
required before
implementing the projects.
IRWM Plan Standard: Climate Change Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
i | . . .

Contain a plan, program, ! Through the RMS described in Section 8.5, more data
or methodology for further 8.5 Adapting Resource . . . s .

: . collection and analysis of climate change vulnerabilities will
data gathering and 42 - 44 y/n Management Strategies . . . . y

. o . occur, especially for projects that implement adaptive
analysis of prioritized to Climate Change
e management as recommended.
vulnerabilities.
9.2.3 Project Selection Chapter 9, Project Evaluation and Prioritization, Section 9.2.3

Include climate change as Factors; describes the relationship of projects to RMS, and how
part of the project review 42 - 44 y/n 8.5 Adapting Resource RMS are a project selection factor. Table 8-3 in Chapter 8, y

process.

Management Strategies
to Climate Change

Resource Management Strategies, Section 8.5 shows which
RMS are also climate change management strategies.




Evaluate IRWM region's
vulnerabilities to climate
change and potential
adaptation responses
based on vulnerabilities
assessment in the DWR
Climate Change Handbook
for Regional Water
Planning (1). Addition in
2016 GL - "At a minimum,
the vulnerability evaluation
must be equivalent to the
vulnerability assessment
contained in the Climate
Change Handbook for
Regional Water Planning,
Section 4 and Appendix B."

42 - 44

y/n

3.4 Identification of
Climate Change
Vulnerabilities;

8.5 Adapting Resource
Management Strategies
to Climate Change

Chapter 3, Issues and Needs, Section 3.4 describes and
prioritizes the climate change vulnerabilities of the Region.
Chapter 8, Resource Management Strategies, Section 8.5
describes how the RMS will help the Region adapt to or
mitigate the effects of climate change.

Provide a process that
considers GHG emissions
when choosing between
project alternatives (1).
Addition in 2016 GL - "At a
minimum, that process
must determine a project'’s
ability to help the IRWM
region reduce GHG
emissions as new projects
are implemented over a
20-year planning horizon
and consider energy
efficiency and reduction of
GHG emissions when
choosing between project
alternatives."

42 - 44

y/n

9.2.3 Project Selection
Factors;
8.5 Adapting Resource
Management Strategies
to Climate Change

Chapter 9, Project Evaluation and Prioritization, Section 9.2.3
describes the relationship of projects to RMS, and how
RMS are a project selection factor. Table 8-3 in Chapter 8,
Resource Management Strategies, Section 8.5 shows which
RMS will help mitigate GHGs.




Include a list of prioritized
vulnerabilities based on
the vulnerability
assessment and the
IRWM's decision making Chapter 3, Issues and Needs, Section 3.4 identifies and
process. Addition in 2016 . rioritizes 13 climate change vulnerabilities of the Region
GL - "A list of prioritized 42-44 y/n y Climate Chér\ge znd describes how these v?JlnerabiIities were identifiegd and
. . Vulnerabilities .
vulnerabilities which prioritized.
includes a determination
regarding the feasibility for
the RWMG to address the
priority vulnerabilities."

3.4 Identification of

Address adapting to
changes in the amount, Chapter 2, Section 2.8 discusses the implications of climate
intensity, timing, quality, 42 - 44 y/n y 2.8 Climate Change change on the Region including changes in precipitation y
and variability of runoff and runoff patterns.
and recharge.

Areas of the State that
receive water imported
from the Sacramento-San
Joaquin River Delta, the
area within the Delta, and
areas served by coastal
aquifers must also consider
the effects of sea level rise
(SLR) on water supply
conditions and identify
suitable adaptation
measures.

Section 3.2.2 As shown in Section 3.2.2 Identification of Climate Change
42 - 44 y/n y Identification of Climate | Vulnerabilities Table 3-4, sea level rise is not applicable to y
Change Vulnerabilities the Coachella Valley IRWM Region.

IRWM Plan Standard Requirements for 2016 IRWM Guidelines in Addition to Previously Required 2012 IRWM Guideline Requirements. See Appendix H in
IRWM 2016 Guidelines.

(1) Requirement must be addressed per CWC §10541 (e)(3).

(2) Requirement must be addressed per CWC §10541 (e)(14).




Storm Water Resource Plan Checklist
and Self-Certification

The following should be completed and submitted to the State Water Resources Control Board Division
of Financial Assistance in support of a storm water resource plan /functionally equivalent plan. The
documents submitted, including this checklist, will be used to determine State Water Board concurrence
with the Storm Water Resource Plan Guidelines and statutory water code requirements.

When combining multiple documents to form a functionally equivalent Storm Water Resource Plan,
submit a cover letter explaining the approach used to arrive at the functionally equivalent document. The
cover letter should explain how the documents work together to address the Storm Water Resource Plan

Guidelines.

STORM WATER RESOURCE PLAN GENERAL CONTACT INFORMATION

Contact Info:
Name

Phone Number
Email

Steve Bigley, Director of Environmental Services
Coachella valley Water District

760-398-2661 x2286

sbigley@cvwd.org

Date Submitted to State
Water Resource Control
Board:

June 8, 2020; Resubmitted December 8, 2020

Regional Water Quality
Control Board:

Colorado River Regional Water Quality Control Board

Title of attached documents
(expand list as needed):

2018 Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management
(IRWM)/Stormwater Resource (SWR) Plan
Date document was prepared: December 2018
Document can be accessed at:
http://www.cvrwmg.org/docs/2019 04 03 CVRWMG-
Final2018IRWMSWR-Plan 160437.pdf

STORM WATER RESOURCE PLAN INFORMATION

Storm Water

Resource Plan Title: 2018 Coachella Valley IRWM/SWR Plan

Date Plan _

Completed/Adopted: Plan completed December 2018; updated December 2020

Public Agency Coachella Valley Regional Water Management Group (Coachella
Preparer: Valley Water District, Coachella Water Authority, Indio Water Authority,

Desert Water Agency, Mission Springs Water District, and Valley
Sanitary District)

IRWM Submission: Submitted to the Coachell Valley Regional Water Management Group
upon completion of the 2018 Coachella Valley IRWM/SWR Plan
December 2018; resubmitted December 2020
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Plan Description:

The Coachella Valley IRWM/SWR Plan serves as a combined plan
which addresses the requirements of the California Department of
Water Resources (DWR) Proposition 1 2016 IRWM Grant Program
Guidelines and the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB)
2015 Stormwater Resource Plan (SWRP) Guidelines. This plan serves
as a SWRP functional equivalent for the Coachella Valley.

Checklist Instructions:

For each element listed below, review the applicable section in the Storm Water Resource Plan
Guidelines and enter ALL of the following information. Be sure to provide a clear and thorough

justification if a recommended element (non shaded) is not addressed by the Storm Water Resource

Plan.

A. Mark the box if the Storm Water Resource Plan meets the provision

B. In the provided space labeled References, enter:

1. Title of document(s) that contain the information (or the number of the document listed

in the General Information table above);

2. The chapter/section, and page number(s) where the information is located within

the document(s);

3. The entity(ies) that prepared the document(s) if different from plan preparer;
4. The date the document(s) was prepared,1and subsequent updates; and
5. Where each document can be accessed ' (website address or attached).
STORM WATER RESOURCE PLAN
CHECKLIST AND SELF-CERTIFICATION
Mandatory Required Elements per California Water Code are Shaded and Text is Bold
Water Code
YIN Plan Element Section
WATERSHED IDENTIFICATION
(GUIDELINES SECTION VI.A)
10565(c)

Y 1.Plan identifies watershed and subwatershed(s) for storm water resource 10562(b)(1)

planning. 10565(c)
References:
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 1.1 Background (pg 1-3)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.2.1 Watershed (pg 2-5)
2.Plan is developed on a watershed basis, using boundaries as delineated by USGS, CalWater,

Y USGS Hydrologic Unit designations, or an applicable integrated regional water management group,
and includes a description and boundary map of each watershed and sub-watershed applicable to
the Plan.

References:
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 1.1 Background (pg 1-2, Figure 1-1 on pg 1-6)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.2.1 Watershed (pg 2-5 to pg 2-7, Figure 2-2 on pg 2-7)

' All documents referenced must include a website address. If a document is not accessible to the public electronically, the
document must be attached in the form of an electronic file (e.g. pdf or Word 2013) on a compact disk or other electronic transmittal

tool.
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Y 3.Plan includes an explanation of why the watershed(s) and sub-watershed(s) are appropriate for
storm water management with a multiple-benefit watershed approach;

References:
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.2.1 Watershed (pg 2-5)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.2.7 Stormwater and Flood Management (pg 2-31 to 2-35)

4.Plan describes the internal boundaries within the watershed (boundaries of municipalities; service
Y areas of individual water, wastewater, and land use agencies, including those not involved in the
Plan; groundwater basin boundaries, etc.; preferably provided in a geographic information system
shape file);
References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 1.2 Regional Water Management Group (Figure 1-2 on pg 1-7)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.2.2 Water Systems and Distribution (Figure 2-3 on pg 2-12)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.2.3 Wastewater (Figure 2-5 on pg 2-22)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.2.7 Stormwater and Flood Management (Figure 2-6 on pg 2-33)

Y 5.Plan describes the water quality priorities within the watershed based on, at a minimum, applicablé]
TMDLs and consideration of water body-pollutant combinations listed on the State’s Clean Water
Act Section 303(d) list of water quality limited segments (a.k.a impaired waters list);

References:
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.5.3 Surface Water Quality (pg 2-61 to 2-63)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.5.5 Stormwater Quality and Water Quality Compliance (pg 2-64 to 2-70)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.5.6 Stormwater Quality Concerns and Priority Pollutants (pg 2-70)

Y 6.Plan describes the general quality and identification of surface and ground water resources within
the watershed (preferably provided in a geographic information system shape file);

References:
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.2.1 Watershed (Identification of surface water resources in Figure 2-2 on pg
2-7)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.2.2 Water Systems and Distribution (Identification of surface/groundwater
resources in Figure 2-3 on pg 2-12, Figure 2-4 on pg 2-19)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.5.1 Groundwater Quality (pg 2-57 to pg 2-60)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.5.3 Surface Water Quality (pg 2-61 to pg 2-63)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.5.5 Stormwater Quality and Water Quality Compliance (p 2-64 to 2-70)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.5.6 Stormwater Quality Concerns and Priority Pollutants (pg 2-70)

Y 7.Plan describes the local entity or entities that provide potable water supplies and the
estimated volume of potable water provided by the water suppliers;

References:
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 1.2 Regional Management Group (Water supply entities on pg 1-3 to 1-5)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.2.2 Water Systems and Distribution (pg 2-15 to 2-20, Table 2-2)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.4.1 Water Supply (pg 2-44 to 2-46, Table 2-10)

Y 8.Plan includes map(s) showing location of native habitats, creeks, lakes, rivers, parks, and other
natural or open space within the sub-watershed boundaries; and

References:
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.2.1 Watershed (Figure 2-2 on pg 2-7)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.2.8 Natural Communities and Habitats (Figure 2-8 on pg 2-38, Figure 2-9 on
pg 2-39)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.3.1 Land Use Agencies (Figure 2-11 on pg 2-43)
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9.Plan identifies (quantitative, if possible) the natural watershed processes that occur within the sub-
watershed and a description of how those natural watershed processes have been disrupted

Y within the sub-watershed (e.g., high levels of imperviousness convert the watershed processes of

infiltration and interflow to surface runoff increasing runoff volumes; development commonly

covers natural surfaces and often introduces non-native vegetation, preventing the natural supply

of sediment from reaching receiving waters).

References:
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.2.1 Watershed (pg 2-5 to 2-6)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.2.7 Stormwater and Flood Management (pg 2-31 to pg 2-35)

WATER QUALITY COMPLIANCE
(GUIDELINES SECTION V)

Y 10. Plan identifies activities that generate or contribute to the pollution of storm 10562(d)(7)
water or dry weather runoff, or that impair the effective beneficial use
of storm water or dry weather runoff.

References:
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.5.5 Stormwater Quality (pg 2-64 to pg 2-65)

Y 11. Plan describes how it is consistent with and assists in, compliance with total 10562(b)(5)
maximum daily load implementation plans and applicable national
pollutant discharge elimination system permits.

References:
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.5.5 Stormwater Quality (pg 2-64 to pg 2-70)

Y 12. Plan identifies applicable permits and describes how it meets all applicable 10562(b)(6)
waste discharge permit requirements.

References:
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 2.5.5 Stormwater Quality (pg 2-65 to pg 2-70)

ORGANIZATION, COORDINATION, COLLABORATION
(GUIDELINES SECTION VI.B)

Y 13. Local agencies and nhongovernmental organizations were consulted in Plan 10565(a)
development.

References:
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 1.4.1 Stakeholder Coordination and Public Involvement (pg 1-13)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 1.4.2 Planning Partners (pg 1-14)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.2.1 Group Membership and Participation (pg 7-5 to pg 7-22, Table 7-1,
Table 7-2, and Table 7-3)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 10.1.3 Coordination with Tribal, Federal, and Local Agencies (pg 10-8 to 10-
12)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 10.1.4 Coordination for the Stormwater Resources Plan (pg 10-12 to 10-14,
Table 10-1)
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Y

14. Community participation was provided for in Plan development. 10562(b)(4)

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 1.4.1 Stakeholder Coordination and Public Involvement (pg 1-13)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 1.4.2 Planning Partners (pg 1-14)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 1.4.3 DAC Outreach (pg 1-14 to 1-15)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 1.4.4 Tribal Outreach (pg 1-15 to 1-16)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 1.4.5 Public Outreach (pg 1-16)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 4.2 DAC Outreach Program Activities (pg 4-6 to 4-17)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 4.4 DAC Projects Developed Through Outreach Efforts (pg 4-45 to 4-53)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 5.5.2 Coachella Valley IRWM Program (pg 5-10 to 5-11)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.2.1 Group Membership and Participation (pg 7-5 to 7-22)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.4 Balanced Access and Opportunities (pg 7-23 to 7-27)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.5 Disadvantaged Communities Outreach (pg 7-27 to 7-30)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.6 Tribal Outreach and Coordination (pg 7-30 to 7-32)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 10.1.4 Coordination for the Stormwater Resources Plan (pg 10-12 to 10-14)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Additional SWRP Information, Appendix VI-K

Y

15. Plan includes description of the existing integrated regional water management group(s)
implementing an integrated regional water management plan.

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 1.2 Regional Water Management Group (pg 1-3 to 1-5)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.2.1 Group Membership and Participation (CVRWMG sub-section on pg 7-9
to 7-11)

16. Plan includes identification of and coordination with agencies and organizations (including, but
not limited to public agencies, nonprofit organizations, and privately owned water utilities) that
need to participate and implement their own authorities and mandates in order to address the
storm water and dry weather runoff management objectives of the Plan for the targeted
watershed.

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 1.4.1 Stakeholder Coordination and Public Involvement (pg 1-13)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.2.1 Group Membership and Participation (pg 7-5 to 7-22)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 10.1.4 Coordination for the Stormwater Resources Plan (pg 10-12 to 10-14;
Table 10-1)

Y

17. Plan includes identification of nonprofit organizations working on storm water and dry weather
resource planning or management in the watershed.

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 1.4.1 Stakeholder Coordination and Public Involvement (pg 1-13)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.2.1 Group Membership and Participation (pg 7-5 to 7-22)

18. Plan includes identification and discussion of public engagement efforts and
community participation in Plan development.
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References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 1.4.1 Stakeholder Coordination and Public Involvement (pg 1-13)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 1.4.2 Planning Partners (pg 1-14)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 1.4.3 DAC Outreach (pg 1-14 to 1-15)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 1.4.4 Tribal Outreach (pg 1-15 to 1-16)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 1.4.5 Public Outreach (pg 1-16)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.2.1 Group Membership and Participation (pg 7-5 to 7-22)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.4 Balanced Access and Opportunities (pg 7-23 to 7-27)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.5 Disadvantaged Communities Outreach (pg 7-27 to 7-30)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.6 Tribal Outreach and Coordination (pg 7-30 to 7-32)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 10.1.4 Coordination for the Stormwater Resources Plan (pg 10-12 to 10-14)

Y

19. Plan includes identification of required decisions that must be made by local, state or federal
regulatory agencies for Plan implementation and coordinated watershed-based or
regional monitoring and visualization

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.8 Long-Term Implementation of IRMW/SWR Plan (pg 7-35 to 7-36)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 10.1.3 Coordination with Tribal, Federal, State and Local Agencies (pg 10-8
to 10-12)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 11.6 SWRP Implementation (pg 11-45 to 11-47)

Y

20. Plan describes planning and coordination of existing local governmental agencies, including
where necessary new or altered governance structures to support collaboration among two or
more lead local agencies responsible for plan implementation.

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 1.2 Regional Water Management Group (Altered governance structure on pg
1-3 to 1-5)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 1.4.2 Planning Partners (pg 1-41)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.2.1 Group Membership and Participation (pg 7-5 to 7-22, CVRWMG sub-
section on pg 7-9 to 7-11, Desert Task Force sub-section on pg 7-15)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 10.1.4 Coordination for the Stormwater Resources Plan (pg 10-12 to 10-14)

Y

21. Plan describes the relationship of the Plan to other existing planning documents, ordinances,
and programs established by local agencies.

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 10.2 Relation to Local Water Planning (pg 10-15 to 10-41)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 10.3 Relation to Local Land Use Planning (pg 10-41 to 10-46)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 10.2.5 Technical Evaluations for the 2014 IRWM/SWR Plan (Integrated Flood
Management Plan on pg 10-31 to 10-33)

Y

22. (If applicable) Plan explains why individual agency participation in various isolated efforts is
appropriate.

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 10.2.6 Individual Planning Efforts by Agency (pg 10-36 to 10-39)

QUANTITATIVE METHODS
(GUIDELINES SECTION VI.C)

23. For all analyses:
Plan includes an integrated metrics-based analysis to demonstrate that the Plan’s proposed
storm water and dry weather capture projects and programs will satisfy the Plan’s identified
water management objectives and multiple benefits.
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References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Project List Appendix VI-H
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.4 Integrated Metrics-Based Analysis of Project Benefits (pg 9-33)

24. For water quality project analysis (section VI.C.2.a)
Plan includes an analysis of how each project and program complies with or is consistent with
an applicable NPDES permit. The analysis should simulate the proposed watershed-based
outcomes using modeling, calculations, pollutant mass balances, water volume balances,
and/or other methods of analysis. Describes how each project or program will contribute to the
preservation, restoration, or enhancement of watershed processes (as described in Guidelines

section VI.C.2.a)

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Project List Appendix VI-H

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 6.1.3 Goals, Objectives, and the Planning Hierarchy (Establishing metrics for
analysis: Table 6-2, Objectives E and F on pg 6-16 to 18)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.4 Integrated Metrics-Based Analysis of Project Benefits (pg 9-35 to pg 9
37)

Y

25. For storm water capture and use project analysis (section VI.C.2.b):
Plan includes an analysis of how collectively the projects and programs in the watershed
will capture and use the proposed amount of storm water and dry weather runoff.

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Project List Appendix VI-H

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 6.1.3 Goals, Objectives, and the Planning Hierarchy (Establishing metrics for
analysis: Table 6-2, Objective D, Target 3 on pg 6-15)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.4 Integrated Metrics-Based Analysis of Project Benefits (pg 9-38 to pg
40)

Y

26. For water supply and flood management project analysis (section VI.C.2.c):
Plan includes an analysis of how each project and program will maximize and/or augment

water supply.

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Project List Appendix VI-H
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 6.1.3 Goals, Objectives, and the Planning Hierarchy (Establishing metrics for
analysis: Table 6-2, Objectives A, C, and D on pg 6-12 to 6-16)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.4 Integrated Metrics-Based Analysis of Project Benefits (pg 9-41 to 9-
43)

Y

27. For environmental and community benefit analysis (section VI.C.2.d):
Plan includes a narrative of how each project and program will benefit the environment
and/or community, with some type of quantitative measurement.

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Project List Appendix VI-H
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 6.1.3 Goals, Objectives, and the Planning Hierarchy (Establishing metrics for
analysis: Table 6-2, Objectives G, J, K, L and M on pg 6-18 to 6-21)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.4 Integrated Metrics-Based Analysis of Project Benefits (pg 9-44 to 9-
49)

28. Data management (section VI.C.3):
Plan describes data collection and management, including: a) mechanisms by which data will
be managed and stored; b) how data will be accessed by stakeholders and the public; c) how
existing water quality and water quality monitoring will be assessed; d) frequency at which data

will be updated; and e) how data gaps will be identified.
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References:

(a) CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 11.3.2 Data Collection Techniques (pg 11-29 to 11-30)

(a) CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 11.3.4 Responsible Entity (pg 11-30)

(b) CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 11.3.3 Stakeholder Contributions (pg 11-30)

(b) CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 11.3.5 Regional Data Sharing (pg 11-30 to pg 11-31)

(b) CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 11.3.6 Statewide Data Sharing (pg 11-31 to pg 11-32)

(c,d) CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 11.3.1 Overview of Data Needs (Stormwater Quality Data on pg 11-25 to
11-26)

(e) CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 11.3.1 Overview of Data Needs (Data Gaps on pg 11-27 to 11-29)

IDENTIFICATION AND PRIORITIZATION OF PROJECTS
(GUIDELINES SECTION VI.D)

Y 29. Plan identifies opportunities to augment local water supply through 10562(d)(1)
groundwater recharge or storage for beneficial use of storm
water and dry weather runoff.
References:
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 8.4.3 Increase Water Supply (Conjunctive Management and Groundwater
Storage on pg 8-16 to 8-18)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.1 Stormwater Priorities (pg 9-26 to 9-27 )
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.2 Stormwater Multiple Benefits and Associated Metrics (pg 9-27 to 9-28)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.3 Stormwater Resource Plan Project Prioritization Process (pg 9-29 to
9-32)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.4 Integrated Metrics-Based Analysis of Project Benefits (pg 9-34; pg. 9-
38 to pg 9-40)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Additional SWRP Information, Appendix VI-K
30. Plan identifies opportunities for source control for both pollution and dry 10562(d)(2)
Y weather runoff volume, onsite and local infiltration, and use of storm
water and dry weather runoff.
References:
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 8.4.4 Improve Water Quality (Pollution Prevention on pg 8-27 to 8-28, Urban
Runoff Management on pg 8-30 to 8-31)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.1 Stormwater Priorities (pg 9-26 to 9-27 )
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.2 Stormwater Multiple Benefits and Associated Metrics (pg 9-27 to 9-28)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.3 Stormwater Resource Plan Project Prioritization Process (pg 9-29 to
9-32)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.4 Integrated Metrics-Based Analysis of Project Benefits (pg 9-34; pg. 9-
41 to pg 9-43)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Additional SWRP Information, Appendix VI-K
Y 31. Plan identifies projects that reestablish natural water drainage treatment and 10562(d)(3)

infiltration systems, or mimic natural system functions to the
maximum extent feasible.
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References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 8.4.4 Improve Water Quality (Urban Runoff Management on pg 8-30 to 8-31)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 8.4.5 Improve Flood Management (pg 8-31 to 8-33)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.1 Stormwater Priorities (pg 9-26 to 9-27 )

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.2 Stormwater Multiple Benefits and Associated Metrics (pg 9-27 to 9-28)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.3 Stormwater Resource Plan Project Prioritization Process (pg 9-29 to
9-32)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.4 Integrated Metrics-Based Analysis of Project Benefits (pg 9-34; pg. 9-
35 to pg 9-37)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Additional SWRP Information, Appendix VI-K

Y

32. Plan identifies opportunities to develop, restore, or enhance habitat and open 10562(d)(4)
space through storm water and dry weather runoff management,
including wetlands, riverside habitats, parkways, and parks.

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 8.4.6 Practice Resource Stewardship (pg 8-33 to 8-38)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.1 Stormwater Priorities (pg 9-26 to 9-27 )

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.2 Stormwater Multiple Benefits and Associated Metrics (pg 9-27 to 9-28)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.3 Stormwater Resource Plan Project Prioritization Process (pg 9-29 to
9-32)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.4 Integrated Metrics-Based Analysis of Project Benefits (pg 9-34; pg. 9-
44 to pg 9-46)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Additional SWRP Information, Appendix VI-K

33. Plan identifies opportunities to use existing publicly owned lands and 10562(d)(5)
gardens, farm and agricultural preserves, school sites, and government 10562(b)(8)
office buildings and complexes, to capture, clean, store, and use storm
water and dry weather runoff either onsite or easements, including, but not
limited to, parks, public open space, community

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 8.4.6 Practice Resource Stewardship (Land Use Planning & Management on
pg 8-35 to 8-36)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.1 Stormwater Priorities (pg 9-26 to 9-27 )

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.2 Stormwater Multiple Benefits and Associated Metrics (pg 9-27 to 9-28)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.3 Stormwater Resource Plan Project Prioritization Process (pg 9-29 to
9-32)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.4 Integrated Metrics-Based Analysis of Project Benefits (pg 9-34 to pg 9
49)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Additional SWRP Information, Appendix VI-K

References:

34. For new development and redevelopments (if applicable): 10562(d)(6)
Plan identifies design criteria and best management practices to
prevent storm water and dry weather runoff pollution and increase
effective storm water and dry weather runoff management for new
and upgraded infrastructure and residential, commercial, industrial,
and public development.

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.4 Integrated Metrics-Based Analysis of Project Benefits (Water Quality
Projects Analysis on pg 9-35 to 9-37)

35. Plan uses appropriate quantitative methods for prioritization of projects. 10562(b)(2)
(This should be accomplished by using a metrics-based and
integrated evaluation and analysis of multiple benefits to maximize
water supply, water quality, flood management, environmental, and
other community benefits within the watershed.)
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References:
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 6.3 Stormwater Resource Plan Benefits Prioritization (Prioritization of
benefits that guide project prioritization on pg 6-25 to 6-28)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.2 Stormwater Multiple Benefits and Associated Metrics (pg 9-27 to 9-28)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.3 Stormwater Resource Plan Project Prioritization Process (pg 9-29 to
9-32)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.4 Integrated Metrics-Based Analysis of Project Benefits (pg 9-33 to 9-
50)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Additional SWRP Information, Appendix VI-K

36. Overall:

Y Plan prioritizes projects and programs using a metric-driven approach and a geospatial
analysis of multiple benefits to maximize water supply, water quality, flood management,
environmental, and community benefits within the watershed.

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 6.3 Stormwater Resource Plan Benefits Prioritization (Prioritization of
benefits that guide project prioritization on pg 6-25 to 6-28)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.2 Stormwater Multiple Benefits and Associated Metrics (pg 9-27 to 9-28)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.3 Stormwater Resource Plan Project Prioritization Process (pg 9-29 to
9-32)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.4 Integrated Metrics-Based Analysis of Project Benefits (pg 9-33 to 9-
50)

37. Multiple benefits:

Y Each project in accordance with the Plan contributes to at least two or more Main Benefits and
the maximum number of Additional Benefits as listed in Table 4 of the Guidelines. (Benefits
are not counted twice if they apply to more than one category.)

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.3 Stormwater Resource Plan Project Prioritization Process (Project
Screening on pg 9-29 to 9-30, Table 9-7, Table 9-8)

IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY AND SCHEDULE
(GUIDELINES SECTION VLE)

Y 38. Plan identifies resources for Plan implementation, including: 1) projection of additional funding
needs and sources for administration and implementation needs; and 2) schedule for arranging
and securing Plan implementation financing.

References:
(1) CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 11.5 Finance (Stormwater Project Funding on pg 11-43, Table 11-5 on pg
11-44)
(2) CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 11.5 Finance (Stormwater Project Funding, Table 11-6 on pg 11-44)
39. Plan projects and programs are identified to ensure the effective 10562(d)(8)
Y implementation of the storm water resource plan pursuant to this

part and achieve multiple benefits.

References:
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 6.3 Stormwater Resource Plan Benefits Prioritization (Prioritization of
benefits that guide project prioritization on pg 6-25 to 6-28)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.2 Stormwater Multiple Benefits and Associated Metrics (pg 9-27 to 9-28)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.3 Stormwater Resource Plan Project Prioritization Process (pg 9-29 to
9-32)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.4 Integrated Metrics-Based Analysis of Project Benefits (pg 9-33 to 9-
50)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Project List Appendix VI-H
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Y 40. The Plan identifies the development of appropriate decision support tools 10562(d)(8)
and the data necessary to use the decision support tools.

References:
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 6.3 Stormwater Resource Plan Benefits Prioritization (Prioritization of
benefits that guide project prioritization on pg 6-25 to 6-28)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 9.5.4 Integrated Metrics-Based Analysis of Project Benefits (pg 9-33 to 9-
50)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 11.3 Data Management (pg 11-23 to 11-24)

41. Plan describes implementation strategy, including:
a) Timeline for submitting Plan into existing plans, as applicable;
b) Specific actions by which Plan will be implemented;
c) All entities responsible for project implementation;
Y d) Description of community participation strategy;
e) Procedures to track status of each project;
f) Timelines for all active or planned projects;
g) Procedures for ongoing review, updates, and adaptive management of the Plan; and
h) A strategy and timeline for obtaining necessary federal, state, and local permits.

References:

(c, d) CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.2 Structure and Organization (pg 7-3 to 7-22)

(a) CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.7 IRWM/SWR Plan Adoption (pg 7-32 to 7-34, Figure 7-3 on pg 7-34)

(b, e, g) CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.8 Long-Term Implementation of IRMW/SWR Plan (pg 7-35 to 7-37)
(e) CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 11.6 SWRP Implementation (pg 11-45 to 11-46)

(e) CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 11.4.1 Plan Performance (pg 11-33 to pg 11-34)

(f) CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 11.6 SWRP Implementation (Figure 11-3 on pg 11-46)

(g) CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 11.6.1 Procedure for Updating the Plan (pg 11-46 to pg 11-47)

(h) CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 11.6 SWRP Implementation (pg 11-45 to pg 11-46)

42. Applicable IRWM plan: 10562(b)(7)
Y The Plan will be submitted, upon development, to the applicable integrated regional water|
management (IRWM) group for incorporation into the IRWM plan.

References:
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 1.5 2018 IRWM/SWR Plan Development (pg 1-17)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.7 IRWM/SWR Plan Adoption (pg 7-32 to 7-34)

Y 43. Plan describes how implementation performance measures will be tracked.

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.8 Long-Term Implementation of IRMW/SWR Plan (Online Project Database
Sub-section on pg 7-36 to pg 7-37)

CV RWM/SWR Plan, Section 11.6 SWRP Implementation (pg 11-45 to pg 11-46)

EDUCATION, OUTREACH, PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
(GUIDELINES SECTION VL.F)

Y 44. Outreach and Scoping: Community participation is provided for in Plan 10562(b)(4)
implementation.

References:
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.2.1 Group Membership and Participation (Desert Task Force on pg 7-15)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.4 Balanced Access and Opportunities (pg 7-23 to 7-27)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.8 Long-Term Implementation of IRMW/SWR Plan (pg 7-35 to 7-36)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 11.6 SWRP Implementation (pg 11-45 to pg 11-46)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan. Additional SWRP Information. Appendix VI-K
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Y

45. Plan describes public education and public participation opportunities to engage the public
when considering major technical and policy issues related to the development and

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.2.1 Group Membership and Participation (Desert Task Force and Issues
Groups on pg 7-15 to 7-19, Stakeholder Public Workshops on pg 7-19 to 7-22 )

Y

46. Plan describes mechanisms, processes, and milestones that have been or will be used to
facilitate public participation and communication during development and implementation of the
Plan.

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 4.2.4 Outreach Mechanisms (pg 4-11 to 4-14)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.2.1 Group Membership and Participation (pg 7-5 to 7-22)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.4 Balanced Access and Opportunities (pg 7-23 to 7-27)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.5 Disadvantaged Communities Outreach (pg 7-27 to 7-30)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.6 Tribal Outreach and Coordination (pg 7-30 to 7-32)

Y

47. Plan describes mechanisms to engage communities in project design and implementation.

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.2.1 Group Membership and Participation (Desert Task Force on pg 7-15)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.8 Long-Term Implementation of IRMW/SWR Plan (pg 7-35 to 7-37)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 11.6 SWRP Implementation (pg 11-45 to pg-46)

Y

48. Plan identifies specific audiences including local ratepayers, developers, locally regulated
commercial and industrial stakeholders, nonprofit organizations, and the general public.

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section Table 7-10 (pg 7-37 to 7-40)

Y

49. Plan describes strategies to engage disadvantaged and climate vulnerable communities within
the Plan boundaries and ongoing tracking of their involvement in the planning process.

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 1.4.3 DAC Outreach (pg 1-14 to 1-15)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 4.2 DAC Outreach Program Activities (pg 4-6 to 4-17)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 4.4 DAC Projects Developed Through Outreach Efforts (pg 4-45 to 4-53)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.5 Disadvantaged Communities Outreach (pg 7-27 to 7-30)

Y

50. Plan describes efforts to identify and address environmental injustice needs and issues within
the watershed.

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 4.1.2 Previously Characterized Issues and Needs (pg 4-3)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 4.1.3 Previously Identified Projects (pg 4-3)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 4.2 DAC Outreach Program Activities (pg 4-6 to 4-17)

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 4.4 DAC Projects Developed Through Outreach Efforts (pg 4-45 to 4-53)
CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.5 Disadvantaged Communities Outreach (pg 7-27 to 7-30)

Y

51. Plan includes a schedule for initial public engagement and education.

References:

CV IRWM/SWR Plan, Section 7.7 IRWM/SWR Plan Adoption (pg 7-32 to 7-34)
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DECLARATION AND SIGNATURE

| declare under penalty of perjury that all information provided is true and correct to the best of
my knowledge and belief.

{-J,_ﬁ-h_'é‘i'"f Dive ctor e@ Ervivnmers] Services = j ,=/ Frim

B ey —= = Title Date

Authorized Signature Title Date

Coachella Valley Water District

Public Agency
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Appendix VI-B: Data and Technical Sources,
Analysis, and Use in the 2018 Coachella Valley
IRWM/SWR Plan Volume |

This appendix contains Table 6 from DWR’s 2016 IRWM Program Guidelines,
documenting the technical analysis used in development of the 2018 Coachella
Valley IRWM/SWR Plan. Complete source citations are provided following the
table, and can also be found in Chapter 12, References.



Appendix VI-B
December 2018
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2018 Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) & Stormwater Resource (SWR)
Plan Update



Data and Technical Sources, Analysis, and Use in 2018 IRWM/SWR Plan

Source: CVRWMG Agency Documents
. . Populatlo_n and demographic Used to help characterize the Region’s Coachel!a Valley
. Economic data from cities data by city. Employment . Economic
Annual Economic Report (2012) Co A . . ; social/cultural make-up, economy, and :
and agencies in the Region. information by city and by o Partnership
. economic drivers and concerns.
industry. (CVEP)
. . Average gross value per acre of . . .
Annual Review Water Quality Report Reported agency data. cropland, and total value of Used to show the role of agriculture in Region CVWD
(2009) . economy.
crops in 2007.
22 community health needs
Regional health collaborative | were identified, additional
to address the public health information included Used to provide information on the minority
Coachella Valley Health Assessment needs of the residents of the demographic specifics, population within the Coachella Valley CVHC
Coachella Valley community health indicators,
and stakeholder input.
Comprehensive overview of the
Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Provided basis for 2018 Sl?aclhelrlﬁo\r(ﬁ!ﬁ)r,\ regll(J)an"st water Used heavily for the 2018 IRWM structure and CVRWMG
Water Management Plan (2014) IRWM updated PR, 9. qualtly, writing efforts
recycled and groundwater
production and expansion
Scientific Advisory Committee
(biologists from federal, State,
and local agencies, and
private sector groups).
Population and land use Native habitat characterizations
Coachella Valley Multiole Species projections. Scientific and native species of Used to describe natural communities and
. y Multiple Sp Advisory Committee- importance to the Region. habitats and discuss habitat conservation CVAG
Habitat Conservation Plan (2007) . - .
developed methodology for Threats to native habitats and issues and needs.
assessing relative biological species.
value of land using best
available science. Review of
relevant scientific and
planning documents.




Data or Study

(full citation provided following

table)

Analysis Method

Results/Derived Information

Use in IRWM Plan

Source Agency

Coachella Valley Multiple Species

Updated native habitat
characterizations and native

Used to describe updated natural communities

Habitat Conservation Plan (2016) Review updated 2007 plan. species of importance _to the gnd habitats and discuss habitat conservation CVAG
Region. Threats to native issues and needs.
habitats and species.
Review and analysis of
existing studies, planning . -
efforts, legal decisions, and Volumes of water delivered, Usgd fo characterlzg the Region’s groundwater
. . basins, water supplies, and water demands.
contracts/agreements. used, supplied. Water quality .
. . Also used to describe recharge volumes,
Evaluation of data. Population, land use, and
Coachella Valley Water Management | accomplishments stemming water supply/demand groundwater levels and management efforts,
status of groundwater, wastewater and CvWD

Plan Update (2010)

from 2002 WMP. Projections
from the Riverside County
Center for Demographic
Research. Reported water
supply, production, and use
data. Monitoring data.

projections. Groundwater levels
and quality data.

Characterization of water supply
sources and related information.

recycled water capacity, potential for use of
untreated canal water for irrigation, and the
(low) potential for use of desalinated ocean
water.

Economic analysis of
Coachella Valley, potential

Comprehensive overview of the
Coachella Valley economy,

Used to describe the general economic

Coachella Valley

Crafting Our Future development and including population, housing, situation and prediction for future conditions ng')t?lc;:gll‘?i
opportunities unemployment, stock market within the Coachella Valley region (CVEP) P
and exchange rates
Stakeholder input, DAC Characterization of DACs and This program informed the development of
DAC Outreach Program Study surveys, review of existing - Chapter 4, Disadvantaged Communities, as CVRWMG
) ) . their issues/needs. ; :
studies, spatial analysis. well as other discussions related to DACs.
Levels of constituents that . . . .
Domestic Water Quality Report (2012) Water samples, federal and require monitoring by state and Used to describe constituents monitored in CVWD

state regulations

federal regulations.

drinking water, and sources of constituents.




Data or Study
(full citation provided following
table)

Analysis Method

Results/Derived Information

Use in IRWM Plan

Source Agency

Engineer’s Report on Water Supply
and Replenishment Assessment,
Lower Whitewater River Subbasin
Area of Benefit 2016-2017; Engineer’s
Report on Water Supply and
Replenishment Assessment, Mission
Creek Subbasin Area of Benefit
20136-2017; Engineer’s Report on
Water Supply and Replenishment
Assessment, Upper Whitewater River
Subbasin Area of Benefit 2016-2017

Groundwater monitoring well
data.

Groundwater elevations over
time (ranging from 15-90 years
of data). Groundwater storage
changes.

Provides the baseline for measuring
groundwater levels to meet Target under Goal
1, Objective B; Used to describe groundwater
overdraft and demonstrate beneficial effects of
groundwater overdraft reduction measures
(based on increasing groundwater storage
capacity).

CvwD

General Plan Environmental Impact
Report

Environmental impact
analysis of general plan land
use and planning,
transportation and circulation,
air quality, noise, biological
resources, cultural resources,
public services and ultilities,
visual resources, hydrology
and water quality, geology
and soils, agriculture, hazards
and hazardous materials, and
mineral resources.

Projected population growth
and impact of build out

Used to document unincorporated city
population and density

City of Coachella

Stakeholder input, mapped
flood zones overlaid with

Flood risks and maps,

Informed the discussion of flood issues in the
Region, as well as possible opportunities for

Integrated Flood Management Study geologic, vegetation, soil- integrated flood management managing flooding. One of the key technical CVRWMG
type, and land use to opportunities and locations. analyses completed in support of the 2014
determine IFM opportunities. IRWM Plan.
Existing studies and plans. Volumes of.water dellvereq, Used to document demand and projected
. used, supplied. Water quality L S
Population, land use and ) future demand within the Mission Creek and
. . data. Population, land use, and . . oo
- . socio-economic trends. Water Garnet Hill Sub-Basins and to describe issues
Mission Creek and Garnet Hill water supply/demand o . CVWD, DWA,
. demand and supply L pertaining to the sub-basin such as
Subbasins Water Management Plan o projections. Groundwater levels o MSWD
projections. Reported water and quality data groundwater overdraft, potential impacts and
supply, production, and use q y data. solutions, and other water sources (recycled
Characterization of water supply
data. . - water).
sources and related information.
Annual overview of
groundwater pumping and U
. . . . sed to compare CVWD recycled water
Non-potable Water Operations Annual | recharge, residential Summary of water reclamation production compared to the production from CVWD

Report

conservation, recycled water
program expansion, and
water quality

plant capacity

other Coachella Valley region agencies




North Cathedral City and Thousand
Palms Stormwater

Management Plan: Thousand Palms
and Morongo Wash Watersheds
Alternatives Analysis Report

Review of existing flood
hazards within the region and
previous hydrologic studies of
the watersheds

Flooding vulnerabilities and
stormwater planning efforts in
the Coachella Valley region

Used to provide detailed analysis for the
Stormwater Master Plan

CvwWD

Overview of the Coachella

Coachella Valley region’s
economy centers around a

Used to cite information on the region’s job

Coachella Valley

water quality.

Region, describe water quality, and generally
inform the description of the Region as a
whole.

Quality of Life and Place Valley in regard to number certain type of jobs, as well as categories, as well as the region’s attractions Economlc.
4 . - : ) . - Partnership
and type of jobs available tourism and industry brought and festivals that produce jobs and tourism
. . (CVEP)
from attractions and festivals
The 2009 RAP was used to describe the
Review of existing plannin Hydrologic connectivity (or lack | Region boundaries and reasons for
. 9p 9 of) in and around the Coachella | coordination structure (informal structure) with
Region Acceptance Process (2009) documents and other : . . CVRWMG
. Valley. Recycled water use over | neighboring IRWM Regions. Also used to
technical data. - . . .
time. describe internal boundaries and discuss
recycled water use.
Urban Water Management Plan Agricultural Water Demand Per.cent of total demand Used to compare historical agricultural demand CVWD
(2005) agricultural water accounted for. | to current agricultural demand
2010 UWMPs were relied on heavily during
development of the 2014 IRWM Plan. UWMPs
Water supply and demand - . .
o - . were used to characterize the Region, describe
within service areas, population B ) . CWA, CVWD,
Urban Water Management Plans Water meter data, agency . the historical and projected water supplies and
(2010) financials, monitoring data served, projected water demand, document potential issues in the DWA, WA,
’ ’ supplies, demands, issues, ’ MSWD




Data or Study
(full citation provided following
table)

Analysis Method

Results/Derived Information

Use in IRWM Plan

Source Agency

Water supply and demand

2014 UWMPs were relied on heavily during
development of the 2018 IRWM Plan. UWMPs
were used to characterize the Region, describe

Urban Water Management Plans Water meter data, agency within service areas, population the historical and projected water supplies and CWA, CVWD,
) . . served, projected water L . DWA, IWA,
(2015) financials, monitoring data. . : demand, document potential issues in the
supplies, demands, issues, Reqion. d b i it d I MSWD
water quality. Region, describe water quality, and generally
inform the description of the Region as a
whole.
Upgrades are necessary to
Wastewater Treatment Plant City data on treatment plant outdgtgd egwpment/processes, Useg to discuss wastewater freatment n the City of Palm
; . but sizing is more than Region and the need to upgrade the City of .
Improvements and Rate Study capacity and state of repair. Springs

adequate. Capacity is 10.9
MGD.

Palm Springs Wastewater Treatment Plant.

Source: Other Planning and Technical Documents

Used to inform the discussion on water quality

Riverside County
Flood Control and

Annual Progress Report (2015-2016) Reported water quality data. Water quallty de}ta and concerns in the Region and water quality Water .
exceedance incidents. o Conservation
objectives. o
District
(RCFCWCD)
Comopilation of existing data Used to help define groundwater basins in the
Bulletin 118 —California’s from ?ederal State ar?d local Groundwater basin delineation Region, describe characteristics of groundwater DWR
Groundwater Updated (2003) ; ’ ’ and characteristics. basins and their resources, inflow/outflow of
agencies. . S . .
basins, and justify Region boundaries.
State Water

California 303(d) Combined List Table
(2010)

Water quality monitoring data.

Levels of constituents of
concern in impaired waters.

Used to inform the discussion of surface water
quality.

Quality Control
Board

California Climate Adaptation Strategy

Summary of best available

Effects of climate change in

Used to describe the potential impacts of

California Natural

(2009) gcience on cIir_nate'change Californig.e!nd identification of Climate Change on the Region. Resources
impacts in California. vulnerabilities. Agency
Overview of climate change’s
effect on temperature, Precipitation trends can vary
rain/snow trends, runoff over regions, potential stress on | Used to help predict the region’s water supply
California Climate Science and Data timing, water systems from water cycle | and reliability, how potential impacts can be DWR
temperature/snowpack/rainfall | changes, current and future protected against
projections, sea level rise, projected conditions
and predictions
Potential climate change Used to illuminate the potential impacts of
. impacts on California’s water climate change on the Region, provide basis
Review of Resource resources, contamination of the | for Objective C (secure reliable imported water
California Water Plan Update (2009) Management Strategies and ’ DWR

water supply and quality data.

Coachella Valley Stormwater
Channel, challenges to SWP
water supplies.

supply), characterize water quality issues in the
Region, and describe Resource Management
Strategies.




Data or Study
(full citation provided following
table)

Analysis Method

Results/Derived Information

Use in IRWM Plan

Source Agency

Review of Resource

Potential climate change
impacts on California’s water
resources, contamination of the

Used to illuminate the potential impacts of
climate change on the Region, provide basis
for Objective C (secure reliable imported water

California Water Plan Update (2013) Management Strategies and ; L ; DWR
water supply and quality data Coachella Valley Stormwater supply), characterize water quality issues in the
pRly q y " | Channel, challenges to SWP Region, and describe Resource Management
water supplies. Strategies.
Field studies,
planning/modeling/collection Potential impacts and effects
. agencies, energy & - climate change 'S pr.OJecte.d to Used to document key indicators of the region’s
Climate Change Annual Report greenhouse gas emissions, have on the region, including otential vulnerability from climate change DWR
(2011) and public outreach climate sensitivity, internal ﬁn acts y 9
associated with climate exposure, and adaptive P
change impacts and capacity
projections
Farmland Mapping and
) . Monitoring Program mapping | Land use and conversion from P
gg?rglger:?l\\/l/:"e?nAr:: dTl{/In:)iitSoerli'lnes- results — maps use computer | farmland/agriculture to Used to describe extent of agriculture and land gzhf:rrgint of
bping 9 mapping system, aerial urbanization and other uses use changes in the Region. P h
Program 1984 to 2008 . ; . Conservation
imagery, public review, and over 24 years.
collection of field data.
Basin Plan amendment to
Colorado River Basin Water Quality reflect results of an early Bacterial indicator TMDL for Used to confirm that subsurface drain collectors
Control Board — Draft Agenda implementation monitoring CVSC serving agricultural lands have minimal effect SWRCB
Item w/ Resolution. program for bacterial on the bacterial impairment in the CVSC
indicators
gﬁéi?gg:czngsl\i/lnzaélljcl;?)gegé;{iIcgiir;mdg Subsidence monitoring data Used to describe where land subsidence is
. - . Location and extent of inferred inferred and therefore a potential issue for the
System Surveying and Interferometric | collected using GPS surveys . - . . . R USGS
. subsidence in the Region. Region and describe the potential impacts of
Synthetic Aperture Radar, Coachella and radar. subsidence on infrastructure
Valley, California, 1996-2005. )
General process, procedures,
and criteria that DWR will use to
Intearated Regional Water implement the Proposition 1
9 9 Review and integration of the | IRWM Grant Program, and Used to structure IRWM outreach, structure,
Management Grant Program SWRCB

Guidelines (2016)

2016 IRWM Guidelines

IRWM Plan Standards and
related guidance, and the
region acceptance and plan
review procedures

development, and writing efforts




Data or Study
(full citation provided following
table)

Analysis Method

Results/Derived Information

Use in IRWM Plan

Source Agency

Integrated Regional Water
Management Proposition 84 and 1E
Guidelines (2012)

Guidelines for IRWM
Implementation and Planning
grants funded by Proposition
84 (The Safe Drinking Water,
Water Quality and Supply,
Flood Control, River and
Coast Protection Bond Act of
2006), and Stormwater Flood
Management grants funded
by Proposition 1E (The
Disaster Preparedness and
Flood Prevention Bond Act of
2006)

The Coachella Valley Integrated
Regional Water
Management/Stormwater
Resources Plan serves to
address the requirements of
these grant programs

Used to show how the IRWM region remains
eligible for state grant funding. Development of
the IRWM and several projects within the
Coachella Valley were funded using
Proposition 84 and 1E grants,

DWR

MS4 Permits (2008 and 2013)

Regulatory requirements and
water quality testing.

Municipal separate stormwater
system requirements for co-
permittees.

Used to describe water quality requirements for
stormwater and as a driving force behind some
regional coordination and planning efforts.

Regional Board

NPDES Permit and Waste
Discharge Requirements

Regulatory requirements and
water quality testing.

Waste discharge requirements
for co-permittees.

Provides foundation for additional water
planning activities in Region and agency
coordination.

Regional Board

Our Changing Planet (2010)

Review of research and
observational elements of
agency programs related to
climate change.

Effects of increased
greenhouse gases (GHGs) and
GHG emissions.

Used to describe the potential impacts of
Climate Change on the Region.

United States
Global Change
Research
Program

Reconciling Projections of
Colorado River Streamflow

High-resolution streamflow
loss model for Colorado
River.

Up to 20% reduction in
Colorado River from Climate
Change. Decreased flow in
Colorado River Aqueduct.

Used to describe the potential impacts of
Climate Change on the Region.

Hoerling, et al.

Flood hazard and control
characteristics of the
Coachella valley and

Geology and soils of the region,

Used to describe the impervious clay layer

Report of Waste Discharge . - bacterial and chemical between the ground surface and main RCFCWCD
whitewater river and . ; : . .
Coachella vallev storm impairment, permit regulations groundwater aquifer
Yy
channel
MC1 Dynamic General
Response of Vegetation Vegetation Model to Increased frequency of wildfires
Distribution, Ecosystem determine response of and related increased Used to describe the potential impacts of
Productivity, and Fire to vegetation distribution, sedimentation and turbidity of Climate Chanae on the Region Lenihan et al.
Climate Change Scenarios carbon, and fire to three surface water. Increased flash g gon.
for California scenarios of future climate flooding.
change.
Sewer System Management Plan Salton Community Services Contributed to the discussion of the Region’s Salton
Agency data. District wastewater treatment wastewater treatment, and the potential for Community

(SSMP)

plants and capacity.

recycled water production in the future.

Services District

Storm Water Resource Plan
Guidelines

Review and integrated of the
storm water resource plan
guidelines

guidance for public agencies for
the development of Storm
Water Resource Plans
consistent with Water Code
sections 10560 et seq,

Used to ensure the Coachella IRWM/SWR Plan
was adequately prepared in accordance with
State Water Board and other bond-funding
agencies

SWRCB




ESRI Tapestry Segmentation

Used to identify areas that likely represent

Use of Municipal Recycled Water

to support the viability of
agriculture, conserve water,
and protect ecological
integrity

and how application affects
crops and seeps into
groundwater

Used to detail how proper fertilizer use and
irrigation practices can promote groundwater
quality

Tapestry Segmentation Database methodology — 65 behavioral | Neighborhood more severe DAC characteristics in the Region. ESRI
pestry >eg market segments for lifestyle characterizations. Contributes to the classification and
demography. understanding of DACs in the Region.
. . . Used during identification of DACs in the

U.S. Census (2016) Censu§ data collection and _Spatlal cjemographlc Region and provide population and U.S. Census

analysis. information. g - Bureau
demographic information.

Agricultural water
management and proper use | Water chemical concentration California

Agricultural Water
Stewardship
Initiative (CAWSI)

Watershed Management Initiative

Review and integration of
existing federal, State, and
local water-related programs,
plans, and studies.

Nitrate concentrations in the
groundwater basin, sources of
nutrients in groundwater, and
recommendations on possible
strategies to reduce nitrate in
drinking water supplies.

Used to discuss the issues and needs related
to groundwater quality.

Regional Board

Water Quality Control Plan Colorado
River Basin — Region 7 (Basin Plan)

Review of water quality
testing data and reports,
stakeholder input.

Water quality objectives for the
Colorado River Basin.

Used to characterize the Whitewater Hydrologic
Unit and describe the water quality and basin
plan objectives that are the basis for water
quality assessments and issues in the Region.

Regional Board

Whitewater River Region Monitoring
Annual Report (2015-2016)

Stormwater long term trends,
water quality data to analyze
potential impacts

Water quality data and
projected trends

Summary of parameters for each sampling site
that exceeded Basin Plan WQOs

RCFCWCD




Sources:

Agua Caliente Cultural Museum. http://www.accmuseum.org/About-the-Tribe. (Accessed July 16, 2013).

Agua Caliente Reservation. Website Available: http://www.aguacaliente.org/. (Accessed July 16, 2013).

Augustine Reservation. Website Available: http://www.augustinetribe.org/home.html. (Accessed July 16,
2013).

Branin, Joan. 2006. Coachella Valley Health Assessment. Available:_http://lib.ncth.org/pdfs/2k9/8829.pdf
(Accessed: July 9, 2010).

Cabazon Reservation. Website. Available: http://www.fantasyspringsresort.com/prod/cbmi/index.html.
(Accessed July 16, 2013).

California Agricultural Water Stewardship Initiative. 2010. Use of Municipal Recycled Water. Available:

http://agwaterstewards.org/txp/Resource-Center-Articles/24/use-of-municipal-recycled-water (Accessed:
August 16, 2010).

California Air Resources Board (CARB). 2008. Climate Change Scoping Plan: A Framework for Change.
December. Available: http://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/document/adopted _scoping_plan.pdf

California Department of Conservation. 2010. Coachella Valley Area Time Series: Farmland Mapping and

Monitoring Program 1984 to 2008 Time Series. Available:
http://www.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/fmmp/trends/TimeSeriesImg/Pages/Coachella.aspx. Accessed
July 18, 2010.

California Emergency Management Agency and California Natural Resources Agency. 2012. Climate
Change Adaptation Policy Guide. Available:
http://resources.ca.gov/climate_adaptation/local government/adaptation_planning_guide.html

California Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA). 2010. Climate Action Team Biennial Report.

December. Available: http://www.energy.ca.2ov/2010publications/CAT-1000-2010-005/CAT-1000-2010-
005.PDF

California Natural Resources Agency (CNRA). 2009. 2009 California Climate Adaptation Strategy.
Available: http://resources.ca.gov/climate_adaptation/docs/StatewideAdaptation _Strategy.pdf

California Ocean Protection Council (OPC). 2011. Resolution of the California Ocean Protection Council

on Sea Level Rise. March. Available:
http://www.opc.ca.gov/webmaster/ftp/pdf/docs/OPC_Seal evelRise Resolution Adopted031111.p
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Appendix VI-C: Memorandum of
Understanding

This appendix includes the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the
six Coachella Valley Regional Water Management Group (CVRWMG) agencies
(Coachella Valley Water District, Coachella Water Authority, Desert Water
Agency, Indio Water Authority, Mission Springs Water District, and Valley
Sanitary District) that established the CVRWMG and funding mechanisms. This
appendix also includes all addendums, supplements, and amendments made to
the original MOU.
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NOW, THEREFORE, it is mutually understood and agreed as follows:

SECTION 1:
AGREEMENTS

1.1 The consultant’s scope of work, fees and contract terms shall be approved by the Partners.
1.2 CVWD shall retain the consultant selected by the Partners and administer the consultant
agreement as directed by the Partners
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3.2 A withdrawing Partner remains obligated for reimbursement of its share of costs to be paid
pursuant to any agreements executed prior to that Partner’s withdrawal from participation.

] e L
LISl RNECLE

LiAby e e el s o e el S e e T b e e
—eim—E B S WD

S gl e A B o SN e oy R e

tiTLhemr—— s el s s e b s e a
wamad mE T L PR wbe e et saT = oy el S e
— =t~ H

Oy RIGHESSBHEREDF e roten e agmrod S oo V2 e o e

ol S oo S S S I W

SO T CAarEElA L SE T A ARTESR

S -y ]

COACHELLA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT

DESERT WATER AGENCY



e e VI s i i = s e e S
IR b e e ety ey B e il el B = R T el Mo e
Bl el ot O DRI Ehe ocmge tooemmoe it owom o emp e

=

s WTTHES= AHEAEOW. e o Tz maa o 22 2 T e, e P LT T
Sl n e Ters I S e M

Chr o A= " Cos= ) L wa =l
ALTESTTT

LOACHELLA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT

Ty h e
>
\Eux_ “rruE

DESERT WATER AGENCY



=1 o I | H= o
PART !PT IO

o EsmProer s e oot 1 Al i e anmes i e MH. Bosrnl ead I e
A on Sl B

T o Aaulraaing Permes rermoe s B ogehd Tot e o, of So b o doms L e o)
A T Ao el pear e sl Py et el T pas o on

SBOTION +
LESCELLANTE R

L1 At ors, pap il el wonds 300 pErpees et tmrs, wepet e el s s e
= PR R R | 1
4.2 Al s o T the SO prmais o ta et ol 35 cpet=mened hereis.
3 bo T R et e b moaGshd 18 2T a0 Sasi et s ol e lirs stal,
g il cacisal B g o bk ca b e opriser . shal ooesshtz oo 2 the za e

o | it gl

Coh e OO s DAl HE LA WATER
ALTEIRTY

COACHELLA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT

DESERT WATER AGENCY

g W



- - T F m—- —= _— =
—_— T - -

MISSION SPRINGS WATER DISTRICT



CITY OF INDIO/INDIO WATER AUTHORITY

—
= = ®m = =" m— ®m_ - =
.
e




MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING

among
CITY OF COACHELLA/COACHELLA WATER AUTHORITY, COACHELLA
VALLEY WATER DISTRICT, DESERT WATER AGENCY, CITY OF
INDIO/INDIO WATER AUTHORITY, MISSION SPRINGS WATER
DISTRICT, AND VALLEY SANITARY DISTRICT

for
DEVELOPMENT AND IMPLEMENTATION OF THE COACHELLA VALLEY
INTEGRATED
REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN

This Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) dated August 27, 2014 is entered into
among the City of Coachella/Coachella Water Authority, Coachella Valley Water
District, Desert Water Agency, City of Indio/Indio Water Authority, Mission Springs
Water District, and Valley Sanitary District (collectively known as Members) for the
purpose of coordinating water resources planning activities undertaken by the water
entities. This MOU restates the agreement of the founding Members and incorporates
all supplements to the original MOU listed below:

» Supplement 1 — April, 29 2010 — Consultant Retention IRWM Plan

+ Supplement 2 — March 13, 2012 — Consultant Retention Plan Update and DAC
Outreach

* Supplement 3 — August 8, 2012 — Implementation Grant Round 1

 Supplement 4 — February 22, 2013 — Consultant Retention CV-Strategies
Outreach

WHEREAS, each Member has adopted a Resolution of commitment approving this MOU
and committing to develop, update, and implement the Coachella Valley Integrated
Regional Water Management Plan (CVIRWMP).

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

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

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

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



SECTION 1:
AUTHORITY OF MEMBERS

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

1.2. 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 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.

1.3. The Desert Water Agency is an independent special district created by a special 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 collect assessments necessary to support a
groundwater replenishment program as provided for in the Desert Water Agency
Law and has statutory authority over water supply.

1.4. The Indio Water Authority is a joint powers authority of the City of Indio and the
Indio Housing Authority and has statutory authority over water supply.

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

supply.

1.6. The Valley Sanitary District is an independent special district governed under the
California Sanitary Act of 1923. The District provides collection, wastewater
treatment and water reuse services for customers in the eastern Coachella Valley
since 1925.

SECTION 2:
MEMBERSHIP CRITERIA

Membership criteria for participation as a Member includes:

2.1. Possess a water management responsibility in the Coachella Valley. This criterion
could apply to but is not limited to the following entities:

a. Wholesale or retail water providers
. Agricultural, recycled, and raw/surface water providers

b

c. Wastewater providers

d. Surface water rights holders
e

. Regional flood/stormwater managers



2.2.

2.3.

2.4.

2.5.

2.6.

2.7.

Commit to adopting the 2014 CVIRWM Plan prior to membership and participate in
future Plan Updates, as well as commit to good faith effort as a part of the
CVRIWMG to approve the future Plan Updates

Actively participate in management and implementation of Coachella Valley IRWM
program. This includes regular attendance at meetings of CVIRWMG, Planning
Partners, and other essential meetings, as well as efforts necessary to review and
comment on work products

Participate in funding current and future program costs.

Commit to transparency and accountability in governing body actions that relate to
the Coachella Valley IRWM program.

Commit to adopt the MOU and abide by the Ground Rules.

Commit to work toward consensus in supporting the water management needs of
the entire Coachella Valley.

SECTION 3:

DEFINITIONS

The abbreviations and capitalized words and phrases used in this MOU shall have the
following meanings:

3.1.

3.2.

3.3.

3.4.

3.5.

3.6.

3.7.

3.8.

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

Coachella Valley Region — the watershed bounded on the North by the San
Bernardino Mountains, Little San Bernardino 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 Valley Water District

CVIRWMG — Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Group
CWA — Coachella Water Authority

DWA — Desert Water Agency

IRWMP — Integrated Regional Water Management Plan

CVIRWMP — Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Plan



3.9. IWA — Indio Water Authority

3.10. Planning Partners — primary stakeholder group for the Coachella Valley IRWM
Program that provides direct input to the Members

3.11. MSWD — Mission Springs Water District
3.12. VSD — Valley Sanitary District

SECTION 4:
PURPOSES AND GOALS OF THIS MOU

4.1. Purpose and Goals:

4.1.1. The purpose of this MOU is to memorialize the intent of the Members to
coordinate and share information concerning water supply planning
programs and projects and other information, and to improve and maintain
overall communication among the Members involved. It is anticipated that
coordination and information sharing among the Members 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 common
interest in Section 3.2.

4.1.2. The execution of the original MOU by the Members formed the Integrated
Regional Water Management Group consisting of the Members, in
accordance with the Acts. The Integrated Regional Water Management
Group shall be named the Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water
Management Group (CVRIWMG) and shall be comprised of the Members
listed in Section 1 and compliant with the membership criteria in Section
2.

4.1.3. The original goal of the Members was to prepare and adopt an IRWMP
for the Coachella Valley Region, which was accomplished in 2010 and
updated in 2014. Further their future goal is to implement projects,
activities and programs individually or jointly in groups that address issues
of common interest, as the group so identifies.

4.2. Common Issues and Interest:

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

4.2.2. Coordination of near-term and long-term water supply planning activities.

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



4.3. Future Agreements by Members: The Members acknowledge that by virtue of

5.1.

commitments and intentions stated within this MOU, the need for certain other
considerations that will facilitate the update and implementation of the CVIRWMP
for the Coachella Valley Region will emerge. Those considerations will be subject to
the agreement of the parties and documented in subsequent supplements.

SECTION 5:
JOINT PLANNING FOR PROJECTS AND PROGRAMS

Projects, Programs and Actions which are part of the Coachella Valley Integrated
Regional Water Management Plan: it is the intent of the Members that they
coordinate and collaborate to address the common issues identified. By consensus,
the Members may develop and implement actions, projects and programs
individually or jointly in groups of two or more, or enter into additional agreements in
furthering those goals. This section shall not be construed as a means of removing
general benefit projects from the management oversight of CVRIWMG, nor as a
method of circumventing the decision resolution process outlined in the governance
documents of the CVRIWMG. Applicable projects and programs include, but are
not limited to the following:

5.1.1. Water conservation programs and other demand management programs.

5.1.2. Water recycling, desalination, groundwater basin management, and water
quality improvement programs and projects.

5.1.3. Water banking, conjunctive use and transfer arrangements.

5.1.4. Water storage development to improve system reliability, efficiencies, and
flexibility.

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

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

5.2. Communication and Coordination: It is the intent of the Members to generally meet

on a monthly basis in order to carry out the purposes and goals of this MOU. The
frequency and location of meetings are subject to the discretion of the Members and
may be changed when appropriate.

The Members will also coordinate with stakeholders in the Coachella Valley through
Planning Partners meetings and other correspondence at a frequency determined by
the Members. The Planning Partners will provide opportunity for public comment on
decisions directly related to the CVIRWMP development and implementation that are
made by the governing bodies of the Members.



SECTION 6:
TERMS AND CONDITIONS

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

6.2. Construction of Terms: This MOU is for the sole benefit of the Members and shall
not be construed as granting rights to any person other than the Members or
imposing obligations on a Member to any person other than another Member.

6.3. Good Faith: Each Member 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 terms.

6.4. Rights of the Members: This MOU does not contemplate the Members taking any
action that would:

6.4.1. Adversely affect the rights of any of the Members; or
6.4.2. Adversely affect the customers or constituencies of any of the Members.

6.5. This document and participation in this CVIRWMP are nonbinding, and in no way
suggest that a Member may not continue its own planning and undertake efforts to
secure project funding from any source.

6.6. Members shall contribute personnel and financial resources necessary to undertake
the CVIRWMP efforts of the CVIRWMG. It is expected that Members will contribute
equal shares to the current and future CVIRWM program costs as agreed by the
CVIRWMG. These will be documented in subsequent supplements to the MOU.

6.7. From time to time, the CVIRWMG may apply for and receive funding from state or
federal agencies, or other entities for projects of mutual benefit within the IRWM
Region. The CVIRWMG may appoint a member agency or consultant to administer
and coordinate the use of such funding. The administering agency shall not have
any additional authority above the CVIRWMG Members regarding project
implementation, funding redistribution or any other decisions related to such
projects.

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.



Mﬂaﬁ

Jim Barrett
Coachella Valley Water District

Brian Macy
Indio Water Authority

TOulF5

Arden Wallum
Mission Springs Water District

Dave Luker
Desert Water Agency

S o

Kirk Cloyd Coachella Water Authority

Joseph Glowitz
Valley Sanitary District



Appendix VI-D: Public Meeting Notes

This appendix includes meeting notes from Public Workshops, Disadvantaged
Community Outreach meetings, Tribal Outreach meetings, Planning Partners
meetings, Targeted Stakeholder Outreach meetings, and other public meetings
held between finalization of the 2010 IRWM Plan and the finalization of the
2018 IRWM/SWR Plan.



Public Draft

Appendix VI-D
August 2018

Meeting

Dates

Planning Partners Meetings

6/20/2012
9/13/2012
12/13/2012
6/13/2013
9/12/2013
3/13/2014
6/12/2014*
12/11/2014
3/12/2015*
6/11/2015*
2/10/2016*
6/14/2016
11/15/2016
5/5/2017*
9/28/2017*
1/17/2018*

Public Workshops — Integrated
Flood Management (IFM)

1/15/2013
9/18/2013

Public Workshops —
Disadvantaged Communities
(DAC)

9/13/2012
12/13/2012
6/18/2013
6/20/2013
11/6/2013

Public Workshops — Draft
2014 IRWM Plan Update

11/6/2013

Public Workshops — Draft
2018 IRWM/SWR Plan Update

Targeted Outreach — Tribes

8/14/2012
8/22/2012
9/11/2012
9/13/2012
10/22/2013

Targeted Outreach -
Stakeholder Groups

Meeting notes not provided; these were
separate meetings not hosted by the
IRWM Program

*Note: Meeting notes for these meetings are not included.

2018 Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) & Stormwater Resource (SWR)

Plan Update




Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Program
Planning Partners

Wednesday June 20, 2012
2:00 — 4:00 p.m.

Coachella Valley Water District
Training Facility
75-515 Hovley Lane East
Palm Desert, CA 92260

DRAFT NOTES
Italics denote action items.

Attendees:

Planning Partners CVRWMG

Debi Livesay, Torres Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians Berlinda Blackburn, CWA
Theresa Kimsey, Regional Water Quality Control Board Mitch Nieman, CWA
Jose Cortez, Regional Water Quality Control Board Brian Macy, IWA
Phoebe Seaton, California Rural Legal Assistance Foundation Trevor Bisset, IWA
Dan Malcolm, Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians John Soulliere, MSWD
Sergio Carranza, Pueblo Unido CDC Mark Krause, DWA
Brenda Aleman, Council of Mexican Federations in North America Katie Ruark, DWA
Anna Vargas, Poder Popular Patti Reyes, CVWD
Mike Gialdini, Supervisor Benoit Rosalyn Prickett, RMC
Leticia DelLara, Supervisor Benoit Kathy Caldwell, RMC

Crystal Mohr, RMC

Meeting Objectives:

A. Kick-off the Coachella Valley IRWM Plan Update

B. Discuss the role of Planning Partners and Workgroups in the IRWM Plan Update

C. Provide an update on salt and nutrient, groundwater, and flood management activities
D

. Provide an update on ongoing disadvantaged community (DAC) outreach and assistance
efforts

E. Discuss upcoming grant opportunities and updates to the IRWM Project Database

Meeting Notes:
Welcome and Introductions

Patti Reyes, Coachella Valley Water District (CVWD), welcomed the Planning Partners on
behalf of the Coachella Valley Regional Water Management Group (CVRWMG), the five
regional water suppliers in the Coachella Valley who are responsible for overseeing the
Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Program.
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Rosalyn Prickett, RMC Water and Environment (RMC), provided an overview of the agenda and
meeting objectives.

Past IRWM Planning in the Coachella Valley Region

Rosalyn updated the group on the State’s IRWM grant program. She provided an overview of
the history of IRWM planning in the Coachella Valley from the Region Acceptance Process in
2009 to current work underway to update the 2010 IRWM Plan. In total, the Coachella Valley
Region has been successful at receiving $5 million in grant money through Prop 84.

Prop 84 Implementation Grants, a component of the IRWM Program, will be available through
three separate funding rounds. Round 1 occurred in 2011, through which the Coachella Valley
Region was awarded $4 million. This funding will go to four projects: two septic-to sewer
conversion projects, one regional conservation project, and one project to provide short-term
arsenic treatment to various East Valley communities.

Round 2 is expected to begin in the late summer of 2012, when the California Department of
Water Resources (DWR) anticipates releasing the draft grant guidelines (Project Solicitation
Package or PSP). DWR has indicated that applications for Round 2 will be due in March 2013.

Questions/Comments

Planning Partner asked about the total amount of funding available for the Coachella Valley
Region through Prop 84 Implementation Grants. There is a total of $36 million available for the
Colorado River Funding Area, which is competitive between the Coachella Valley, Mojave,
Imperial, and Borrego regions. DWR awarded $8 million to Mojave and $4 million to Coachella
Valley during Round 1, even though they had previously indicated that only $4 million would be
available. That fact, in addition to DWR’s 8.5% retention to cover program expenses, has
resulted in a lower amount of funding that is available in subsequent rounds of grant funding.

Current Update of Coachella Valley IRWM Plan — 2012-2014

Rosalyn provided an overview on the next steps for the Coachella Valley IRWM Program, which
is to update the 2010 IRWM Plan. The original IRWM Plan was completed on a short timeframe
in order to allow the region to be eligible for Round 1 funding. As such, there are key issues that
need to be addressed within the IRWM Plan Update, including:

e Stakeholder Outreach

e Groundwater Quality Evaluation

e Salt and Nutrient Management

e Integrated Flood Management

e Groundwater Elevation Monitoring

o Comprehensively update the IRWM Plan
Rosalyn explained the timeline for the IRWM Plan Update, which is a 24-month schedule that
will occur from now until the summer of 2014. In addition, the CVRWMG is completing work
under a separate Disadvantaged Community (DAC) Outreach Program that is also funded by
DWR. The DAC Outreach Program is being conducted in parallel to the IRWM Plan Update,

and there will be coordination between the two efforts. The DAC Outreach Program has an 18
month timeline, which began in April 2012 and will be complete in October 2013.

Rosalyn then provided an overview of the role of the Planning Partners, who serve as an
advisory body to the CVRWMG. She also noted that the CVRWMG is convening three separate
workgroups to address technical issues associated with the IRWM Plan Update. Those
workgroups will address salt and nutrient management, groundwater quality, and integrated
flood management.
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Rosalyn provided an overview of each workgroup, noting that each workgroup corresponds to a
technical study that is being conducted for the IRWM Plan Update. The workgroups will be a
subset of the Planning Partners, and will provide input on the technical analyses prior to
incorporation of each technical study into the IRWM Plan Update.

Questions/Comments

Planning Partner noted that there is a need to look into cost-effective and innovative solutions to
water issues in the Coachella Valley, especially pertaining to DACs. There are a lot of ongoing
infrastructure issues, which cannot be comprehensively addressed with traditional management
approaches due to funding constraints.

Planning Partner asked if the DAC Outreach Program will include technical work to assist DACs
with developing projects. The answer is yes, the DAC Outreach Program will fund technical
assistance (concept planning and design) for a few projects that address critical water supply or
water quality issues in DACs.

Salt and Nutrient Management Workgroup

Rosalyn provided an overview of this workgroup, noting that it will specifically address salt and
nutrient management associated with recycled water in accordance with the State’s Recycled
Water Policy. She then asked if the Planning Partners had any initial input for this workgroup or
if any Planning Partners were interested in participating on the workgroup, noting that the
CVRWMG would like the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) to be involved.

Questions/Comments

Planning Partner noted that anybody with a discharge permit and all water agencies should be
involved.

CVRWMG clarified that this workgroup is meeting to specifically address salt and nutrient
management as it pertains to recycled water and the Recycled Water Policy, and will not
necessarily be discussing overall groundwater quality issues. Those issues will be addressed in
the Groundwater Quality Workgroup.

Patti Reyes, CVWD, will look into finding a representative from the agriculture sector who may
be interested in participating.

Groundwater Quality Workgroup

Rosalyn provided an overview of this workgroup, noting that this planning study will address
groundwater quality issues in and around DAC areas throughout the Coachella Valley. This
workgroup will include an analysis of groundwater quality issues in the region, and will also
address data gaps where further analysis needs to be conducted. The workgroup will
concentrate on identifying areas where groundwater quality does not meet maximum
contaminant levels (MCLs) defined by the USEPA.

Questions/Comments

Planning Partner noted that there is data available through Pueblo Unido CDC and CVWD
efforts to install reverse osmosis systems in the East Valley. Data has been collected through
that program regarding where reverse osmosis systems have been installed, and areas where
arsenic has been detected in groundwater wells.

Planning Partner noted that there is a need for education in the East Valley regarding
groundwater quality issues, and potential solutions such as reverse osmosis systems.

Planning Partner noted that the Torres Martinez tribal group has been conducting quarterly
water quality testing on groundwater quality, and has tabular data.
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Planning Partner noted that the Agua Caliente and Cabazon tribal groups have also been
conducting testing, and that all of the CVRWMG agencies and other agencies such as the
Myoma Dunes Mutual Water Company also have water quality data.

Planning Partner asked if there is funding available to define MCLs for things such as Chromium
VI. No, there is not budget available for that task.

Planning Partners noted that there are specific issues associated with salts (TDS), nitrates (in
conjunction with leaking septic systems), and uranium (which is naturally occurring near fault
zones). There are also high fluoride levels at Pierce Street and Avenue 66.

Planning Partner asked if there would be technical staff available to provide Spanish translation
for the workgroup meetings, and suggested that meetings be held in the afternoon when more
people will be able to attend. It was noted that there are translation tools available through
Pueblo Unido.

RMC will send out a poll to find a workgroup meeting time that will work for the maximum
number of participants.

Participants identified at the Planning Partners meeting include: Sergio Carranza, Phoebe
Seaton, Debi Livesay, CVRWMG agencies

Integrated Flood Management Workgroup

Rosalyn provided an overview of this workgroup, noting that the purpose of this study is to
develop multi-benefit flood control projects that also enhance water quality, habitat, and
groundwater recharge. She then asked for interested participants and feedback on integrated
flood issues in the Coachella Valley.

Questions/Comments

CVRWMG noted that in general, flood issues are from flash flood events. Due to the Region’s
aquitard and high water table, flood waters tend to pool and generally take time to drain.

Planning Partner noted that there are flood concerns in Oasis, which has forced the Oasis
Elementary School to relocate (along with high arsenic in groundwater). This issue has been
evaluated, but has not been resolved.

CVRWMG noted that many flood issues are regional in nature, and would therefore require a
large, expensive, regional-based solution. There is a need to find cost-effective solutions for
many flooding issues in the region.

CVRWMG also noted that Desert Hot Springs has occasional flooding issues, which are flash
floods that cause a substantial amount of damage.

Planning Partner noted that CVWD is doing flood-related work in the East Valley, and can share
data gathered to date with the workgroup.

Planning Partner stated that the Torres Martinez Tribe has received grants to address flooding
issues on the reservation.

Planning Partner noted that municipalities (cities and the County) have data on entitlements,
and therefore likely have related flood evaluations.

Planning Partner noted that there was a proposed project in the Travertine area, which has
been discontinued due to flooding issues.

Planning Partner inquired if the integrated flood workgroup has any latitude for public policy

advocacy. There are currently issues associated with flooding and vector control, which are

detrimental to efforts to build affordable housing. There is a need to engage vector control

agencies, who may not understand issues in the Coachella Valley. Alternatively, in some places

simple retention basins have been built to hold flood flows. While it is not appropriate for the
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IRWM Program to advocate for policy changes, the workgroup process can document issues
associated with vector control and how regulations can impede affordable housing projects.

Participants identified at the Planning Partners meeting include: Sergio Carranza, Phoebe
Seaton, Debi Livesay, CYWD, and Riverside County (including vector control)

DAC Outreach Program

Kathy Caldwell, RMC, provided an overview of the DAC Outreach Program. The purpose of this
program is to expand upon previous DAC outreach to target individuals and groups representing
DAC issues, and to also engage members of DAC community in order to frame and articulate
water management issues facing DACs. She provided an overview of activities that have been
completed to date, noting that the next steps are to conduct further outreach and ensure that all
DAC-related groups are contacted. A form was handed out to Planning Partners to solicit input
on further groups and organizations that should be contacted as part of the effort.

Kathy also provided an overview of the DAC Outreach Program Timeline, noting that this
program will be interwoven with the IRWM Plan Update.

Questions/Comments

Planning Partner commented that if possible it would be helpful to conduct outreach efforts on
the ground, and hold meetings at such places as the Salton Sea area, Desert Hot Springs, and
the East Valley.

CVRWMG suggested that the DAC Outreach team organize a tour of the DAC areas within the
Valley to see firsthand and better understand the issues they’re facing.

Upcoming DWR Grant Opportunities

Kathy provided an overview of upcoming grant opportunities, including Proposition 1E and
Proposition 84 Implementation Grants. She noted the following:

Prop 1E Stormwater Flood Management Prop 84 Implementation Grant-Round 2

Grant-Round 2 1. Due to DWR March 2013
1. Due to DWR December 2012 2. 2nd Round of Funding (of 3)

2. Last Round of Funding 3. Competitive only in Colorado River
3. Competitive throughout California Funding Area

(not just funding area) 4. Submitted by Coachella Valley

4. Submitted individually - IRWM Region

Questions/Comments

CVRWMG noted that in Prop 84 Implementation Grant-Round 1, the CVRWMG agencies paid
for the entire application. There is not currently a strategy for funding future applications.

Planning Partner asked if tribal entities have to complete CEQA documentation if they receive
IRWM grant funding. Yes, all projects must adhere to state laws including CEQA, GMA, etc.
Tribal entities may choose to partner with other agencies or organizations to resolve potential
contracting issues, so that they will not directly sign contracts with CVWD.

Planning Partner asked when the deadline is for submitting projects into the online project
database for Prop 1E, and also asked if the CVRWMG has to approve of the projects. The
CVRWMG does review projects for consistency with the IRWM Plan, and will generally write a
letter that indicates that a project is consistent with the Plan. This generally takes a few weeks.
Projects can be submitted into the project database at any time, it does not close for Prop 1E.
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Project Database

Rosalyn provided an overview of the IRWM Project database, which is hosted through
www.cvrwmg.org. She noted that the database will be updated as part of the IRWM Plan
Update. All projects previously submitted are still within the database, and Planning Partners
and other local project sponsors are encouraged to update their projects as necessary.

Next Steps
Rosalyn discussed the future meeting dates for IRWM Plan Update work, including:
e Salt and Nutrient Management Workgroup meeting: August 22" 1-3 p.m.
e Integrated Flood Management Workgroup meeting: August 22™ 3-5 p.m.
e Planning Partners Meeting: TBD, mid-September 2012
e DAC Workshop Meeting: TBD, mid-September 2012 (same day as Planning Partners)

Page 6 of 6


http://www.cvrwmg.org/

Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Program
Planning Partners

Thursday September 13, 2012
1:00 — 3:00 p.m.

Coachella Valley Water District
Training Facility

75-515 Hovley Lane East
Palm Desert, CA 92260

DRAFT NOTES

Italics denote action items.

Attendees:

Planning Partners

Debi Livesay, Torres Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians
Les Ramirez, Augustine Band of Cahuilla Indians

Phoebe Seaton, California Rural Legal Assistance
Foundation

Cristina Mendez, California Rural Legal Assistance
Foundation

Margaret Park, Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians
Christina Mokhtarzadeh, BIA SoCal Agency

Elizabeth Versace, City of Desert Hot Springs

Bill Simons, Cathedral City

Rodolfo Pinon, Pueblo Unido

Mike Gialdini, SPVR Benoit

Anna Aljabiry, DWR

Jeremy Wittie, Coachella Valley Mosquito and Vector
Control District

Meeting Objectives:

CVRWMG

Berlinda Blackburn, CWA
Mitch Nieman, CWA
Brian Macy, IWA

Sara Toyoda, IWA

Michael Thornton, TKE
Engineering on behalf of MSWD

Mark Krause, DWA
Katie Ruark, DWA
Patti Reyes, CVWD
Rosalyn Prickett, RMC
Kathy Caldwell, RMC
Crystal Mohr, RMC
Leslie Dumas, RMC
Daniel Cozad, IPM
Diana Cozad, IPM

A. Discuss Upcoming Grant Opportunities and Submittal Process

B. Status of Coachella Valley IRWM Plan Update, including Salt and Nutrient, Groundwater

Quality, and Flood Management Activities

C. Update on Ongoing Disadvantaged Community (DAC) Outreach Efforts

Meeting Notes:
Welcome and Introductions

Patti Reyes, Coachella Valley Water District (CVWD), welcomed the Planning Partners on
behalf of the Coachella Valley Regional Water Management Group (CVRWMG), the five
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regional water suppliers in the Coachella Valley who are responsible for overseeing the
Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Program.

Rosalyn Prickett, RMC Water and Environment (RMC), provided an overview of the agenda and
meeting objectives.

Upcoming DWR Grant Opportunities

Rosalyn Prickett noted that there are two upcoming DWR grant opportunities. The first is for
Proposition 84 — Round 2 funding, for which the Coachella Valley will be submitting a regional
application. In total, there is approximately $36 million in grant funding available to the Colorado
River Funding Area, which is a highly competitive funding area consisting of the Mojave,
Imperial, Anza Borrego Desert, and Coachella Valley IRWM regions. The Coachella Valley was
awarded $4 million in Round 1 of Proposition 84 funding — there will be approximately $5.24
million available in Round 2, although this is competitive among all four IRWM regions.

Proposition 84 funding requires that one complete grant application be submitted per IRWM
Region. That means that the Coachella Valley stakeholders will be asked to submit projects into
the online project database, and a project selection process will be applied to all projects, which
will then be scored and ranked. Some important requirements that potential project applicants
should know about include the following:

e Projects must be submitted into the project database by October 19" to be considered
for funding. Any projects previously submitted (in 2010 for Round 1 funding) must be
updated to be considered.

e DWR has several contracting requirements, including:

o0 Grant reimbursement is a lengthy process — it can take months for DWR to
reimburse for invoices, and organizations must be prepared for this.

All applicants must have a 25% funding match from local or federal sources.
DWR holds back (retains) 10% of the grant funding until project completion.
CEQA is required for all projects, including those on tribal lands.

Labor compliance programs are required for all applicable projects.

O O O O O

For projects selected for inclusion in the Coachella Valley regional IRWM
application, proponents will be responsible for contributing funds required to
produce the grant application.

The project selection process for Round 2 funding is similar to Round 1 funding in that projects
will be evaluated with the Project Selection Criteria in the 2010 IRWM Plan. On December 13"
the CVRWMG will present the recommended projects and funding amounts to the Planning
Partners. The final grant proposal will be submitted to DWR in March 2013, and application
development will require input from project proponents.

Proposition 1E funds are also currently available — applications are due in December 2012.
These applications, specifically for stormwater flood management, must be completed by
individual project sponsors — not by the Coachella Valley Region. These applications are also
competitive on a statewide basis rather than within the Colorado River Funding Area. Further,
this application requires a 50% funding match, and there is no DAC waiver available. There is
$92 million available in this second and last round of Proposition 1E funding.

The group was asked to discuss thoughts and pros/cons regarding how to determine how much
of the grant application project proponents should be responsible for. Should proponents all pay
a flat fee by equally dividing the total application cost, or should costs be specific to each
project?
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Below is an overview of the Planning Partners discussion on this topic:

Are applicants allowed to charge a fee for administration? Could they use this fee to
eventually get reimbursed for the application costs?

o DWR allows a total of 5% of the grant to pay for administration. We generally
allocate a portion of this (2-3%) to CVWD for their grant administration costs.

A proportional fee seems fair; however this is only really fair if some projects require
more work than others.

0 Some of the attachments are completed for the whole proposal — others, such as
the Work Plan, Budget, Schedule, and Economic Analysis require a certain
amount of individual project work and coordination, which may vary project to
project.

Then perhaps the fee should be split evenly for the “global” attachments (those
completed equally for all projects), and charged project-by-project for the others.

A reminder to all applicants: please make sure that you discuss paying for application
costs with your organization. Some organizations may need board approval, and will
need this approval prior to January 2013 for the application to be produced in time.

Questions/Comments

How competitive is the other Funding Area within which the Mojave IRWM Region is
located?

o The Mojave IRWM Region is located in our Funding Area (Colorado River) and
the Lahontan Funding Area. The Lahontan Funding Area is not very competitive.

That does not seem very fair — Mojave is double-dipping!
0 The CVRWMG agrees, and has made that comment to DWR several times.
Do we have the ability to link to a project?

0 Yes - email Crystal Mohr (cmohr@rmcwater.com) to change any information
regarding the login and access to an existing project.

What are the restrictions for eligible applicants?

o0 Any subdivision of State — cities, counties, resource conservation districts,
associations of governments, etc. In addition, non-profit organizations with an
official 501(c)(3) designation and tribes are eligible applicants.

Can organizations partner such that eligible applicants partner with non-eligible
applicants as a pass-through for grant funding?

0 Yes, although we recommend that you have a formal agreement to avoid any
contracting issues.

Is there a waiver for the 25% match?

o Potentially, this is at DWR’s discretion. However, the entire grant application
needs a 25% match — if one project has a match that is less than 25% of the total
project cost, the other projects in the application will need to provide a larger
match to account for the difference.

When could an organization expect to receive grant funds from DWR?

o0 To date, this process has been very lengthy — one year passed between the time
that DWR sent the final award letter and the time the grant contract was
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executed. DWR says the process could be as short as 60 days, but this assumes
that there will be no edits to the work plan, budget, or schedule.

o Other Proposition 84 funds have less strict requirements so that proponents may begin
grant reimbursement starting at a set date. Is this possible for IRWM funding?

0 To date DWR has not allowed for any reimbursement to occur until a grant
contract is fully executed. Funding match can go back to 2008, but all of those
expenditures need to be paid by proponents until a grant contract is executed.
The CVRWMG understands the burden this places on proponents, especially
non-governmental organizations (NGOs) and disadvantaged community (DAC)
organizations.

e Would the CVRWMG agencies, or other agencies, be willing to provide start-up funding
to relieve this burden on NGOs and DACs?

o ltis difficult for agencies to provide funding for beneficiaries that are not within
their service areas. In addition, agencies are at risk if they pay for activities that
may not be reimbursed by DWR.

0 DWR recommends that NGOs and DAC organizations invoice as frequently as
possible to speed up the reimbursement process.

e Is it possible for organizations to do a companion application to California Infrastructure
Bank to get a loan to help pay for the upfront costs? The terms are very good, 90 day
bond rate and no upfront application fees.

0 The CVRWMG will explore this option for NGOs and DACs.
e How do you assess how much of a project benefits DACs?

o This is something that needs to be quantified in the analysis included in the grant
application.

0 The Guidelines are not currently clear on how to assess a project’s contribution
to a DAC. This comment has been made to DWR.

¢ Regarding the Proposition 84 funding, is there any way that the Round 2 funding will not
be available?

0 No. According to DWR these funds are already secured and ready.

Update on Coachella Valley IRWM Planning Studies

Rosalyn provided an overview on the next steps for the Coachella Valley IRWM Program, which
is to update the 2010 IRWM Plan. The IRWM Plan Update will include three planning studies:
Salt and Nutrient Management, Groundwater Quality Evaluation, and Integrated Flood
Management.

Salt and Nutrient Management

Rosalyn provided an overview of this workgroup, noting that it will specifically address salt and
nutrient management associated with recycled water in accordance with the State’s Recycled
Water Policy. She then noted that the first workgroup meeting was held on August 22™.

Progress to date for this workgroup includes: developing an approach, continuing to reach out
to stakeholders, met with the Regional Board to get their perspective on the proposed approach.
Next steps include conducting at least two additional workshops (September 26™ and October
24™), and to develop a Work Plan that will provide a scope of work for activities that should be
completed to develop a complete Salt and Nutrient Management Plan. The goal is to pull the
Work Plan together by 2013.
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Groundwater Quality Evaluation

Leslie Dumas, RMC, provided an overview of the groundwater quality evaluation that is being
conducted as part of the IRWM Plan Update. She noted that the current step of this evaluation
is to identify “areas of concern.” Areas of concern include DACs that are not served by
municipal water suppliers, and are therefore served by private groundwater wells. After these
areas are identified, research will be conducted to try to determine groundwater quality and
constituents or contaminants of primary concern within the areas of concern. Similar to the other
IRWM planning efforts, this effort focuses on identifying key water quality issues associated with
DACs — the identification of these issues will help determine how to allocate resources to critical
DAC issues.

Any entity that has groundwater quality and quantity data can really help! If you have data,
please send it to Leslie: Idumas@rmcwater.com.

Questions/Comments

e The City of Coachella is not fully served by the municipal water system. As such, the
entire boundary for the City of Coachella should not be excluded from the areas of
concern.

e Does the list of constituents include Chromium VI?
0 Yes, the list includes Chromium IIl and Chromium VI.
o s it true that processes that treat for arsenic also treat for chromium?

0 Yes, they generally also treat for manganese and iron.

Integrated Flood Management

Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview of this workgroup, noting that this study and associated
workgroup are currently on hold until the Flood Futures report is available from the State.

Update on DAC Outreach and Assistance

Kathy Caldwell, RMC, provided an overview of the DAC Outreach Program. The purpose of this
program is to expand upon previous DAC outreach to target individuals and groups representing
DAC issues, and to also engage members of DAC community in order to frame and articulate
water management issues facing DACs. She provided an overview of activities that have been
completed to date, noting that the fist DAC Workshop was held the morning of September 13™.

Current efforts for the DAC Outreach Program include: completing outreach to stakeholders
and interested organizations, conducting DAC-focused mapping, and reaching out to DACs to
provide support for Proposition 84-Round 2 Implementation Grant Funding. If any interested
non-profit organizations are interested in being involved in the DAC-focused mapping effort,
please contact Kathy: kcaldwell@rmcwater.com

Kathy also provided an overview of the DAC Outreach Program Timeline, noting that this
program will be interwoven with the IRWM Plan Update.

Next Steps
Please remember to submit your projects into the online database by October 19™!

Please mark your calendars: the next Planning Partners meeting will be on December 13".
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Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Program
Planning Partners

Thursday December 13, 2012
1:00 — 3:00 p.m.

Coachella Valley Association of Governments
Conference Room #115
73-710 Fred Waring Drive
Palm Desert, CA 92260

DRAFT NOTES
Italics denote action items.

Attendees:

Planning Partners

Anna Aljabiry, DWR

Asaad Akar, Cathedral City

Jeff Benson, City of Rancho Mirage
Bill Engs, City of Rancho Mirage
Mike Gialdini, Supervisor Benoit

Jennifer Henke, Coachella Valley Mosquito and Vector
Control District

Jacquelyn Gonzales, Cabazon Band of Mission Indians
Savat Khamphou, City of Palm Springs

Debi Livesay, Torres Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians
Laura Massie, California Rural Legal Assistance

Alan Pace, Petra Geotechnical

Tim Roberts, Salton Community Services District

Meeting Objectives:

CVRWMG

Berlinda Blackburn, CWA
Sara Toyoda, IWA
Mark Krause, DWA
Katie Ruark, DWA
David Tate, DWA
Patti Reyes, CVWD
John Soulliere, MSWD
Rosalyn Prickett, RMC
Randy Raines, RMC
Kathy Caldwell, RMC
Leslie Dumas, RMC
Crystal Mohr, RMC
Daniel Cozad, IPM

A. Keep Planning Partners Up-to-Date on the Coachella Valley IRWM Program, including Salt
and Nutrient, Groundwater Quality, and Flood Management Activities

B. Update on Disadvantaged Community (DAC) Outreach Efforts

C. Review Recommended Project Package for Proposition 84-Round 2 Grant Cycle

D. Review Climate Change Vulnerability Analysis for Coachella Valley

Meeting Notes:

Welcome and Introductions

Rosalyn Prickett, RMC Water and Environment (RMC), welcomed the Planning Partners on
behalf of the Coachella Valley Regional Water Management Group (CVRWMG), the five
regional water suppliers in the Coachella Valley who are responsible for overseeing the
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Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Program. Ms. Prickett then
provided an overview of the agenda and meeting objectives.

Status of IRWM Planning Activities and Schedule

Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview of the Coachella Valley IRWM Plan Update, noting that
there are six key pieces of the Plan Update: stakeholder outreach (including outreach with the
Planning Partners), a Salt and Nutrient Management Technical Evaluation, a DAC Groundwater
Quality Evaluation, an Integrated Flood Management Technical Evaluation, a Groundwater
Elevation Monitoring Technical Evaluation, and a comprehensive update to the existing IRWM
Plan. Rosalyn Prickett also explained the schedule for the aforementioned pieces of the IRWM
Plan Update, noting that stakeholder outreach will occur throughout the two-year process, the
DAC Groundwater Quality Evaluation and the Salt and Nutrient Management pieces will be
complete by mid-2013, and the Integrated Flood Management and Groundwater Elevation
pieces will be complete by the end of 2013. The IRWM Plan Update, which will incorporate
information from all of the technical evaluations and stakeholder outreach efforts, will be
complete by mid-2014.

Recommended Proposition 84-Round 2 Grant Package

Rosalyn Prickett noted that the Coachella Valley IRWM Region is in the process of developing
an application for Round 2 of Proposition 84 Implementation Grant funding, for which the
Coachella Valley will be submitting a regional application. In total, there is approximately $36
million in grant funding available to the Colorado River Funding Area, which is a highly
competitive funding area consisting of the Mojave, Imperial, Anza Borrego Desert, and
Coachella Valley IRWM regions. The Coachella Valley was awarded $4 million in Round 1 of
Proposition 84 funding — there will be approximately $5.24 million available in Round 2, although
this is competitive among all four IRWM regions.

Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview of the Coachella Valley’s Proposition 84-Round 2 Grant
application process, noting that the Region recently completed the project selection process.
Next steps are for the Planning Partners to review and potentially approve of the recommended
project list; once the list of projects is approved, the consultant team will work with the
CVRWMG and all local project sponsors (LPS) to complete the grant application.

Rosalyn Prickett then provided an overview of the project selection process that was completed
for the Proposition 84-Round 2 Grant application process. After all projects were submitted to
the online project database, the CVRWMG reviewed all projects in accordance with the scoring
and ranking process outlined within the adopted IRWM Plan. This process involved evaluating
each project and assigning a numerical score based upon a set of adopted criteria. Once all
projects received a score, the projects were separated into Tier 1 (top 50%) and Tier 2 (bottom
50%) lists. While Tier 1 projects were all considered for further funding, the CVRWMG also
evaluated all projects within the Tier 2 list to ensure that any highly eligible projects were not
overlooked. Further, the CVRWMG pulled out all projects that involved septic-to-sewer
conversion activities and compared and assessed those projects as a group.

Based upon lessons learned from the Proposition 84-Round 1 process, the CVRWMG
conducted interviews with the top 9 project applicants to determine further information about
project eligibility and competitiveness. Following the project interviews, the CVRWMG
formalized a draft recommended project list based on a set of secondary criteria that were
applied to each interviewed project. The secondary project selection criteria are as follows:

¢ Are the proposed scope and budget reasonable? Is the project technically feasible / able
to move forward to implementation?
e Is the project cost effective (e.g., grant $$/connection)?
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¢ What value does the project provide to the Coachella Valley? Are those benefits aligned
with the California Department of Water Resources’ (DWR’s) scoring criteria?
o Is the project ready to proceed? Would the project be able to proceed if there were

substantial funding delays?

Is the funding match secure?

and associated water quality issues)?

Are there any potential hurdles to completing the project on-time?

Does the project serve a disadvantaged community (DAC)?
Has need been documented (e.g., history of septic failures for septic-to-sewer project

Rosalyn Prickett then noted that based on the secondary criteria, the CVRWMG is currently
recommending the following list of projects for Proposition 84 funding:

Project Title Recommended Funding Award
Coachella Valley Salt and Nutrient Management Plan
(SNMP) $500,000
Groundwater Quality Protection Project — Sub-Area D2 $1,845,000
Non-Potable Water Use Expansion Project $2,000,000
San Antonio de_I DeS|elrto — Sewer Sanitary Collection $740.000
System Extension Project
Torres-Martinez Water Line Extension Project Avenue 64 $155,000
TOTAL $5,240,000

Following an explanation of each project, Rosalyn Prickett noted that every project has been
recommended for partial funding (below the original grant request). Rosalyn Prickett then
inquired if the Planning Partners have any questions or comments about the list of projects or

the project selection process.
Questions/Comments

¢ Can the grant application be partially funded by DWR?

o Yes. Sometimes DWR will pick projects to fund or not fund, and sometimes they
will ask regions to choose projects out of the application to be funded if there is
not enough money available in the Funding Area.

o Are the five projects on the recommended list prioritized?

o No, the projects are not prioritized.

e Why did the Pierce Community Infrastructure — Sewer Sanitary Collection System
Project get placed in the list of projects not considered for the Round 2 grant cycle?

o This project had very high connection costs; the CVRWMG was concerned that
this project would not be competitive from a cost-benefit ratio point of view. Given
the competitive nature of the Implementation Grant process, the CVRWMG
wanted to put forward the most competitive application possible. Please note that
all projects within the IRWM database are immediately considered to be within
the IRWM Plan; this makes them potentially eligible for other funding sources.

¢ Given the competitive nature of the process and the fact that DWR could choose to
select a subset of projects to fund, wouldn’t it be most beneficial to ask for more than the

available $5,240,000?

o Other regions, such as Mojave, have chosen to do this. However, it is risky to ask
for more than the available funding amount. Ultimately the CVRWMG decided
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that it would be best to go for the full amount available, but not ask for more than
that.

Note that the SNMP Project and the Non-Potable Water Use Expansion Project are
connected in that all recycled water discharge permits require a SNMP to be in place.

Regarding the Torres-Martinez project, you noted that the grant request was originally
for full construction, but was reduced drastically to only cover design and engineering
costs. Does the CVRWMG see this as a risk regarding the grant application? | had heard
previously that design/engineering projects are not very competitive for Proposition 84
funding.

o There are pros and cons to this decision. Ultimately the tribal and DAC benefits
of this project are thought to overcome the fact that the grant request will not be
for project implementation. Further, this grant will set the tribe up to receive
funding from USDA for construction of the project.

In the future, will there be an opportunity for other projects to apply for funding to cover
engineering and design work, which would also make them eligible for other funding
sources?

o This is something for the CVRWMG and the Planning Partners to consider during
future rounds of funding.

Is there a way that the IRWM Program can be used to increase integration that will help
make projects more cost-effective? For example, there are potential septic-to-sewer
conversion projects that would be more cost-effective if nearby residents would all hook
into the sewer system. Further, this would be more efficient, because it would ensure
that an under-sized sewer system is not installed now and replaced in the next few
years. It seems like the IRWM Program would be an appropriate venue for this kind of
integration.

o The IRWM Program has not been involved in such activities in the past, but could
consider further integration activities that increase efficiencies within the Region.

How much consideration was given to the need for the project? How was this evaluated?

o The CVRWMG considered the actual need for the project from an environmental
and technical standpoint, such as if septic systems were failing and causing
public health and environmental issues. The CVRWMG also evaluated if project-
related issues were impacting DACs, and then evaluated the security of the
funding match. The security of the funding match helps to determine how likely
the project is to actually move forward if provided grant funding. It is a priority to
the CVRWMG to ensure that grant funding brought into the Region is put to use
in an effective manner.

Following the discussion regarding the recommended Proposition 84-Round 2 Project List, the
Planning Partners approved the project list.

Climate Change Vulnerability Analysis

Crystal Mohr, RMC, provided an overview of the climate change vulnerability analysis that is
being conducted as part of the IRWM Plan Update. This analysis is being conducted in
accordance with DWR standards for climate change planning per the IRWM Guidelines. DWR
requires the climate change analysis to include two types of analysis: adaptation analysis and
mitigation analysis. The first step of both analyses is to conduct a literature review; the
consultant team did this by using widely cited statewide climate change resources as well as all
relevant local climate change sources such as Climate Action Plans for various cities within the

Page 4 of 7



Coachella Valley. Cumulatively, these sources demonstrate that the Coachella Valley could
experience the following effects as a result of climate change:

Temperature Change: Increase between 5-10 degrees (Fahrenheit)

Precipitation: Little to no change in annual average rainfall

Wildfire Risk: Same or slightly increased likelihood of wildfire

Water Demand: Increases expected but not quantified

Water Supply: Expect decreases to imported water (Colorado River) delivery and non-
quantified changes to local groundwater supply

Ms. Mohr then provided an overview of the potential climate change vulnerabilities that the
Region could face. These vulnerabilities are categorized into 7 categories, including: water
demand, water supply, water quality, sea level rise, flooding, ecosystem and habitat, and
hydropower. Ms. Mohr provided a brief overview of the analysis, inquiring if the Planning
Partners had any comments. Following the meeting, the consultant team will distribute the
climate change vulnerability matrix to stakeholders for further comments.

Questions/Comments

e Did the literature take into account population change associated with temperature
increases? It seems like if the temperature in the Coachella Valley actually increased by
10 degrees, there would be much less people, and therefore water demand would not
increase as currently projected.

o RMC will check with the technical team on this question, however, in general the
analysis only took into consideration very specific water-related climate change
issues and did not analyze things such as population change.

¢ The matrix needs to be edited under water quality — it currently says that the Coachella
Valley does not use any surface water sources, which is not accurate.

Update on DAC Outreach and Assistance

Kathy Caldwell, RMC, provided an overview of the DAC Outreach Program. The purpose of this
program is to expand upon previous DAC outreach to target individuals and groups representing
DAC issues, and to also engage members of DAC community in order to frame and articulate
water management issues facing DACs. She provided an overview of activities that have been
completed to date, noting that the second DAC Workshop was held the morning of December
13th.

Current efforts for the DAC Outreach Program include: continuing outreach to stakeholders and
interested organizations, continuing work on DAC-focused mapping and characterization,
contracting with non-profit organizations to assist in the process, holding stakeholder outreach
meetings (DAC Workshops), beginning the flood mapping process, and continuing to coordinate
with the IRWM Plan Update efforts.

Kathy also provided an overview of the DAC Outreach Program Timeline, noting that this
program will be interwoven with the IRWM Plan Update.

Questions/Comments

e Does the flood mapping process include updating FEMA maps?

o Yes and no. The process will start with available data such as FEMA data, and
use locally-collected data to update those maps. The focus, however, will be on
mapping disadvantaged communities that face flood-related issues.

e Does the flood analysis include Salton City? Flooding is a huge problem there.
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o Yes. The flood analysis will cover the entire IRWM Region, which includes Salton
City.

Update on Coachella Valley IRWM Technical Evaluations

Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview on the three planning studies that will be incorporated
into the IRWM Plan Update: Salt and Nutrient Management, Groundwater Quality Evaluation,
and Integrated Flood Management.

Salt and Nutrient Management

Rosalyn provided an overview of this workgroup, noting that it will specifically address salt and
nutrient management associated with recycled water in accordance with the State’s Recycled
Water Policy. She then noted that three stakeholder workshops were conducted for this
planning study.

The current status of the planning study is that the technical team has compiled a draft work
plan, which outlines the salt and nutrient management planning process that would be
recommended for the Coachella Valley. The next step with this planning study is to compile and
respond to all comments — if you have not submitted comments, please do so ASAP!
Modifications will be made to the work plan based upon relevant comments, and then the
revised work plan will be reviewed by the CVRWMG. After the CVRWMG has approved of the
work plan, they will meet with the Regional Water Quality Control Board staff for feedback, and
potentially revise the work plan again based upon the Regional Board’s comments. Following
these steps, the CVRWMG will give a presentation to the Regional Board on January 17" to
discuss the process and receive input from the board before moving on to the next phase, which
would involve developing a salt and nutrient management plan.

Groundwater Quality Evaluation

Leslie Dumas, RMC, provided an overview of the groundwater quality evaluation that is being
conducted as part of the IRWM Plan Update. She noted that the current step of this evaluation
is to identify “areas of concern.” Areas of concern include DACs that are not served by
municipal water suppliers, and are therefore served by private groundwater wells. Information
available from the Coachella Valley water purveyors as well as publically available state and
federal data has allowed the technical team to identify areas of concern as well as constituents
of concern in those areas. The data that was analyzed shows that there are four primary
constituents of concern: arsenic, fluoride, nitrate, and uranium. The next step in the analysis is
to determine potential solutions for addressing the various constituents. According to
information from the EPA, membrane separation (which includes reverse osmosis), is the best
available technology for addressing each constituent potentially present in local groundwater
basins. Future steps in this process will involve a data gap analysis to determine more
information that may be useful such as the exact location of wells, the volume of water being
pumped and used, and a confirmation of water quality at each well. Following the data gap
analysis, the technical team will develop an outline for a monitoring program that can potentially
be implemented to address identified data gaps and other outcomes from the planning study.

Questions/Comments

e The number of sampling points reported for constituents of concern — do those represent
the number of samples throughout the County or within the Coachella Valley
Groundwater Basin?

o The number of sampling points represents the number of samples that exceeded
the MCL value — these sampling points are only for the local groundwater basins
and are not County-wide.
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Integrated Flood Management

Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview of this workgroup, noting that this study and associated
workgroup will kick off during the new year. The first integrated flood management workgroup
will be held on January 15" 2013. The technical team will send an announcement to
stakeholders for this meeting.

Next Steps

The technical team, CVRWMG, and LPS will begin preparing the Round 2-Proposition 84
Implementation Grant application, and will continue to conduct work on the various planning
studies that will be incorporated into the IRWM Plan Udpate.

Please mark your calendars: the next Planning Partners meeting will be held on March 14,
2013!
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Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Program
Planning Partners

Thursday June 13, 2013
2:30 — 4:30 p.m.

Coachella Valley Association of Governments
Conference Room #115
73-710 Fred Waring Drive
Palm Desert, CA 92260

DRAFT NOTES
Italics denote action items.

Attendees:

Planning Partners

Mike Gialdini, Supervisor Benoit

Phoebe Seaton, California Rural Legal Assistance
Maria Elena Kennedy, DAC Representative

Margaret Park, Agua-Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians
Jim Sullivan, Coachella Valley Association of

CVRWMG

Berlinda Blackburn, CWA
Sara Toyoda, IWA

Katie Ruark, DWA

David Tate, DWA

Patti Reyes, CVWD

Governments

Abdi Haile, Colorado River Regional Board

Susie del Toro, El Sol Neighborhood Educational Center
Rodolfo Pifion, Pueblo Unido CDC

Ryan Sinclair, Loma Linda University

Jaime Lopez, Loma Linda University

Tom West, Carollo Engineers

Dave Rydman, Carollo Engineers

John Soulliere, MSWD
Rosalyn Prickett, RMC
Kathy Caldwell, RMC
Leslie Dumas, RMC
Crystal Mohr, RMC
Daniel Cozad, IPM

Meeting Objectives:

A. Keep Planning Partners Up-to-Date on the Coachella Valley IRWM Program, including Salt
and Nutrient, Groundwater Quality, and Flood Management Activities

B. Update on Disadvantaged Community (DAC) Outreach Efforts
C. Discuss IRWM Goals, Objectives, and Targets for the IRWM Plan Update

Meeting Notes:
Welcome and Introductions

Rosalyn Prickett, RMC Water and Environment (RMC), welcomed the Planning Partners on
behalf of the Coachella Valley Regional Water Management Group (CVRWMG), the five
regional water suppliers in the Coachella Valley who are responsible for overseeing the
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Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Program. Ms. Prickett then
provided an overview of the agenda and meeting objectives. The group did self-introductions.

Status of IRWM Planning Activities and Schedule

Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview of the Coachella Valley IRWM Plan Update, noting that
there are five key pieces of the Plan Update: stakeholder outreach (including outreach with the
Planning Partners), a Salt and Nutrient Management Technical Evaluation, a DAC Groundwater
Quality Evaluation, an Integrated Flood Management Technical Evaluation, and a
comprehensive update to the existing IRWM Plan.

Rosalyn Prickett also explained the schedule for the aforementioned pieces of the IRWM Plan
Update, noting that stakeholder outreach will occur throughout the two-year process, the Salt
and Nutrient Management piece is complete, and the DAC Groundwater Quality Evaluation and
the Integrated Flood Management pieces will be complete by the end of 2013. The IRWM Plan
Update, which will incorporate information from all of the technical evaluations and stakeholder
outreach efforts, will be complete by mid-2014.

Patti Reyes, Coachella Valley Water District (CVWD), added that the Salt and Nutrient
Management piece of the IRWM Plan Update (Workplan) has been completed, and the
CVRWMG is currently soliciting proposals to develop the Salt and Nutrient Management Plan
(SNMP). The loose schedule for this process is:

Proposals due in July

July-August: select consultant team
September: finalize contracting

October: begin work to prepare the SNMP

Overview of IRWM Grant Program and Other Grant Opportunities

Rosalyn Prickett noted that the Coachella Valley IRWM Region submitted an application for
Round 2 of Proposition 84 Implementation Grant funding for five high-priority projects. In total,
there is approximately $36 million in grant funding available to the Colorado River Funding Area,
which is a highly competitive funding area consisting of the Mojave, Imperial, Anza Borrego
Desert, and Coachella Valley IRWM regions. The Coachella Valley was awarded $4 million in
Round 1 of Proposition 84 funding — there will be approximately $5.24 million available in Round
2, although this is competitive among all four IRWM regions.

Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview of the Coachella Valley’s project evaluation and selection
process, noting that the Region followed the process outlined in the 2010 IRWM Plan, which
included vetting the recommended projects through the Planning Partners in December of 2012.

Rosalyn Prickett then provided an overview of other funding opportunities that are is available to
the Region. The California Department of Public Health (CDPH) is currently soliciting proposals
across the state. Pre-applications are due on July 8, 2013. CVWD and the other CVRWMG
agencies are interested in working with interested parties to submit pre-applications. Rosalyn
Prickett also noted that there is a flyer for the California Financing Coordinating Committee
(CFCC) in the Planning Partners handout packet — there will be a local funding fair held in
Cathedral City on September 26, 2013.

Update on Coachella Valley IRWM Technical Evaluations
Integrated Flood Management

Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview of this workgroup, noting that the first integrated flood
management workgroup was held on January 15" 2013. The technical team will be
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coordinating a second workgroup meeting, and all stakeholders will receive an invitation to
attend.

DAC Groundwater Quality Evaluation

Leslie Dumas, RMC, provided an overview of the groundwater quality evaluation that is being
conducted as part of the IRWM Plan Update.

Ms. Dumas explained the process that was taken for this evaluation, involving seven primary
steps. At this point, data indicates that there are existing water quality concerns pertaining to
arsenic, fluoride, nitrate, and uranium. Although there is not a current maximum contaminant
level (MCL) or CDPH standard for hexavalent chromium, this constituent is being considered
due to pending regulations. Information gathered to date demonstrates that membrane
separation (reverse osmosis) and ion exchange systems will both be adequate in treating the
aforementioned constituents to levels established by the MCLs. Information gathered to date
also suggests that point-of-use (POU), point-of-entry (POE), and wellhead treatment systems
are likely realistic to address water quality concerns given the location of many of the areas of
concern (very far from municipal water service areas). Ms. Dumas explained that these systems
are already being installed in the East Valley by Pueblo Unido CDC and other organizations.
These systems are both technologically and economically effective in addressing DAC water
quality concerns.

Given the technological and economical effectiveness of these systems, one of the
recommendations of this study (Technical Evaluation) is that a program for installation of
POU/POE/wellhead treatment systems be developed for the entire Coachella Valley.

Questions/Comments

o How does the public health goal recommended for hexavalent chromium relate to the
future potential MCL?

o The two are not necessarily related — it is just a goal and needs substantial input
before it becomes a MCL. We are using the public health goal, because it is the
only health-related water quality standard we have for hexavalent chromium at
this time.

e Where has the Short Term Arsenic Treatment Program (by Pueblo Unido CDC) been
implemented?

o Five mobile home parks (MHPs) have been retrofitted with reverse osmosis
systems to treat water to-date. These have all been installed in the eastern
Coachella Valley.

e The onsite reverse osmosis systems are fine, but have you considered consolidation
with the municipalities? Seems like a better long-term solution.

o The study analyzed distance to municipal water systems — part of the issue is the
remoteness of some of the MHPs is so extreme, that the systems are simply not
cost effective (i.e. several millions of dollars for a single pipeline extension).

e One of the major issues that needs to be discussed is, once funding is received from the
state (specifically from DWR Proposition 84 funds) — reimbursement makes installation
challenging. Pueblo Unido CDC would have installed more systems already if the
reimbursement process did not take so long.

o The DAC Outreach Program will cumulatively address funding issues such as
these.
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Update on DAC Outreach and Assistance

Kathy Caldwell, RMC, provided an overview of the DAC Outreach Program. The purpose of this
program is to expand upon previous DAC outreach to target individuals and groups representing
DAC issues, and to also engage members of DAC community in order to frame and articulate
water management issues facing DACs. She provided an overview of activities that have been
completed to date.

Dr. Ryan Sinclair from Loma Linda University (LLU) provided an overview of the process that
has been taken to-date, which involved pairing trained promoters (promotoras) from El Sol and
Pueblo Unido CDC with students from LLU. All students and promotoras were trained, and the
team developed a survey that would be taken out into the field in both the east and west valley.
To-date, 214 surveys have been completed.

Kathy Caldwell noted that the next step is to hold workshops: one in the East Valley and one in
the West Valley. She welcomed all Planning Partners to attend, and to get the word out!
Attendance is welcome at both meetings by all interested parties.

e East Valley Workshop: June 18", 5-7 p.m. San Jose Community and Learning Center,
69455 Pierce Street, Thermal, CA

o West Valley Workshop: June 20" 5-7 p.m. DHS Family Resource Center, 14201 Palm
Drive, Suite 108, Desert Hot Springs, CA

Daniel Cozad, IPM then explained noted that part of the DAC Outreach Program includes
funding for preliminary planning and design/engineering. The idea being that these funds can be
used to develop and grow projects into formal projects that can be competitive for other forms of
grant funding. Mr. Cozad explained that this process is looking at projects or project concepts
that will meet pressing needs on a near-term basis. To-date, the team has found that there is a
need for projects that fall in three general categories: water quality (drinking water), wastewater
(addressing septic systems), and flooding. Ms. Caldwell explained that part of the handouts
include forms for the Planning Partners to fill-out, which will provide additional input to the team
as they choose project concepts to move forward for preliminary design and engineering.

Dr. Sinclair then asked the partners (Susie del Toro from EI Sol and Rodolfo Pifion from Pueblo
Unido CDC) to provide information about their survey experiences with the group. Below is an
overview of this discussion, which took place with input from the Planning Partners.

e The survey teams in the West Valley were surprised to hear of some of the issues,
particularly involving concerns with drinking water. This was a surprise, because the
West Valley water is generally considered very high in quality and surveyors did not
expect to hear that people did not trust the water quality in that area.

e The survey teams were highly successful — in part due to their intergenerational nature
with surveyors and students of all ages. The diversity of the team really helped with
outreach to individuals across the valley.

¢ In general the survey teams in the East Valley were not surprised to hear the issues:
wastewater disposal and treatment, potable (drinkable) water supplies, and flooding
issues. In addition, many residents are concerned with unpaved streets.

o Yes and no. The process will start with available data such as FEMA data, and
use locally-collected data to update those maps. The focus, however, will be on
mapping disadvantaged communities that face flood-related issues.

¢ Does the flood analysis include Salton City? Flooding is a huge problem there.

o Yes. The flood analysis will cover the entire IRWM Region, which includes Salton
City.
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o Will the workshops be conducted in English and in Spanish? How will this be handled?

o The team is planning on getting headsets from the Healthy Communities
organization. There will be a translator at each meeting to do in-person
translation.

o There are concerns with using the headset translation services. There are communities
that do not like these and find them isolating.

o The team spoke with the non-profit partners, who stated that the residents in
Coachella Valley are ok with this type of communication.

¢ Whatis being done to address big picture issues? Surveys will reveal site-based issues,
but | would like to see some holistic planning — for example, holistically addressing
flooding in the East Valley.

o The IRWM Program in conjunction with the DAC Outreach Program is attempting
to do this, especially through the integrated flood management study.

o Although the on-site treatment systems are technologically effective, they are still near-
term in nature. In general my input is that consolidation (connection to the municipal
system) is the most effective long-term solution.

o The program is considering this — the issue is that especially with grant funding,
those projects are simply not cost-effective enough to be competitive in our
highly competitive funding area. As development increases in the East Valley,
the cost-benefit ratios may change.

Overview of IRWM Grant Program and Other Grant Opportunities

Rosalyn Prickett then provided an overview of the IRWM Objectives, included in the 2010 IRWM
Plan. Those objectives are the backbone of the IRWM Plan in that they define regional priorities
and provide a mechanism for measuring implementation success.

The next step of the IRWM Plan Update will be to go over the existing objectives, which were
developed with the Planning Partners, and discuss the following:

e Which objectives are the most important?
o What issues are addressed by the objectives?
¢ What do we want to accomplish through implementation of the IRWM Plan?

The CVRWMG members then went through and explained each of the 13 objectives included in
the 2010 IRWM Plan, which are:

A. Provide reliable water supply for residential and commercial, agricultural community, and
tourism needs.

B. Manage groundwater levels to reduce overdraft, manage perched water, and minimize
subsidence.

C. Secure reliable imported water supply, including restoring/improving reliability of State
Water Project supply and securing other imported water supplies.

D. Maximize local supply opportunities, including water conservation, water recycling and
source substitution, and capture and infiltration of runoff.

E. Protect groundwater quality and improve, where feasible.
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J
K.
L. Address water and sanitation needs of disadvantaged communities, including those in

M.

Preserve and improve surface water quality by maintaining integrity of agricultural
drainage systems, protecting the quality of natural runoff used for potable supply, and
reducing pollution in stormwater runoff.

Preserve local environment and restore, where feasible.

Manage flood risks, including current acute needs and needs for future development.
Optimize conjunctive use of available water resources.

Maximize stakeholder involvement and stewardship in water resource management.

Address water-related needs of local Native American culture.

remote areas.

Maintain affordability of water.

Planning Partners were each given seven stickers and asked to place their stickers on the
objectives to indicate which are most important to them. The result of the exercise is as follows:

A

rx <

M.

I OTMTMmMmOOW

8 stickers
8 stickers
9 stickers
9 stickers
13 stickers
1 stickers
5 stickers
6 stickers
3 stickers
11 stickers
5 stickers
13 stickers

10 stickers

Questions/Comments

Objective E could be modified to address relevant permit requirements for agricultural
drains.

Targets for Objective L need to be modified to address distance form municipal services.

Objective L could also be modified to reflect that wastewater is not just a local, but a
global issue. The Gates Foundation is actively seeking out alternatives to wastewater
treatment and disposal.

Would it be possible to develop some sort of master plan for sewer systems? It would be
good to see holistically — if sewers were to be installed across the Valley — where would
this occur, and how much would it cost?

For flooding — more consideration needs to be taken for existing ponds and lagoons.
Also, regrading sites can really help move water away from homes.
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¢ Obijective J does not include outreach or education. Perhaps this could be included as a
target? A lot of the issues, particularly with septic systems involve education on proper
use and maintenance.

¢ What about addressing ownership issues? Many of the East Valley residents are renters
— even if you do outreach to these folks, it will not change mobile home park practices.
The education needs to be with the owners and the residents.

o ltis also important to conduct outreach and education on the regulatory level — so that
regulators are aware of the issues.
Next Steps

Please mark your calendars: the next Planning Partners meeting will be held on September 12,
2013!
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Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Program
Planning Partners

Thursday September 12, 2013
1:00-3:00 p.m.

Coachella Valley Association of Governments
Conference Room #119
73-710 Fred Waring Drive
Palm Desert, CA 92260

DRAFT NOTES
Italics denote action items.

Attendees:

Planning Partners CVRWMG

Margaret Park, Agua-Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians Sara Toyoda, IWA
Tim Roberts, Salton Community Services District Katie Ruark, DWA
Jon Rokke, Colorado River Regional Board David Tate, DWA
Jennifer Henke, Coachella Valley Mosquito and Vector Patti Reyes, CVWD
Control District John Soulliere, MSWD
Anna Aljabiry, DWR Rosalyn Prickett, RMC
Melissa Sparks, DWR Sally Johnson, RMC
Evon Willhoff, DWR Daniel Cozad, IPM

Laura Massie, California Rural Legal Assistance
Frank Kopcinski, California Rural Legal Assistance

Meeting Objectives:

A.
B.
C.

D.

Keep Planning Partners Up-to-Date on the Technical Evaluations
Update on Disadvantaged Community (DAC) Outreach Program

Discuss Revisions to Existing IRWM Plan Chapters: Region Description, Issues & Needs,
and Project Selection

Discuss New IRWM Plan Chapters: Tribal Water Resources and Disadvantaged
Communities

Meeting Notes:

Welcome and Introductions

Rosalyn Prickett, RMC Water and Environment (RMC), welcomed the Planning Partners on
behalf of the Coachella Valley Regional Water Management Group (CVRWMG), the five
regional water suppliers in the Coachella Valley who are responsible for overseeing the
Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Program. Ms. Prickett then

provided an overview of the agenda and meeting objectives. The group did self-introductions.
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Status of IRWM Planning Activities and Schedule
Update from DWR Representatives

Anna Aljabiry, DWR, announced she was stepping down from her position at DWR and this
would be her last Planning Partners meeting. She introduced Melissa Sparks and Evon Willhoff
as the CVIRWM Region’s new DWR representatives for grant administration. Ms. Sparks will be
responsible for the Disadvantaged Communities (DAC) program, while Ms. Willhoff will be
responsible for Implementation grants. Melissa Sparks provided a handout with the IRWM grant
solicitation timelines, a summary of the proposed water bonds (Senate Bill 42 and Assembly Bill
1331), an overview of the draft Appendix H, Plan Review Process for the 2012 IRWM Grant
Program Guidelines, and dates for the Round 2 Strategic Plan Workshops. She noted that the
draft Appendix H was open for public comment until October 18, 2013, with public workshops
being held in Sacramento on October 7, 2013, and Ventura on October 9, 2013. Appendix H is
expected to be adopted by the end of 2013, with Plan review beginning in January 2014.

Rosalyn Prickett asked if DWR could provide an update on the IRWM grant schedule. Evon
Willhoff informed the group that senior supervisor review of the Proposition 84 Round 2
Implementation Grants was wrapping up, and public review of grant awards would be available
by the end of the month.

The Planning Partners and CVRWMG informed DWR that there were problems with the format
of the previous Strategic Plan Workshop, and asked if the format would be different for the
Round 2 workshops. Ms. Sparks informed the group that there would likely be changes to the
format of the workshop for this round. Patti Reyes, Coachella Valley Water District (CVWD) and
Laura Massie, California Rural Legal Assistance (CRLA) both expressed that the table-wide
statements used in the previous format did not capture all of the issues, and that the resulting
conversation tended to lose unique views and issues that were not obvious.

Ms. Aljabiry provided a handout on new environmental education materials that had become
available. These materials are designed for classrooms with material geared towards students
from kindergarten through twelfth grade (K-12), with a water focus. Materials can be ordered in
“classroom sets” which contain 30 student copies and 1 teacher copy. Anyone can order these
free materials by visiting http://www.water.ca.gove/education/wffcatalog.cfm. Questions
regarding the education program should be directed to:

Michelle Robinson

Water Education Specialist
Public Affairs Office

Department of Water Resources
Office 916-653-9892

Fax: 916-653-3310
Michelle.Robinson@water.ca.gov

Ms. Prickett provided an overview of the key activities for the Coachella Valley IRWM Plan
Update, and the timeline for completion, noting that the DAC Water Quality Evaluation, and Salt
and Nutrient Planning were almost finished, while the Integrated Flood Management and DAC
Outreach Program were in the final stages. The Groundwater Monitoring is underway.

Questions/Comments

¢ Is the groundwater monitoring program only looking at groundwater elevations?

o No, itis also looking at water quality and other water management parameters.
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Update on Coachella Valley IRWM Technical Evaluations
Integrated Flood Management

Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview of the Integrated Flood Management Workgroup, noting
that an integrated flood management workshop will be held on Wednesday, September 18th,
2013. She explained the purpose of Integrated Flood Management is to assess the
opportunities for utilizing flood water a resource. One of the ways the study is doing this to map
flood areas and overlay this on maps of soil permeability to see if there are naturally occurring
flood areas that could be suitable for groundwater recharge basins. The results of these efforts
will be presented at the September 18th workshop. Ms. Prickett encouraged the Planning
Partners and DAC representatives to attend. The workshop will be held at the Coachella Valley
Water District (75-515 Hovley Lane East, Palm Desert, CA 92211) from 10:00 am until noon.

DAC Groundwater Quality Evaluation

Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview of the Coachella Valley-wide Groundwater Monitoring
Plan, which builds on the DAC Water Quality Evaluation. The DAC Water Quality Evaluation
identified maximum contaminant level (MCL or drinking water standards) exceedances and
mapped the location of DACs as they pertain to exceedances, but the overall Groundwater
Monitoring Plan will extend this mapping effort across the entire Coachella Valley. This effort will
also incorporate recommendations from the Coachella Valley Water Management Management
Plan and the Mission Creek-Garnet Hills Sub-Basin Water Management Plan.

Patti Reyes added that this effort will establish the information gaps and issues for future IRWM
projects to address, and set up projects that monitor groundwater. Ms. Prickett stated that more
recommendations would be presented at the November Public Workshop (scheduled for
November 6", 2013).

Questions/Comments

e There should be an extended conversation on where additional wells are needed.

e Does the Groundwater Monitoring Program include the Salton Community Services
District (SCSD)?

o No, SCSD does not use groundwater, so this does not apply.

e Groundwater monitoring program will consolidate information so the Region will be able
to determine what information already exists, what information is missing, and will help
identify the roadblocks to achieving what the Region wants.

e The Groundwater Monitoring Program should include salts when considering
constituents of concern.

e Does the Program look at funding for groundwater data or for groundwater treatment?
o Only groundwater data.

e Don’t see any biological indicators in the monitoring criteria/constituents. Is this because
the groundwater is too deep for septic system contamination?

o Yes. The only biological constituent that might be present is nitrate.

Update on DAC Outreach and Assistance

Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview of the DAC Outreach Program. The purpose of this
program is to expand upon previous DAC outreach to target individuals and groups representing
DAC issues, and to also engage members of DAC community in order to frame and articulate
water management issues facing DACs. She provided a timeline for the DAC Outreach Program
components, and noted that the Program will be complete by the end of 2013.

Daniel Cozad, IPM presented the DAC Outreach Program components.
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Presentation of Surveying Effort Results

Mr. Cozad explained the DAC surveys conducted by Loma Linda University. This effort will
result in refined maps of DAC locations and issues, and a formal report on the perceived water
resources issues and needs.

Questions/Comments

o Wil the report be circulated?

o We are still working on the final report, but will give a presentation during
November 6™.

Mr. Cozad then explained the DAC projects. The goal of this process was to develop projects
based on issues and needs defined by Planning Partners and DAC stakeholders. He explained
the process used to identify issues, and the four projects that were selected. The Outreach
Program met with DACs who were aware of their water issues, and DACs that were not aware
of water issues they may have. For the most part, this outreach reaffirmed the issues previously
identified by the Region. The four DAC projects that were selected are:

e Design and engineering for faulty or under-sized septic systems

¢ Mapping of problematic DAC systems within proximity to existing infrastructure
¢ Bilingual outreach and educational materials for residents

¢ Reverse osmosis systems to treat water from onsite groundwater wells

Patti Reyes asked Mr. Cozad to please explain why there is a focus on septic issues. Mr. Cozad
explained that septic was considered one of the most important issues (self-reported by
stakeholders) and is also the most complex issue to fix. Ms. Reyes added further clarification
that the East Valley has very limited wastewater infrastructure, and such infrastructure is too
expensive to fund. Sewer needs in the East Valley are as important as water needs, and many
stakeholders ranked wastewater needs as their most important issue.

There will be a final DAC Workshop on November 6th, from 10:00 am — noon, at the Coachella
Valley Water District (75-515 Hovley Lane East, Palm Desert, CA 92211), immediately prior to
the Public Workshop on the Coachella Valley IRWM Plan Update Meeting (1:00-3:00 pm). The
DAC Workshop will present all final findings of the DAC Outreach Program, and the draft DAC
Outreach Report.

Questions/Comments:

¢ Which 4 mobile home parks were selected for the Septic project?

o Pueblo Unido was used to select the mobile home parks, they are all located
in Thermal and include: Don Jose, Cisneros, Valenzuela, and Gutierrez
Mobile Home Parks.

e The bilingual outreach and education materials are designed to close information
gaps determined during the outreach process. If residents have a problem, the
program can tell residents how to solve the problem. These materials, therefore work
to empower people to solve their own problems. The program will not solve the
problems themselves. In part this is to respect other agencies that might be
responsible for managing the potential problem.

e Is IVAN included? IVAN is a central database of East Valley residents to report
issues. Issues get reported to IVAN, and then IVAN filters these reports and informs
the appropriate agency. Information about IVAN is included in the outreach and
education materials.

o Jon Rokke, Colorado River Regional Board is the individual who receives the
IVAN reports and sends them to the appropriate agency. He also follows up
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on the reports he sends out to make sure they are getting addressed. He
does not have any objections to expanding this resource to the entire
Coachella Valley.

o IVAN allows people to report via phone, text message, or website. Many
different types of reports are submitted. Mr. Rokke said some reports are not
appropriate for any agency, but are often left on the site, which acts as a
community board.

o Ms. Reyes said IVAN will be addressed in the report, but will delegate to El
Sol to work with Mr. Rokke to expand IVAN

o See-Click-Fix is a mobile app that allows people who see a problem to take a
picture and add a short description of the problem. The photo, message, and
location is automatically sent to a responsible party (based on location) and
has gotten quick responses. Mobile devices are the future for easily reporting
issues.

IRWM Plan Update Components

Rosalyn Prickett then provided an overview of the IRWM Plan Update. She presented the
proposed changes to three chapters: Region Description, Issues and Needs, and Project
Evaluation and Prioritization. She presented two proposed new chapters: Tribal Water
Resources and Disadvantaged Communities.

Questions/Comments

e What is the timeline for the draft IRWM Plan?

o Feedback solicited from Planning Partners and RWMG at meetings will be used
to write the chapters. The draft Plan is scheduled to be available for public review
starting on November 4, 2013. There will be a 2 month public comment period to
accommodate schedules during the holidays. The comment period will close at
the end of December. Comments will be incorporated in early 2014, with the final
plan likely to be released in mid-February, and adopted by the RWMG agencies’
governing boards by the end of March. While the final release schedule has not
been finalized; the CVRWMG’s grant agreements require that the Plan be
finalized and adopted by the end of March, 2014.

e Will discussion of the proposed Chrome-6 MCL be part of the Plan Update?
o Yes.

Region Description

Rosalyn Prickett reviewed the updated Region Description chapter. She noted that the chapter
was updated for consistency with current planning documents, including those released after
the 2010 IRWM Plan was adopted. Key changes include improving discussion of the differences
between the East Valley and West Valley, expanding discussion of groundwater basins, non-
potable water, and natural communities, and updating with new stormwater permit information.

Questions/Comments

o Wil the differences between the East Valley and the West Valley include demographics,
water quality, and other factors?

o The East and West Valley differences were explored in the outreach survey — the
Plan will include information gathered from the survey.

e The Regional Board's Onsite Wastewater Treatment Policy will be updated next week
(Thursday, September 19). This will change the way septic systems in the Valley are
permitted.
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Issues and Needs

Rosalyn Prickett presented the updated Issues and Needs chapter. The chapter was updated to
be consistent with current plans and issues identified by stakeholders. Key changes in the
chapter include a lower project water demand for 2030, expanded discussion of water supplies,
stormwater capture, water quality, and flooding. There were no changes to Table 3-1 in the
Plan, Summary of Significant Water Management Issues in Coachella Valley. Planning Partners
were asked to confirm that this table should remain the same.

Questions/Comments

For Issue #5, Groundwater Quality — Change “Several small private water systems in
mobile home parks...” to “Many small private water systems in mobile home parks...”
The use of the word “several” diminishes the problem and doesn’t reflect the severity of
the issue.

o May cross-reference the actual number of systems exceeding arsenic MCL

For Issue #12, Affordability of Water — if the Chrome 6 MCL is adopted, costs will go up
because of the added costs of treatment options to address the MCL

o May add statement at end of first paragraph to acknowledge regulatory changes
as a cost related toe continued overdraft

Were the population projections based on RHNA (Regional Housing Needs
Assessment)?

o Population projections were based on the projections from the Urban Water
Management Plans, which are based on the Riverside County population
projections.

RHNA projects how much housing will be needed to accommodate the projected
population, should link the water needs planning and the housing needs planning.

o The population projections used in the UWMPs and in the Plan are more
conservative than the RHNA projections because they are not the revised down
version of the projections. Therefore, we are planning for the “worst-case”
population projections, which is more conservative.

The SCAG Region RHNA is due in October.
o We will ask CVAG about the RHNA numbers in October.

o The planning horizon is different for the different plans. Even with a dip in
projected populations on a shorter timescale, it is expected that in the long-term,
population projections will go back up.

We don’t want to have too much housing and not enough water to serve residents.

o With the projections currently being used for the UWMPs and the IRWM Plan, we
are planning for more water than the planned housing. It takes a long time to
plan, fund, and build water infrastructure, as well as to receive the actual water. It
is better to over-plan for water.

There are mechanisms already in place that force communication between water and
housing/land use planners.

Water use has dropped through conservation efforts and other factors, and water
demand projections have been adjusted down accordingly.

Reminder that everything in the Plan must be publicly adopted.

Project Evaluation and Prioritization

Rosalyn Prickett presented the updated Project Evaluation and Prioritization chapter. Changes
to this chapter include highlighting how IRWM efforts address priorities, describing how the
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project evaluation process was used during recent grant application cycle, the addition of a new
criterion to the project scoring process: “Maximizes stakeholder involvement and stewardship in
water resources management”, addition of a interview for project selection for grant
applications, and the removal of Appendix B (Project List).

Questions/Comments

o To clarify, there are State Requirements and there are Plan Requirements. Plan
requirements incorporate state requirements, but also have other requirements. Projects
are scored based on the Plan requirements.

¢ Regarding Appendix B (Project List), people won’t go to the website to look at the project
list, so a project list should be included in the Plan. However, not all projects are
valuable, so we should consider only including high-scoring projects as an example.

o DWR reaffirmed that a printed list of projects is required for grant applications. They
cannot accept a link because that is external data. Additionally, most reviewers look at
the hard copy of the application. It would be acceptable to include a link in the Plan, but
not in grant applications. Applications are competitive, but the Plan Review Process is
not, so if the Plan reviewer thinks it is necessary, they will probably ask for a hardcopy of
the project list.

¢ In what format is the Plan distributed?
o Electronic (pdf).

e Suggest writing into the Plan that the official Project List is on the database, and then
date Appendix B as “Project List as of DATE".

e |s there a button that can be added to the Project Database that would allow a visitor to
easily export the list of projects?

o No, it would require users to log in to the database.
The Planning Partners decided that Appendix B should remain in the Plan.
Tribal Water Resources

Rosalyn Prickett presented a new chapter in the Plan, Tribal Water Resources. This chapter
was developed in response to stakeholder feedback and with significant input from the Tribes.
Key content includes description of the Tribes, their water resource concerns, their water quality
monitoring efforts, and tribal participation in water resources planning.

Questions/Comments

¢ Does the chapter contain geographic information about the Tribal lands?
o Yes, there is also a map of the Region showing the location of tribal lands.

o What research, other than meeting with Tribes and receiving their feedback, was or will
be conducted for developing this chapter? The U.S. EPA? The Days Desert Sun article
on the arsenic problem at a mobile home park on Torres-Martinez land?

o RMC consulted Bureau of Indian Affairs, and any electronic sources they could
find. Patti Reyes sent the Days Desert Sun article to Ms. Prickett.

Disadvantaged Communities

Rosalyn Prickett presented a new chapter in the Plan, Disadvantaged Communities. This
chapter was developed in response to stakeholder feedback. It presents the results of the DAC
Outreach Program, and key content includes the history of DAC participation in the IRWM
Program, the DAC Outreach Program, DAC characterization and mapping, DAC project
Development, and process recommendations for DAC participation in the IRWM program.
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Questions/Comments

All questions and comments were related to the Process Recommendations portion of the
chapter.

¢ DWR stated that Process Recommendations should include recommendations for future
funding for DACs

¢ Would the funding be for information gathering or project development?

o Should create a guideline for other regions in the state for improving DAC
involvement. Can go a step further to work on the projects that were identified
during the process.

o Must meet DWR recommendations and regional recommendations to move
forward on a project

» Project development for the DAC Outreach Program is meant to provide a
tool to DWR to show how to move forward on a DAC project.

o There is no agreement between DWR and Grantees to fund projects identified
during the process. They will still need to go through the project selection
process and grant application process that any other IRWM project is subject to.

e In the previous IRWM grant cycle, the CVIRWM Program held a project database
workshop with DACs to explain how to submit projects successfully. The CVRWMG also
entered DAC projects into the database for those DAC project proponents who needed
help.

Next Steps

The CVRWMG is conducting direct outreach to stakeholder groups (e.g., golf course
superintendent association, builders associations, etc.). If anyone knows of a group that would
be appropriate for direct outreach, please email Rosalyn Prickett (rprickett@rmcwater.com).

Please mark your calendars for upcoming workshops and meetings:

¢ Integrated Flood Management Workshop: September 18, 10:00 am — noon (at CVWD)

e Public Review for 2014 IRWM Plan: November 4 — December 31, 2013

o DAC Workshop: November 6, 10:00 am — noon (at CVWD)*

e Public Workshop on IRWM Plan Update: November 6, 1:00 — 3:00 pm (at CVWD)*
*Lunch will be provided for those attending the DAC workshop and staying for the Public

Workshop on the IRWM Plan Update. Please RSVP to Crystal Mohr: cmohr@rmcwater.com,
858-875-7421.
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Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Program

Planning Partners

Thursday March 13, 2014
1:00-3:00 p.m.

Coachella Valley Association of Governments

Attendees:

Planning Partners

Margaret Park, Agua-Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians
Sergio Carranza, Pueblo Unido CDC
Susie del Toro, El Sol Neighborhood Educational Center

DRAFT NOTES
Italics denote action items.

Jon Rokke, Colorado River Regional Water Quality

Control Board

Jennifer Henke, Coachella Valley Mosquito and Vector

Control District
Evon Willhoff, DWR

Laura Massie, California Rural Legal Assistance

Michele Hasson, Leadership Counsel
Joe Glowitz, Valley Sanitary District

Monica Telles, Economic Development Agency

Bobby Melkesian, Desert Empire Builders

Mike Gialdini, Supervisor Benoit

Roland Ferrero, Torres-Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians
Darcy Kuenzi, Riverside County Flood Control and Water

Control District

Meeting Objectives:

A. Discuss Proposition 84 Grant Awards

Conference Room #115
73-710 Fred Waring Drive
Palm Desert, CA 92260

CVRWMG

Sara Toyoda, IWA

Katie Ruark, DWA

Mark Krause, DWA

Berlinda Blackburn, CWA

Mitch Nieman, City of Coachella
Patti Reyes, CVWD

John Soulliere, MSWD

Rosalyn Prickett, RMC

Crystal Mohr, RMC

Sally Johnson, RMC

. Overview of Disadvantaged Community (DAC) Outreach Program

B
C. Discuss IRWM Plan Comments and Revisions
D. Provide Update of Current IRWM Projects
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Meeting Notes:
Welcome and Introductions

Rosalyn Prickett, RMC Water and Environment (RMC), welcomed the Planning Partners on
behalf of the Coachella Valley Regional Water Management Group (CVRWMG), the five
regional water suppliers in the Coachella Valley who are responsible for overseeing the
Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Program. Ms. Prickett then
provided an overview of the agenda and meeting objectives. The group did self-introductions.

Status of IRWM Planning Activities and Schedule

Ms. Prickett reviewed the schedule for the 2014 IRWM Plan, and noted that the IRWM Plan
Update was recently completed and has been adopted by Coachella Valley Water District
(CVWD) and Coachella Water Authority (CWA).

Round 1 Grant Projects — Award Redistribution

Ms. Prickett reminded the Planning Partners of the Region’s success under the Proposition 84
Round 1 Implementation Grant (Round 1), which awarded $4 million to four projects in the
Region. Two of those projects were septic-to-sewer conversion projects in disadvantaged
communities (DACs) that were sponsored by Mission Springs Water District (MSWD) and
Cathedral City. Due to unanticipated costs, the Cathedral City project is no longer able to move
forward and the Coachella Valley IRWM Region needs to decide how to redistribute the funding
originally awarded to the Cathedral City project. The California Department of Water Resources
(DWR), who administers the statewide Proposition 84 IRWM Program and its associated grants,
has told the CVRWMG that replacement projects must provide similar benefits as the Cathedral
City project and meet basic IRWM requirements. The Cathedral City project would have offset
132 Equivalent Dwelling Units (EDUs) in a DAC with septic conversion in the Perez Road area,
which was recommended for septic conversion by the Regional Water Quality Control Board
(Regional Board). Benefits include groundwater quality protection and improvement, addressing
water and wastewater needs of a DAC, improving system reliability, and increasing quantity of
reclaimed water. Patti Reyes, Coachella Valley Water District (CVWD), explained that had the
CVRWMG better-understood potential costs of the Cathedral City project when developing the
Round 1 grant application, the excess costs that would have been incurred during project
implementation could have been built into the grant request. Ms. Reyes emphasized the
CVRWMG’s disappointment that the project did not move forward as scheduled, but said that
they hoped to improve project scoping in the future and reapply for future grant funding.

There is $1.3 million available for redistribution from the Cathedral City project. The CVRWMG
has two projects that are potential candidates to receive this funding, but would like the Planning
Partners to provide input on the two projects and on how they would like to see the money
redistributed. Below is an overview of the two potential projects:

Project 1: MSWD Area J-1 Groundwater Quality Protection Project

MSWD is the project sponsor for the Area J-1 Groundwater Quality Protection Project,
located approximately between Hacienda Dr, Mountain View Road, Via Domingo, and
Calle Amapola in Desert Hot Springs. Area J-1 is defined as part of an Assessment
District within the MSWD service area; this area currently has failing septic systems. The
project would offset up to 306 EDUs in a DAC reliant on the local groundwater basin for
its economy (Desert Hot Springs), and protects drinking water supplies. Benefits from
the Area J-1 Groundwater Quality Protection Project include protection and improvement
of groundwater quality, addressing water and sanitation needs of a DAC, increasing
quantity of reclaimed water, and compliance with California State Law.

John Soulliere, MSWD, described the project to the Planning Partners. Mr. Soulliere
emphasized that there is an urgency to commit funds to the project, because the funding
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match is being met through an Assessment District. Any funds not committed to the
project by July 2014 will no longer be available, meaning that MSWD would lose the
opportunity to use that money for a funding match, and would be required to pass a new
Assessment District, which is time-consuming, expensive, and uncertain. The project
would require between $4,513 and $5,285 grant funding per EDU to implement.

Project 2: Oasis Gardens Groundwater Quality Protection Project

The Oasis Gardens project would offset up to 157 EDUs in a severely DAC mobile home
park in the Eastern Coachella Valley (Oasis) located over the perched aquifer through
conversion from septic to sewer. Diversion of flows from this DAC would protect surface
water quality by reducing the chance for flows from septic systems to enter agricultural
storm drains and the Salton Sea. Benefits from this project include protection and
improvement of groundwater quality, addressing water and sanitation needs of a DAC,
increasing quantity of reclaimed water, and providing onsite wastewater services to a
severely DAC. The project would require $4,800 grant funding per EDU to implement.

Ms. Reyes explained to the group that that Bobby Melkesian, Desert Empire Builders,
would cover all private costs, including all onsite improvements. Mr. Melkesian built a
second phase of the project to provide housing for Duroville residents, and CVWD was a
project sponsor for a USDA grant to extend sewer to the area. During this sewer
extension, CVWD paid to upsize the pipe to accommodate future connection capacity.
Within the CVWD service area, connection fees in these types of areas are used to
reimburse CVWD for upsizing the pipe. Therefore, the grant money being requested
would cover the money required to upsize the CVWD sewer pipelines, and thereby fund
public infrastructure. Ms. Reyes also noted that onside costs have been a barrier to
implementation of DAC projects in the past, and that it is highly notable that Mr.
Melkesian is agreeing to pay all of the onsite costs.

Mr. Melkesian presented his project to the group. He explained that the Oasis Gardens
Mobile Home Park is currently on septic systems, but that due to percolation issues, the
leach pits are beginning to fail. Oasis Gardens was built 11 years ago, and is at 100%
capacity, primarily providing housing to low income farmworkers. When the nearby
Mountain View Estates Park (Phase 2 project mentioned by Ms. Reyes) was built, the
County of Riverside teamed with the USDA and CVWD to construct a sewer line
adjacent to the Oasis Gardens Mobile Home Park, with the intent to eventually connect
Oasis Gardens to the sewer system. There are 17 systems and the mains and tees are
in place already, costing $350,000. To demolish the existing tanks, it is estimated to cost
$170,000. Mr. Melkesian told the group that the permits are in place, there is an
immediate need, he is the owner, developer, and contractor so there would be no issues
with implementing the project, and the connection fees are half the cost of the project.
The grant would cover the cost of the connection fees, which would otherwise potentially
be borne by the onsite residents.

Questions/Comments

o For the MSWD project, how many areas of the Assessment District have already been
constructed?

o Approximately $40 million of the $69 million from the Assessment District has
been committed to projects that have been completed or are underway

0 The areas in question are mostly low-income housing

o In 2007-2008, MSWD had been very successful getting federal funding through
earmarks, but those opportunities are mostly gone. Future money would have to
come from a future Assessment District.
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Will the Round 2 project (D-2 Conversion Project) be completed in time to meet the
Assessment District deadline?

O Yes.

How much IRWM grant funding did the Round 2 project (Sub-area D-2) receive?
o $1.85 million

Is MSWD'’s board moving forward on leveraging another Assessment District?

o MSWD is currently planning a survey to determine community interest in a future
Assessment District. Public opinion on the subject generally depends heavily on
the economy.

Construction bids came in lower than anticipated for the Round 1 MSWD project, does
that mean that more EDUs will be able to be connected in Round 27?

0 The Round 2 budget used updated funds from the Round 1 experience; however,
if construction costs are lower than anticipated, more EDUs could potentially be
connected.

Can the project make use of a partial grant? Or is it not feasible if MSWD receives less
than the full $1.3 million?

0 There is a threshold where it doesn't make sense to move forward with the
project. MSWD doesn’t consider the project worthwhile with less than $1 million
in grant funding.

Can the Assessment District make up any overages if the project turns out to be more
expensive than anticipated?

o MSWD would absorb any costs above what is budgeted, but due to recent bid
estimates, MSWD believes that the project budget as presented to the group is
accurate.

Has the Regional Board been involved with potential failures at the Oasis Gardens
Mobile Home Park?

o DACs are often unable to afford all of the repairs necessary, and the Regional
Board is concerned that issuing citations in such communities would result in
homelessness. The Regional Board generally only steps in when violations
occur, not when they are about to occur — that is why they have not yet been
involved.

The Region’s DAC Outreach Project, a sister program to the Coachella Valley IRWM
Program, did an analysis of connection opportunities for DACs, and Oasis Gardens is
included in that report.

When Supervisor Williams asked local developers to step up and help out DACs in the
region, Mr. Melkesian was the only local developer that stepped forward to provide
housing support for farmworkers. Supervisor Benoit’s office supports the Oasis Gardens
project.

Will all of MSWD’s sites be able to afford the connection fees for the project?
0 Yes, there is both an ordinance in place and a loan program available.
o It is a condition of the grant that to count as a benefit, an EDU must be
connected to the system.
What is the issue with splitting the money, from the state’s perspective?

o The Cathedral City project is already in the signed grant contract. The state can
adjust the contract to do what the Region wants to do. In other words, the Region
could choose to fund as many or as few projects as it would like, provided that
those projects provide the same benefits as the Cathedral City project.
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The merits of the two projects seem equitable.

The costs presented in the table don’'t seem to add up for MSWD. The total cost should
be the sum of the grant funding and funding match, but they are not.

o0 The extra costs will be absorbed by MSWD.
There was an indication that the J-1 area septic tanks are failing. How many are failing?
o0 Approximately 10% of the septic systems in Area J-1 are failing.

How many of the leach pits in the Oasis Gardens project are functioning properly, and
how many of them are on the verge of failing?

o Approximately half are on the verge of failing
Will abating some (say, 6) of the leach pits help the problem at Oasis Gardens?

0 This could help the issue, but the preference would be to connect the entire
system at one time.

Can MSWD help the group understand their $1 million threshold?

o The way that the J-1 system was established was due to elevations and other
engineering considerations; MSWD will need to confer with engineering staff to
determine if it would be possible to reduce the size (and EDUs) of the J-1
system.

Is it possible to reduce the size of the MSWD Area J-1 project, and give more money to
Oasis Gardens?

o0 Could scale the project some, but it is already scaled down substantially. Would
need to consult MSWD engineers for an answer on how much scaling is possible
and feasible.

The East Valley perceives MSWD as getting a lot of money from the IRWM grants. The
Oasis Gardens project represents a developer trying to do the right thing in the East
Valley to address serious issues.

Is the situation time-sensitive for the Oasis Gardens project?

o If we wait to do the project, the situation will get worse. If the systems start failing
there is a concern that regulators will start to get involved.

Will the state be able to reimburse for the Oasis Gardens project?

o Under the Round 1 grant opportunity, yes. The funding match funds (upsizing the
sewer infrastructure) were spent in 2013, which coincides with the Round 1 grant
contract.

There are a lot of projects in the IRWM database; due to the serious regional need for
projects, especially in the East Valley, it makes sense to try and spread the grant funding
around the Coachella Valley as much as possible.

Can we do a site visit to Oasis Gardens to verify how many and which leach fields
represent an immediate need?

o If we do that, we would need to do the same for Area J-1 to be fair and
consistent.

If the MSWD project is not selected, the Assessment District funds will expire and
MSWD will have to acquire more matching funds. If the Oasis Gardens project is not
selected, it is a lost opportunity.

We want to be able to leverage the investments that have already been made.

Aside from the expiration of assessment district funds, are there any other impediments
to the MSWD project?

0 No, the project is ready to go
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e What are the long-term benefits for the region and its program? What sets us up well in
DWR’s mind?

o The State is unable to weigh in on this. Direction from DWR is that the region
must decide what to do. There is money still left in the Funding Area for future
rounds of funding, and there is a possible future water bond that may be on the
November ballot that would have similar funding opportunities.

o There are other sources of funding that could be leveraged to achieve the goals of the
Oasis Gardens project. For example, even though St. Anthony’s Mobile Home Park has
the lowest rents in the region, it is still able to pay off loans it received to fund important
infrastructure improvements. The Oasis Gardens project should consider loan funding.

o0 Loan terms are more favorable for non-profits than for private entities, so a loan
for the Oasis Gardens project would likely be more expensive than for the St.
Anthony’s Mobile Home Park, which is owned by a non-profit organization.

The CVRWMG asked the Planning Partners to provide input on how to distribute the funding
between the two projects. The group indicated a preference to split the money in some fashion
between the Area J-1 project and the Oasis Gardens project. The CVRWMG will meet to make
a decision.

Round 2 Grant Funding Success!

Ms. Prickett informed the group that the Proposition 84 Round 2 Implementation grant awards
had been finalized in February, and the Region had been awarded the full $5.24 million it
requested to fund five projects. Project Sponsors must provide the requested materials for the
grant contract to CVWD by March 21, 2014. Evon Willhoff, DWR, informed the group that the
Round 2 contract will likely be signed and executed by the end of June.

Round 3 Schedule and Next Steps

Ms. Prickett reviewed the remaining Proposition 84 Implementation Grant funding available to
the Colorado River Funding Area. There is $16.7 million remaining. The recently passed Senate
Bill 104 (SB104) directed DWR to release all remaining Proposition 84 funding ($472.5 million).
Ms. Prickett explained that of that $472.5 million, $21.8 million will fund regions whose Round 2
funding award increased between the draft and final awards. $200 million is for “expedited”
drought relief, and $250.7 million will be allocated to non-expedited IRWM funding. There is a
possible expedited funding cycle due this summer for drought relief, and a possible consolidated
Round 3 or Round 4 cycle in 2015/2016. Ms. Prickett told the group that nothing had been
finalized by DWR at this point — the expedited drought relief funding is speculative at this point.

Ms. Willhoff provided an update on what DWR has been doing in response to SB104. DWR is
still trying to figure out the best approach to meet the requirements of SB104, the IRWM
program, and meet the governor’s directive. DWR has been developing different scenarios on
how to appropriate the funding opportunities, and these scenarios are on the desk of the
director of DWR. DWR is also trying to incorporate the comments from the recent Process
Improvement Workshops into the IRWM guidelines as quickly and effectively as possible. DWR
is trying to remain fair regarding how the funding will be distributed or potentially allocated. It is
likely that projects that receive expedited funding will be those that are ready to start. SB104
limits the types of projects that can receive the expedited funding. In the best case, Regions will
receive guidance next week, and two weeks in the worst case.

SB104 drought relief projects are those that “provide immediate regional drought preparedness,
increase local water supply reliability and the delivery of safe drinking water, assist water
suppliers and regions to implement conservation programs and measures that are not locally
cost-effective, or reduce water quality conflicts or ecosystem conflicts created by the drought.”
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The project selection process will begin as soon as DWR has provided guidance to the region.
As soon as anything is known, the Planning Partners will be notified via email. In the meantime,
the group is strongly encouraged to enter projects that they believe qualify as drought relief
projects into the project database now. The project database is always open, and has been
updated to include SB104 language and links to the legislation. If stakeholders have questions,
please contact Crystal Mohr (cmohr@rmcwater.com).

Questions/Comments

o Will the expedited funding be regionally allocated?

o DWR is still trying to determine the best way to allocate the funding, or if it will be
allocated by funding area or region at all.

e The Region may want to shift their focus from groundwater quality projects (such as
those funded in previous rounds) to water supply projects.

e SB103 (passed alongside SB104) allocates an additional $19 million for projects that
reduce greenhouse gases and water and energy use. This program is supposed to
begin on July 1, 2014. It is a separate program from IRWM but may be administered
through the IRWM branch of DWR.

o Does DWR have any guidance on what is “locally cost-effective”?
0 Not yet.

0 An example provided by DWR has been leak detection systems for purposes of
water conservation.

e SB104 expedited projects must still be IRWM projects (multi-benefit projects).

Overview of DAC Outreach and Assistance

The CVRWMG conducted a DAC Outreach Program as a sister program to the IRWM Program.
That program has been completed, and a final report submitted to DWR.

DAC Outreach Demonstration Program Report

Ms. Willhoff informed the group that Melissa Sparks, DWR representative for the Coachella
Valley DAC Outreach Demonstration Program, presented on the report to DWR, and it was very
well received. Crystal Mohr, RMC, presented the final DAC Outreach Demonstration Program
Report. The Report was included as Volume Il to the 2014 Coachella Valley IRWM Program,
and includes all the DAC efforts conducted during the Outreach Program and the update of the
IRWM Plan.

Next Steps

Ms. Mohr explained that the Region is not done with its DAC efforts, and will continue to
advocate for improvements to the grant process for DACs, provide technical support to DACs
for IRWM projects and processes, and focus on project types identified by DACs as being most
important (septic-to-sewer conversion, onsite water and wastewater treatment, and connection
to municipal water system)

IRWM Plan Update

Ms. Mohr presented the final IRWM Plan, and discussed what comments were received during
the Public Comment Period and how those comments were addressed. The 2014 Coachella
Valley IRWM Plan was broken into two volumes, the first being the Plan chapters and their
appendices, the second being the DAC Outreach Program and DAC-related appendices. The
Plan has been adopted by two CVRWMG agencies at the time of the meeting, and is scheduled
to be adopted by the end of March. The group was reminded that the Plan was finalized and
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undergoing adoption because of the March 31t deadline from the Planning Grant that funded
the Plan Update.

Major comments included clarifying and articulating DAC issues and needs, improve
explanation of water quality issues, acknowledge conflicts between residents and landowners,
improve measurements of Plan and Program performance, incorporate technical study and
DAC recommendations, improve discussion of water supply and demand, and be more
consistent with terminology within the industry.

Ms. Mohr reviewed the general and major changes made to the Plan in response to these
comments. Changes included cross-referencing throughout the Plan to carry information
throughout the Plan where relevant, clarification over points of confusion as indicated by
comments received, expanded discussion and clarification of water supplies and demand,
increased discussion of data and additional targets, improved discussion of the project selection
and scoring process and its purpose, more comprehensive incorporation of DAC information
from the items in Volume II, updated information from studies and data that were obtained or
finalized after the Public Draft had been released, and an expansion of the discussion of issues
and needs. The Region has also committed to continuing to hold Planning Partner meetings,
and incorporated more details on and commitments to coordination and communication efforts.

Next Steps

Planning Partners are encouraged to adopt the IRWM Plan. There are a few final deliverables
outstanding. These include a Public Outreach document, Progress Report on the IRWM
Program, development of DAC projects, and development of groundwater projects.

Questions/Comments

e Planning Partners are encouraged to adopt the Plan
¢ Is aredline copy of the Plan available?

0 Because there were multiple rounds of revisions after the public comment period
closed, there is not a red line version of the Plan that shows all the changes
made between the Public Draft and the Final version. All comments and how
they were addressed are included as Appendix VI-F in the Public Comment
Matrix. Stakeholders are encouraged to contact the CVRWMG if they would like
to go over the changes together, the CVRWMG is happy to accommodate such
requests.

e Water supplies in the Region are complex. We went through many iterations of the
explanation included in the final version of the Plan, and tried to explain in detail what
everything meant, the source of the information, and explain potentially confusing
aspects of the water supplies. If anyone has questions about it, please contact the
CVRWMG, they will be happy to answer any questions you may have.

Final Announcements

The next Planning Partners meeting is anticipated to be held in June. Depending on DWR’s
decision on how to move forward with the expedited funding round, there may be a Planning
Partners meeting in May. Please pay attention to emails from the CVRWMG and RMC
regarding this meeting and grant information.

Questions/Comments

e Darcy Kuenzi was introduced as the new government affairs officer for the Riverside
County Flood Control and Water Conservation District. Ms. Kuenzi will be attending
Planning Partners meetings in the future.
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Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Program
Planning Partners

Thursday December 11, 2014
1:00-3:00 p.m.

Coachella Valley Water District
75-515 Hovley Lane East
Palm Desert, CA 92211

DRAFT NOTES
Italics denote action items.

Attendees:

Planning Partners CVRWMG

Dan Malcolm, Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians Brian Macy, IWA
Debbi Livesay, Livesay Solutions Sara Toyoda, IWA
Jennifer Henke, Coachella Valley Mosquito and Vector Katie Ruark, DWA
Control District Mark Krause, DWA
Evon Willhoff, DWR Castulo Estrada, City of Coachella
Mitch Mansfield, Salton Community Services District Patti Reyes, CVWD
Phoebe Seaton, Leadership Counsel for Justice & John Soulliere, MSWD
Accountability Ron Buchwald, VSD
Sgrglo Carranza, Pueblo Unld.o CDC. o Crystal Benham, RMC
Tim Roberts, Salton Community Services District Sally Johnson, RMC

Meeting Objectives:

A. Discuss Updates to the Statewide IRWM Grant Program
B. Discuss Round 3 Drought Solicitation

C. Discuss Round 2 Redistribution Funding

D. Discuss IRWM Program Next Steps

Meeting Notes:
Welcome and Introductions

Patti Reyes, Coachella Valley Water District, welcomed the Planning Partners on behalf of the
Coachella Valley Regional Water Management Group (CVRWMG), the five regional water
suppliers in the Coachella Valley who are responsible for overseeing the Coachella Valley
Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Program. Ms. Reyes then provided an
overview of the agenda and meeting objectives. The group did self-introductions.

Coachella Valley IRWM Program Update

Ms. Reyes informed the Planning Partners that Valley Sanitary District (VSD) was added to the
CVRWMG, and as a result of this addition the CVRWMG Memorandum of Understanding
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(MOU), Ground Rules, and 2014 IRWM Plan were adopted by VSD. The CVRWMG is a formal
group required by California Department of Water Resources (DWR) to be formally recognized
as an IRWM region by DWR.

DWR Capacity Building Workshop

DWR recently hosted a Capacity Building Workshop focused on disadvantaged community
(DAC) outreach and involvement. This workshop was attended by Ms. Reyes and Mr. Derek
Nguyen, Indio Water Authority (IWA). Ms. Reyes stated that a number of DAC representatives
attended the workshop from the CVIRWM Region, and that others attended via webcast. There
was a video from the Inyo-Mono IRWM Region about how they were able to use grant funds to
build a water station for their rural communities. DAC involvement is a priority for DWR and the
IRWM Program, and Coachella Valley has a significant amount of DAC involvement.

Status of IRWM Grant Program

Crystal Benham, RMC Water and Environment (RMC), reminded the Planning Partners that
Proposition 84 Round 1 and Round 2 Implementation Grant programs followed a classic IRWM
grant process. The Coachella Valley IRWM Region signed its grant agreement with DWR for
Round 1 in 2012. This grant funded four projects with $4 million grant dollars. All of these
projects are underway. The Round 2 grant agreement has been signed, and the Region has
received $5.24 million to fund four projects. Invoicing for the Round 2 projects will begin in
January.

Questions/Comments

o Did the grant funds for the East Valley Oasis Gardens project cover the costs for the
plumbing or the connection fees?

o0 Oasis Gardens was developed by the County and the property owner to meet the
housing needs of East Valley farm workers. At the time, there sewer services did
not extend that far out. Later, a high school and Coal Ranch was built nearby, so
the sewer main was extended to the area, with help from a U.S. Department of
Agriculture grant. Connections to Oasis Gardens was not constructed at that
time. Developments are responsible for the cost of system expansion required for
connections (cost is pro-rated), so the grant covered the cost of the public
system extension required for the connection, and the park owner is paying for
the on-site plumbing and connections.

Project Highlight: Regional Conservation Program

The Regional Conservation Program is a joint effort between all five CVRWMG members (prior
to the addition of VSD), and led to the creation of the CV Water Counts program
(www.cvwatercounts.com) which focuses on public outreach, and connecting users to their local
water agency and each individual agency’s conservation programs and rebate opportunities.
Recently, the Program participated with United Way in Make a Difference Day. The Program
encourages involvement with CV Water Counts through its website, social media, and contests.

Questions/Comments

e |s participation in Make a Difference Day and annual thing?

o Participation in events like Make a Difference Day is an ongoing process. We are
trying to get involved with a number of different events, such as the golf cart
parade, and events at the Living Desert.

0 The website started because surveys showed that residents in the Coachella
Valley did not know who their water district was.
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0 The website is more of a webtool — it directs users to programs that are
applicable to them based on where they live.

Drought Solicitation

Ms. Benham reminded the Planning Partners that the recent Drought Grant Solicitation was
different from previous IRWM Implementation Grant solicitations. The focus of the Drought
Grant was on water production and projects that would address drought. $221 million was made
available, up from the originally allocated $200 million. $12.25 million was given to the Colorado
River Funding Area, with $5.3 million of this awarded to the Coachella Valley IRWM Region.
The remaining Colorado River Funding Area funds were awarded to the Mojave IRWM Region.
The Coachella Valley Region had applied for $9 million, and the CVRWMG is currently
modifying the projects included in the application to accommodate the reduced funding.

There is anticipated to be a fourth and final round of Prop. 84 IRWM Implementation Grants.
There is $4.175 million available to the Colorado River Funding Area, and Coachella Valley
IRWM Region competes with other IRWM Regions for these funds. It is anticipated that the
Round 4 grant solicitation will begin in late 2015, with applications due in Fall 2016. There is a
possibility that this final round would also have a drought-focus, but this is still unknown.

Proposition 1

Proposition 1 passed! Of the $7.545 billion included in the proposition, $510 million has been
allocated to IRWM. The Colorado Funding Area would receive up to $22.5 million. There are
some differences between Prop. 84 and Prop. 1. There will be a 50% funding match
requirement, instead of the 25% match required under Prop. 84. Funding match waivers would
still be available for DACs, and 10% of the funds statewide must go to DACs. There is also a
stipulation that 10% of the funds go to economically distressed communities, but there remains
uncertainty regarding the definition and intent of this stipulation.

Questions/Comments

e Lahontan Funding Area’s allocation was reduced by only $2.5 million versus the
Colorado Funding Area, whose allocation was reduced by $14 million between Prop. 84
and Prop. 1 What was the logic behind the funding area allocation values in Prop. 1?

o0 Prop. 1's allocations were set in the legislation itself. The exact metric used is
unknown, but may have reverted back to an older metric, and could be related to
legislative pressures.

e Does Prop. 1 include funding for planning grants?
0 There is uncertainty over how much would be available for planning grants.

o Sitill determining which state agency will be responsible for which funds. DWR is
still finalizing grant agreements for the Prop. 84 Drought Solicitation, so they will
not focus on Prop. 1 until January 2015. They may start with planning funds to
help Regions lay the groundwork for future implementation projects.

o July 2015 is the earliest any of the Prop. 1 funds would be available, because
they would need to be allocated by the legislature in the budget.

o DWR's first steps would be conduct public meetings to get feedback on the Prop.
84 grant processes, and try to incorporate what has been learned through Prop.
84 into what would be done for Prop. 1.

e The CVRWMG would like comments from the Planning Partners when DWR opens a
public comment period on the IRWM grant process and Prop. 1.

e |s the 10% for DACs per Funding Area or is it for the state as a whole?
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o lItis statewide, not by Funding Area. It is unclear if the 10% for the economically
distressed area is the same 10% as the DAC or if it is an additional 10%.

Proposition 84 Round 2 Redistribution

As the Planning Partners might remember, the Region was awarded $5.24 million under Prop.
84 Round 2 Implementation Grant. $500,000 was for the Coachella Valley Salt and Nutrient
Management Program (SNMP). The SNMP project would develop a regional SNMP and
implement outreach. The original project is still moving forward, but not under the CVIRWM
Program. This means that the funds awarded to the SNMP need to be redistributed. The
project(s) that receive these funds must have similar benefits and be regional in nature. The
CVRWMG received eight projects for consideration, which are currently being reviewed for
eligibility. In addition to being a regional project, eligible projects need to provide groundwater
and water supply benefits, and meet DWR requirements to move forward under the Round 2
grant. Once the CVRWMG has selected the potential replacement project(s), it will be presented
to the Planning Partners at the March 2015 meeting.

Other Funding Opportunities

The CVRWMG wanted to highlight opportunities to leverage IRWM funding to secure other
sources of funding. One funding program that has been successful for some projects in the
Region is the USDA Rural Development Grants and Loans. It requires complete environmental
documents and preliminary engineering reports, which can be costly to complete, especially for
DACs. DACs may use IRWM funds to complete these document, and can then apply for USDA
funding for construction and implementation of the projects. This can be an effective way to
complete rural projects, because they are often not ideal IRWM projects due to the high cost per
capita benefitting from the project. The USDA funds, however, are specifically earmarked for
rural communities, and this cost per capita is not a concern.

Questions/Comments

e The CVIRWM Region’s DAC Outreach Program mapped DACs and mobile home parks
in the CVIRWM Region. These maps can be used to help identify opportunities for
creating additional benefits (e.g., mobile home parks near one another could implement
a joint project).

¢ It would be good to coordinate with the CVIRWM Program to provide more information
and timing of other funding opportunities.

Ms. Reyes noted that no DAC project was submitted to the database for consideration for the
Drought Grant opportunities. However, DACs are a priority for the Region, and the CVRWMG
reached out to nonprofits that serve DACs to solicit projects. The DAC project that was included
in the Drought Grant application will provide rebates for sources of water waste (e.g., rebates to
fix leaks, replace bad meters, etc.). Because this project is a rebate project, it can fund
improvements on private properties. The rebates are not available yet, but an email will be
distributed to DAC contacts and the CVIRWM Program email list once the final grant agreement
is signed and the rebate processes have been established.

Coachella Valley Regional Example of Leveraging Other Funds for DAC Projects

Sergio Carranza, Pueblo Unido Community Development Corporation, presented on the
success that his organization has had in leveraging IRWM funding to obtain USDA funding for
the San Antonio del Desierto DAC Sewer Extension Project, which will extend the sewer system
to serve an East Valley DAC. $740,000 in IRWM funds were used to develop a Preliminary
Engineering Report for the project, and this report was used to apply for USDA funding to
implement the project.
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Mr. Carranza also spoke about the DAC Retreat hosted by DWR. It was a three day retreat
attended by NGOs and government agencies. The goal was to combine expertise across the
board to develop recommendations to improve the IRWM program to be more inclusive for
DACs. DWR provided good feedback and perspective on successful DAC integration in regions.
The draft recommendations that came out of the retreat were:

1. Build Capacity

NGOs try to address issues related to lack of infrastructure, but NGOs are fragile
organizations because they have limited budget and staff. Despite this fragility, NGOs are
critical for providing appropriate education and training to DACs. There needs to be a focus on
building capacity both within NGOs and within communities. This is most effective when building
capacity for NGOs within the target communities.

2. Education

DWR produces a number of bilingual educational materials and information that they can
provide to DACs and NGOs for distribution in communities. There are two sides to the education
piece of involving DACs. The first is to education children, and requires working with local
schools. The second piece is to provide educational access for parents and adults.

3. Governance and Transparency

There are challenges related to funding requirements that hinder DAC participation in
the IRWM program. DWR needs to improve and streamline funding mechanisms. Although the
reimbursement system used for the grant awards is challenging for NGOs and DACs, DWR has
been getting better at processing reimbursement requests. One of the other challenges for
DACs is being able to deliver projects in a timely manner within the requirements of the grant
agreements. This challenge is often related to capacity limitations.

Questions/Comments

e The CV Water Counts website has been translated into Spanish, and is available on
mobile devices in both English and Spanish.

Next Steps

The next Planning Partners meeting will be in March, 2015. The CVRWMG will continue to track
Prop. 84 Round 4 Implementation Grant and Prop. 1 funding opportunities. Planning Partners
are encouraged to provide input on topics they would like to see on the next Planning Partners
meeting agenda.
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Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Program
Planning Partners

Tuesday June 14, 2016
1:00-3:00 p.m.

Coachella Valley Water District
75-515 Hovley Lane East
Palm Desert, CA 92211

DRAFT NOTES
Italics denote action items.

Attendees:
Planning Partners CVRWMG
Sergio Carranza, Pueblo Unido CDC Eric Del Bosque, IWA
Margaret Park, Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians David Tate, DWA
Mariela Magana, Leadership Counsel Ashley Metzger, DWA
Maria Davydova, RWQCB-Colorado River Basin Scott Rogers, Coachella Water
Michelle Gonzales Bleza, Torres-Martinez Desert Authority
Cahuilla Indians Patti Reyes, CVWD
Alberto Ramirez, Torres-Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians Mike Thornton, MSWD
Ed Muzik, HDWD Crystal Benham, RMC
Joaquin Tijerina, Riverside County EDA Alexis Cahalin, RMC

Matthew Howard, Mojave Water Agency

Meeting Objectives:

A.
B.
C.
D.

Updates on Coachella Valley IRWM Program

Updates on Proposition 1 IRWM Program

Overview of DAC Solicitation Opportunity and Coachella Valley Priorities
Grant Workshop for DAC Solicitation

Meeting Notes:

Welcome and Introductions

Patti Reyes, Coachella Valley Water District, welcomed the Planning Partners on behalf of the
Coachella Valley Regional Water Management Group (CVRWMG), the five regional water
suppliers in the Coachella Valley who are responsible for overseeing the Coachella Valley
Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Program. Ms. Reyes then provided an overview

of the agenda and meeting objectives. The group did self-introductions.
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Coachella Valley IRWM Program Update

Crystal Benham, RMC Water and Environment (RMC), provided an overview of grants received
by the CVIRWM Region through Proposition 84. The CVIRWM Region received six grants for a
total of over $18 million, with over $8 million going toward DACs.

Proposition 1 IRWM Program Update

Ms. Benham discussed the Proposition 1 DAC Involvement Solicitation. The focus for the DAC
Solicitation in the Coachella Valley is to fund project development activities that will lead to
projects that will leverage implementation funding (i.e. planning, engineering, environmental,
permitting, or design). Projects submitted for funding under the Proposition 1 DAC Solicitation will
need to be completed within 2 years of grant contracting.

Ms. Benham reminded the Planning Partners that the DAC Solicitation will be submitted as one
joint proposal from the Colorado River Funding Area, including the Coachella, Imperial, and
Mojave Funding Regions. The total funding available for this solicitation is $2.25 million, and the
three regions met and agreed upon a funding split for the DAC Solicitation. The Coachella Valley
Region will receive $1,118,030, the Imperial Region will receive $724,870, and the Mojave Region
will receive $407,100 per the agreed upon funding split.

Ms. Benham presented the eligibility requirements for the DAC Solicitation and provided the
definitions of DAC, EDA, and Underrepresented Communities. The overall anticipated schedule
for the DAC Solicitation was presented as follows:

o Coachella Valley Call for Projects: June 1 — July 1, 2016
o Project Interviews: July 13th

e Colorado River Funding Area Meeting: July 20th

e DWR Funding Area Meeting: July or August

e  Submit Application to DWR: September

e Awards Completed by DWR: October

Questions/Comments

e Can small community water systems be a project sponsor?

¢ |s the State willing to pay connections fees? Connection fees are a significant barrier —
need clarification on whether connection fees are eligible.

o Are tribal land wells eligible?
o Is there a minimum required life span for the projects?
o Will the State provide advanced payment?

DAC Grant Workshop

The purpose of the DAC Grant Workshop is to discuss the CVIRWM Programs DAC needs, to
discuss types of projects that can be funded, to identify key funding and contracting expectations,
and to answer questions about funding and next steps.

DAC Issues and Needs in the Coachella Valley

Projects submitted for funding under the Proposition 1 DAC Solicitation must address a water
resources-related need of a DAC, EDA, or underrepresented community. The five major issues
identifies in the Coachella Valley IRWM Plan include drinking water quality, adequate wastewater
treatment and disposal, access to municipal services, onsite flooding, and cost of water and sewer
services.
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Eligible Project and Project Competitiveness

The project scoring process is outlined in the Coachella Valley IRWM Plan. The two steps of the
scoring process are intended to ensure projects meet DWR requirements and the needs of the
Coachella Valley and include numeric (quantitative) scoring followed by project vetting
(qualitative).

The DAC Solicitation is intended solely for planning activities. The priority in the Coachella Valley
is to fund project development activities that will lead to implementation projects.

Ms. Benham discussed how to increase competitiveness of project applications by focusing on
multiple project benefits, maximizing benefits, quantifying benefits, and ensuring the application
addresses each eligibility item clearly. Providing supporting documentation can also help to
provide clarity.

Contracting Requirements

Ms. Benham presented the contracting requirements for projects awarded funding under the
Proposition 1 DAC Solicitation. Project sponsors must be willing to work with DWR and the IRWM
Program in a timely manner, must adopt the 2014 Coachella Valley IRWM Plan, and if the project
sponsor is a public agency, must be in compliance with water-related regulations. Ms. Benham
reminded the group of the funding restrictions associated with the DAC Solicitation. Grant funds
will not cover costs that are incurred prior to contract execution, projects must be complete within
two years, and all spending must be in line with provisions of the contract. Ineligible activities
include application preparation costs for funding not consistent with Proposition 1 IRWM funding,
meals not directly related to travel, or payment of stipends.

Next Steps

The next Planning Partners meeting will be in November, 2016. The CVRWMG will continue to
track and Prop. 1 funding opportunities. Planning Partners are encouraged to provide input on
topics they would like to see on the next Planning Partners meeting agenda.
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Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Program
Planning Partners

Tuesday November 9, 2016
10:00-12:00 p.m.

Coachella Valley Water District
75-515 Hovley Lane East
Palm Desert, CA 92211

DRAFT NOTES
Italics denote action items.

Attendees:
Planning Partners CVRWMG
Sergio Carranza, Pueblo Unido CDC Adekunle Ojo, IWA
Mariela Magana, Leadership Counsel David Tate, DWA
Ed Muzik, High Desert Water District Ashley Metzger, DWA
Matthew Howard, Mojave Water Agency Steve Johnson, DWA
David Bradshaw, Imperial Irrigation District Scott Rogers, CWA
Joe Glowitz, Valley Sanitary District Berlinda Blackburn, CWA
Shawn Muir, Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians Patti Reyes, CVWD
Sylvester Beltran Steve Ledbetter, MSWD
Joe Pradetto, Riverside County Board of Supervisors John Soulliere, MSWD
Roger Shintaku, CSU PACC Crystal Benham, RMC

Justin Conley, Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians Alexis Cahalin, RMC

Meeting Objectives:

A. Updates on Coachella Valley IRWM Program
B. Overview of DAC Solicitation

C. Overview of Planning Grant

D. Updates on Proposition 1 IRWM Program

Meeting Notes:
Welcome and Introductions

Patti Reyes, Coachella Valley Water District, welcomed the Planning Partners on behalf of the
Coachella Valley Regional Water Management Group (CVRWMG), the six regional water
suppliers in the Coachella Valley who are responsible for overseeing the Coachella Valley
Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Program. Ms. Reyes then introduced Crystal
Benham, RMC Water and Environment (RMC). Ms. Benham provided an overview of the agenda
and meeting objectives. The group did self-introductions.
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Coachella Valley IRWM Program Update

MS. Benham, provided an overview of grants received by the CVIRWM Region through
Proposition 84. The CVIRWM Region received six grants for a total of over $18 million, with over
$8 million going toward DACs. Ms. Benham introduced John Soulliere, Mission Springs Water
District (MSWD) to present on MSWD’s Groundwater Protection Program. Portions of the
Program received funding under Proposition 84.

Mr. Soulliere provided an overview of water issues in MSWD’s service area. MSWD struggled
with gaining voter support on water projects. Through the turmoil, MSWD determined that if they
decreased project costs by leveraging outside funding and increasing value perception, voter
support for projects would increase. The Groundwater Protection Program officially began in 1995
and intended to remove septic systems and connect the majority of the service area to the
municipal sewer system. The Program was a huge undertaking, particularly for a DAC, with a
price tag of $70,000,000. MSWD received approximately $3.8 million for the Program through
IRWM Proposition 84 funding.

2016 DAC Solicitation

Ms. Benham provided an overview of the DAC Involvement Solicitation to the group. This grant
solicitation is for activities that involve DACs, EDAs, or URCs. The focus in the Coachella Valley
is to fund project development activities including planning, engineering, environmental,
permitting, or design, which will lead to projects that will leverage funding.

There will be one joint proposal submitted for the entire Colorado River Funding Area. The
regions have been coordinating and agreed to a funding split. Of the $2.25 million available to
the Funding Area, Coachella Valley will receive $1,118,030, Mojave will receive $407,100, and
Imperial will receive $724,870.

In June 2016, the CVRWMG opened the call for projects for the DAC solicitation. During the
previous Planning Partners meeting in June, the public and interested parties were provided an
opportunity to comment on the scoring criteria developed by the CVRWMG. Subsequently,
three high priority projects were selected for funding. Ms. Benham invited Scott Rogers, CWA,
to present the Chromium-6 Treatment Facilities Design and Permitting Project that will be
included in the application.

Mr. Rogers discussed the need for the project, as many of CWA'’s wells produce water with
Chrom-6 levels that are higher than the State’s maximum contaminant level (MCL). The DAC
Involvement funding would allow CWA to complete design and permitting for the project.

Ms. Reyes presented CVWD’s DAC Design and Environmental Permitting project to the group.
The funding will be used to complete design and environmental planning for a pipeline
extension to a DAC that is currently not connected to municipal water and wastewater systems.

Mr. Soulliere presented MSWD'’s project that will be included in the DAC Involvement Grant.
The project is a component of MSWD’s previously discussed Groundwater Management
Program. The funding will provide planning and engineering to connect Areas H and | to
MSWD'’s wastewater system.

2016 Planning Grant Submittal

The planning grant application was submitted in September, requesting $211, 982 to complete a
comprehensive update to the 2014 Coachella Valley IRWM Plan. Updates will include
requirements per the 2016 IRWM Guidelines, a functionally equivalent Stormwater Resources
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Plan, and governance updates. These updates are needed to maintain eligibility for projects to
receive grant funding.

Proposition 1 IRWM Program Update
Ms. Benham provided the anticipated timeline for Proposition 1 grant funding:
¢ Planning Grant: December 2016 — December 2018
¢ Implementation — Round 1: December 2018
o DAC Solicitation: January 2017 — January 2020
¢ Implementation — Round 2: January 2020

Ms. Benham provided an overview of the types of projects that will be eligible for implementation
funding, the focus of IRWM (multiple benefits, maximizing benefits, and quantifying benefits), and
Coachella Valley IRWM Plan objectives.

Ms. Benham reminded the group that the Coachella Valley Project Database is always open and
the CVRWMG is available for project discussions. Projects are submitted through the Coachella
Valley IRWM Project Database which can be accessed on the CVRWMG website under the
“Projects” tab.

Other Proposition 1 grant programs include the DWR Sustainable Groundwater Planning Grant
and the DWR Water Desalination Grant. There is $90 million available under the Sustainable
Groundwater Planning Grant which will fund projects that develop and implement sustainable
groundwater planning projects. There is $49 million available under the Water Desalination Grant
which will fund planning, design, and construction of water desalination facilities for brackish and
ocean water. Both are anticipated to be released in December 2016/January 2017.

Next Steps

The next Planning Partners meeting will be in February, 2017. The CVRWMG will continue to
track Prop. 1 funding opportunities. Planning Partners are encouraged to provide input on topics
they would like to see on the next Planning Partners meeting agenda.
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Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management
Plan

Integrated Flood Management Workshop #1

Tuesday January 15, 2013
1:00 — 3:00 pm

Coachella Valley Water District
CVWD Training Room
75-515 Hovley Lane East
Palm Desert, CA 92260

DRAFT NOTES
Italics denote action items.

Attendance

Berlinda Blackburn, CWA Patti Reyes, CVWD

David Tate, DWA Matthew Palavido, CVWD

Mark Krause, DWA Tesfaye Demissie, CVWD

Sara Toyoda, IWA Margaret Park, Agua Caliente Tribe
Tim Roberts, Salton Community Services Elizabeth Versace, City of Desert Hot
District Springs

Jennifer Henke, Coachella Valley Mosquito and Paul Russell, Riverside County
Vector Control Transportation Department

Jeremy Wittie, Coachella Valley Mosquito and Bill Simons, Cathedral City

Vector Control Rodolfo Pifion, Pueblo Unido

Janis Smith, Dudek Scott Lynch, RMC

Chuck Greely, Dudek Bruce Phillips, PACE

Meeting Objectives

e Introduction to Integrated Flood Management
¢ Understanding of Flood Risks, Issues, and Sources in Region
¢ Implementation of Flood Hazard Mitigation

Agenda
1. Integrated Flood Management (IFM) Background

Bruce Phillips welcomed the group, who did self-introductions. Mr. Phillips then provided
an overview of the meeting objectives and an overview of IFM.
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. Why IFM?

Bruce Phillips identified the benefits offered by IFM planning and common IFM strategies
at different scales.

Progress to Date

Bruce Phillips explained the IFM planning process that would be undertaken for the
Coachella Valley IRWM Plan and across the Coachella Valley IRWM Region, and
informed the group of all progress to date on information gathered and findings,
including the Region’s flood hazards, sources, and maps of flood hazard zones. He also
identified IFM opportunities through analysis of GIS data related to the physical and
biological characteristics of the Region.

Stakeholder Input Requested

Bruce Phillips led a discussion and presentation on the input that is being requested
from stakeholders to complete the IFM Study:

a) Input needed includes:
¢ Additional documents not already received
o Additional data
e Existing localized flooding locations (key hot spots)
e Chronic flood damage loss areas
o Critical facilities/locations
e Participation
e Review of draft vision

b) Vision document will be a regional vision for multi-purpose IFM opportunities to
develop projects

c) Overlaying of data can help to identify multi-objective project opportunities

d) GIS Layers needed to develop opportunities include:
e Pollutant sources
e Flood hazards
e Groundwater basins
e Habitat/wetlands
e Sensitive species
o Permeable soils
e Erosion hazards
o Debris/sediment potential
o Impaired water bodies
e) Stakeholder Workshop Input — will send survey requesting data/information on:
e Common flooding problem/sources (local)
¢ Common watershed flood problems/sources
e Chronic/key flood locations/damages/issues
o Deficiency locations of existing stormwater/drainage facilities
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Discussion followed the presentation, and included:

a)

f)

g)

Are we using the DWR flood information? Yes, we are using DWR database in our data.
DWR used the FEMA database, but not the State’s own data. FEMA is missing a lot of
areas. We will look into using the additional state database.

Are we identifying alluvial fans via aerial photos? We have limited budget to be able to
do that, but we are using the FEMA database, which shows the alluvial fans.

There are a lot of agricultural facilities, but they may not be providing any flood
protection.

CVAG is working on a new aerial photography/mapping of the area in 2013. They are
looking for more agencies to provide funding for this valley-wide effort. Plan is to have 6”
resolution. They can get elevation data with another contractor.

Patti Reyes: As part of the IRWM process, we are encouraging Disadvantaged
Community (DAC) involvement. Are there opportunities within the IRWM area to assist in
identifying local flood areas in DAC areas? Note, as part of the IFM process, we do want
to encourage multi-benefits with major factors being recharge/capturing of water and not
just standard flood protection projects.

There is not a weighting system on the benefits to the opportunities being identified. The
benefits/scoring is just based on the number of multi-objective opportunities being
identified.

Some strategies (i.e. project benefits) may be in conflict with each other. One example is
mosquito control vs. groundwater recharge (esp. underground). How is this addressed?
We want to get this input so that we can identify potential concerns and adjust the
strategies as appropriate.

5. Next Steps

a) Make today’s presentation available online
b) Identify next workshop date
¢) Send information request to stakeholders.
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Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management

Plan Update
IFM Workshop # 2

Wednesday September 18, 2013
10:00am — 12:00 pm

Coachella Valley Water District
Training Room
75-515 Hovley Lane East
Palm Desert CA

DRAFT NOTES
Action items in italics

Attendance
Mike Gialdini, County of Riverside Phenvana Panpradith, Cathedral City
Donald Raymond, County of Riverside — Jerry Santillan, SCSD
Transportation Dept. Sarah Jimenez, Agua Caliente Band of
Berlinda Blackburn, City of Coachella Cahuilla Indians
Jim Sullivan, CVAG David Tate, DWA
Jennifer Henke, Coachella Valley Mosquito  William Meraz, GODWIN
and Vector Control District Patti Reyes, CVWD
Bill Enos, City of Rancho Mirage Tesfaye Demissie, CVWD
Rosalyn Prickett, RMC
Bruce Phillips, PACE
Agenda
1. Introductions

Patti Reyes gave introductions for the five Coachella Valley Regional Water
Management Group (CVRWMG) agencies. Introductions were made around the room.

IFM Study Objectives and Benefits

Bruce Phillips presented an overview of the Coachella Valley’s Integrated Regional
Water Management (IRWM) efforts, noting that the original IRWM Plan was developed
in 2010 and is currently being updated. As part of the Plan Update effort, the Integrated
Flood Management (IFM) study is being developed to improve the understanding of IFM
and increase competitiveness of flood projects. Mr. Phillips noted that the study is also
being developed to meet the requirements in the 2012 IRWM Program Guidelines. He
also stated that IFM would provide opportunity for flood and stormwater projects to
participate in State grant funding, would engage watershed stakeholders, provide
coordination between flood and water agencies, and promote watershed and land use
planning.
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Review of IFM Principles and Background
Bruce Phillips provided a brief background on IFM.
Characterize Flood Problems/Flood Risk and Exposures

Bruce Phillips presented the characterization of Coachella Valley flood hazards and
exposure that was developed in the IFM study. These characterizations included existing
and future flood risk, level of risks, sources of flooding, and priorities. This analysis was
developed through spatial analysis using GIS overlays of data related to flood causes
and predictors, the extent of flooding and damage, and potential flood management
strategies.

Guidance for Planning IFM in the Coachella Valley

The mapping analysis, which included pollutant sources, flood hazards, groundwater
basins, habitat/wetlands, sensitive species, permeable soils, erosion hazards,
debris/sediment production, and impaired water bodies, was used to characterize the
Coachella Valley IRWM Region as it relates to flooding.

. Applicable IFM Techniques to the Desert

Bruce Phillips explained that the study considered which IFM techniques are applicable
or feasible for a desert area such as the Coachella Valley IRWM Region.

Correlate Watershed Characteristics to IFM Measures

Bruce Phillips explained how the IFM study correlated watershed characteristics to IFM
measures. Using the East Valley’s portion of the stormwater channel as an example, he
presented how IFM could work.

The East Valley Storm Water Channel is narrow and roughness is high because of large
trees. IFM would involve working with the Coachella Valley Association of Governments
(CVAG) to expand channel width while retaining habitat benefits.

e For IFM Approach A (Increased floodplain infiltration) — Managers could increase
the base width of the stormwater channel

e For IFM Approach F (Application of Low Impact Development (LID) techniques,
Parks with flood storage areas) — Managers could develop Freedom Park with
ground water recharge and LID

e For IFM Approach M (Retention/Detention Storage) — Managers could construct
the Big Horn Detention Basin with a hidden outflow device to disguise it and help
it blend into the surrounding environment

Mapping IFM Opportunities

Combining the results of the mapping analysis with the correlated watershed
characteristics and IFM measures allowed the IFM technical team to map IFM
opportunities in the Region.

GIS Guidance Tool Planning IFM Measures Locations for the Coachella Valley
Area

IFM strategies were then considered in relation to these maps to provide guidance on
IFM Planning for the Region. Areas of different IFM opportunities are geocoded, allowing
planners to select project locations on the map, and see which IFM Opportunities may
be feasible for that particular project area.
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10. Stakeholder Funding Opportunities

11.

A brief overview of potential IRWM funding opportunities was presented. Included was
Proposition 84 Implementation grant funding, the success the Region has had in Rounds
1 and 2 of Proposition 84 grants, and the anticipated Round 3 application period in
Fiscal Year 2014/2015. Stakeholders were encouraged to submit projects to the online
Project database, available on the IRWM Program website (www.cvrwmg.org).

Stakeholder Input

The workshop was opened to discussion to solicit stakeholder input. The discussion
included:

a)

b)

f)

Stakeholders noted that Coachella Valley Mosquito and Vector Control (CVMVCD)
should be included in the flood section.

e Jennifer Henke, CVMVCD said that her group may have GIS maps of flood
areas. CVMVCD focuses on standing water.

It was noted that IRWM is working to reach out to land use planners to teach them
about IFM and multiple benefits from coordinating water and land use planning.

It was noted that IFM has been happening in the Region.

e The CVAG Thousand Palms Project is coordinating with the Multiple Species
Habitat Conservation Plan. There should be acknowledgement of these efforts
and agencies in the IFM Study.

The County has Emergency Management Zones in Sky Valley. New FEMA maps
were produced 6 years ago.

o Can we ask Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District for
update on layers?

o  Will follow-up with CVWD flood engineer
Need to acknowledge that CVAG vegetation map is old and from the 1990’s
For the IFM examples that were presented for the East Valley’s stormwater channel:
e IFM Approach A:
o Purchase land with floodplain
o Morongo, CVMSHCP, Thousand Palms flood control project
o USACE/CVWD has design plans (Create a call-out box)
o Drainage of Torres-Martinez (Torres Canyon)
o |IFM Approach F:
Recreation opportunities in Salton City?
Natural washes (unimproved) breech with summer storms.
Interim IFM for DAC areas?
Levees and washes?
Erosion/slope stabilization.

Repeated spot flooding in Vandevere, North Shore, reported in
disadvantaged communities mapping, Salton City.

o Agricultural drains — as East Valley urbanizes, is drainage system maintained
for reuse, or will it continue to the Salton Sea to support habitat?

O O O O O O
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e |FM Approach M:

o Thousand Palms has a sand deposition area for fringe toed lizard. This slows
water down, and leads to recharge

12. Next Steps

Bruce Phillips will provide the presentation to the CVRWMG, who will post it on the
IRWM website (www.cvrwmg.orq).

A new data page will be added to the IRWM Program website for IFM data
The CVRWMG will review the IFM analysis prior to distribution of the final IFM report.

There will be a closed CVRWMG meeting in October to discuss needs and projects
with Salton City.
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Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Program

Disadvantaged Communities Outreach Program
Disadvantaged Communities Workshop #1

Thursday September 13, 2012

10:00 a.m. — 12:00 p.m.

Coachella Valley Water District

Training Facility
75-515 Hovley Lane East
Palm Desert, CA 92260

DRAFT NOTES
Italics denote action items.

Attendees:
Planning Partners

Anna Aljabiry, DWR
Phoebe Seaton, California Rural Legal Assistance Foundation
Cristina Mendez, California Rural Legal Assistance Foundation

Christina Mokhtarzadeh, Bureau of Indian Affairs Southern
California Agency

Elizabeth Versace, City of Desert Hot Springs

Mike Gialdini, Supervisor Benoit

Jennifer Henke, Coachella Valley Mosquito and Vector Control
Anna Vargas, Poder Popular.

Ellen Shimakawa, Cal State University, San Bernardino
Robert Phalen, Cal State University, San Bernardino
Phenvana Panpradith, City of Cathedral City

Carrie McLeod, USDA

Brian Sinclair, Loma Linda University

Meeting Objectives:

CVRWMG

Berlinda Blackburn, CWA
Brian Macy, IWA

Mark Krause, DWA

Katie Ruark, DWA

Patti Reyes, CVWD

Michael Thornton, TKE
Engineering on behalf of MSWD

Rosalyn Prickett, RMC
Kathy Caldwell, RMC
Crystal Mohr, RMC
Leslie Dumas, RMC
Daniel Cozad, IPM
Diana Cozad, IPM

A. Provide an overview of IRWM Planning and Coachella Valley specific IRWM Planning efforts

B. Provide an overview of efforts completed to date and next steps

C. Share/capture other relevant thoughts and ideas for future discussion

Meeting Notes:
Welcome and Introductions

Patti Reyes, Coachella Valley Water District (CVWD), welcomed the meeting attendees on
behalf of the Coachella Valley Regional Water Management Group (CVRWMG), the five
regional water suppliers in the Coachella Valley who are responsible for overseeing the
Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Program.
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Kathy Caldwell, RMC Water and Environment (RMC), provided an overview of the agenda and
meeting objectives.

Overview of CV IRWM DAC Program

Kathy Caldwell, RMC, provided an overview of the Disadvantaged Community (DAC) Outreach
Program. The purpose of this program is to expand upon previous DAC outreach to target
individuals and groups representing DAC issues, and to also engage members of DAC
community in order to frame and articulate water management issues facing DACs. One of the
forms within the agenda packet is a letter and corresponding stakeholder form — Kathy
encouraged all attendees to fill out the stakeholder form to assist in identifying issues and
helping the team contact all relevant stakeholders.

Introduction to CV IRWM Planning

Kathy Caldwell provided an overview of IRWM planning and DAC outreach efforts, noting that
there are two distinct yet interwoven planning efforts being conducted. She explained that the
first effort, the DAC Outreach Program has five main components:

e Completing directed outreach to DACs to create a database of stakeholders that are
interested or involved in DAC-related issues.

¢ Identify where DAC populations are located within the Coachella Valley.

o Work with identified stakeholders and DAC populations to characterize issues faced by
DACs.

o Work to identify DAC issues through the creation of projects that could potentially be
funded with Proposition 84 (IRWM) funding.

e Coordinate DAC Outreach efforts with the larger IRWM planning effort.

Rosalyn Prickett, RMC, briefed the group on the State’s IRWM program. She provided an
overview of the history of IRWM planning in the State of California and in Coachella Valley,
noting that the three goals of the State’s IRWM Program are: develop long-term water supply
reliability, improve water quality, and protect natural resources. The first Coachella Valley IRWM
Plan was adopted in 2010 (available on www.cvrwmg.org), which made the region eligible for
Proposition 84 funding. In Round 1 of Proposition 84 funding, in 2011, the Coachella Valley was
awarded $4 million in grants.

The Coachella Valley IRWM Region generally follows the Whitewater River watershed, but also
extends to encompass Salton City. The Coachella Valley IRWM planning efforts are led by the
CVRWMG, which includes the Coachella Water Authority, Coachella Valley Water District,
Desert Water Agency, Indio Water Authority, and Mission Springs Water District.

Rosalyn provided an overview on the Coachella Valley IRWM Plan Update, which is a “sister
effort” to the DAC Outreach Program. The Coachella Valley IRWM Plan Update will include six
maijor efforts, including:

e Stakeholder Outreach

e Groundwater Quality Evaluation

e Salt and Nutrient Management

e Integrated Flood Management

e Groundwater Elevation Monitoring

o Comprehensively update the IRWM Plan
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Rosalyn then explained that the Coachella Valley IRWM planning effort has always included
outreach efforts and planning associated with DACs. Such efforts include the formation of a
DAC Issues Group, identifying DAC-specific issues in the IRWM Plan, and awarding funds to
two projects that provide benefits to DACs.

Questions/Comments

e Does the information provided regarding the amount of funding available to the Region
include funds for Proposition 84 and Proposition 1E, or just Proposition 847

o There will be more information at the Planning Partners meeting. However, the
amount of funding available to the Colorado River Funding Area in Round 2 of
Proposition 84 (approximately $5 million) only pertains to Proposition 84. Please
remember that while there is more money available through Proposition 1E,
those funds are competitive on a state-wide basis rather than competitive within
the Colorado River Funding Area.

o With regards to the mapping, | have some questions about the scale and how this was
completed.

o There will be a detailed discussion of the DAC mapping later in the meeting.

e What is the range of the Salton Sea CSD? This jurisdiction is not delineated on the map
provided of the Region.

o We will update the figure to include the boundaries of the Salton Sea CSD.

DAC Outreach Efforts and Planning

Kathy Caldwell provided an overview of the DAC Outreach Program, which is a companion
project to the IRWM Plan Update effort described previously by Rosalyn. Kathy noted that these
efforts are closely coordinated with similar tasks. The primary difference is that the DAC
Outreach Program focuses exclusively on DACs, while the IRWM Plan Update focuses on the
entire IRWM Region. Kathy noted that there is a DAC Outreach Project tab on the CVRWMG
website, please check the website for pertinent information.

Kathy explained that upcoming activities include use of mapping with GIS to identify and
characterize smaller DAC areas and flood control needs. This work will be completed, in part, by
non-profit organization(s) within Coachella Valley. One of the forms within the agenda packet is
a form for non-profit organizations to fill out to express their interest in working on this task.
Organizations must be registered as a 501(c)(3) organization to be eligible to participate in this
task.

Kathy explained that, as will be discussed later in the meeting, the IRWM Program is currently
soliciting projects for Round 2 of Proposition 84 funding. The DAC Outreach Program will assist
this effort by helping to identify DAC issues and projects, as well as provide some engineering
and planning support to help NGOs and organizations involving DACs develop projects that can
be eligible and competitive for Proposition 84 funding.

Daniel Cozad, IPM, asked that any stakeholders who did not directly receive an invitation to the
meeting please contact Diana Cozad to be added to the DAC Outreach Program stakeholder
list.

Initial DAC Characterization Maps/ Characterization mapping, 501C3 Participation
Overview

Daniel Cozad provided an overview on the initial DAC characterization maps, noting that the
primary purpose of this exercise is to use Census and demographic data to try to better
understand key issues in the Coachella Valley. This process of identifying key issues will help
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the Region determine where it allocates resources (IRWM funding, etc.) For example, the focus
for this effort is to locate DACs that are primarily not served by municipal water services — these
are the areas that are more likely to experience critical water quality issues due to the use of
untreated groundwater. The maps were produced with information from the U.S. Census,
Tapestry Community Data (from ESRI), and the American Communities Survey.

Daniel noted that the purpose of the overview today is to discuss the maps that have been
produced, and provide any feedback. Please feel free to be critical — we want to know if there
are any errors in the information being presented or misperceptions about the way it is shown.

Daniel then walked the group through each map, describing what each map represents. He
noted that the team started by analyzing information from DWR regarding the location of DACs
in the Coachella Valley. It is notable that the DWR data is very different from the US Census
and other data, indicating that the DWR data may not be accurate. Daniel also explained the
tapestry profile maps, which are a tool to understand demographics within an area, and in
particular to understand the economic purchasing power of various communities.

As indicated previously by Kathy, the next step in the mapping process is to take a closer look
at the maps with support from local non-profit organizations. This work will begin very soon, as it
needs to be completed in early 2013. If your organization is interested in participating in this
process, please fill out a form and return it to Kathy Caldwell.

Questions/Comments

o Do the maps take into consideration metropolitan statistic overlays?
o Yes, to a certain extent. We can consider this data source as we refine the maps.
¢ What do you mean by “closer look” when referring to the mapping exercise?

o We mean refining the scale of the maps, and incorporating actual on-the-ground
data collected by local entities.

e To clarify — does DWR consider Palm Springs to be a DAC?

o Palm Springs does appear as a DAC in DWR’s data set. You will see that this
area is largely not considered a DAC within the refined mapping using U.S.
Census and other data.

e Can you please clarify the data source on each of the maps?
o Yes.

e Suggest that you use US Department of Commerce data and the American Community
Survey. Specifically, it would be helpful to look at USDA food stamp allocations,
foreclosure rates, and unemployment. These factors help to characterize the Region’s
economic status.

e |t would also be good to look at areas with high rates of renters.

e Does DWR have a population minimum with regards to providing financial support to
DACs? In other words, are there DAC projects that are too small to fund through the
IRWM Program?

o DWR does not have a set minimum value; however, each project included within
the grant application needs to have a benefit: cost ratio that is greater than 1. In
past evaluations we have found that very small communities that require very
expensive infrastructure improvements cannot meet this benefit/cost ratio.
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Groundwater Quality and Flood Risk Studies

Leslie Dumas, RMC, provided an overview of the groundwater quality evaluation that is being
conducted as part of the IRWM Plan Update. She noted that the current step of this evaluation
is to identify “areas of concern.” Areas of concern include DACs that are not served by
municipal water suppliers, and are therefore served by private groundwater wells. After these
areas are identified, research will be conducted to try to determine groundwater quality and
constituents or contaminants of primary concern within the areas of concern. Similar to the other
IRWM planning efforts, this effort focuses on identifying key water quality issues associated with
DACs — the identification of these issues will help determine how to allocate resources to critical
DAC issues.

Any entity that has groundwater quality and quantity data can really help! If you have data,
please send it to Leslie: Idumas@rmcwater.com.

Questions/Comments
¢ Do you have the AB2020 Report?

o Yes.

o Do you need surface hydrology studies?

o Not necessarily, this study is focusing on groundwater. However, those would be
useful for the IRWM Plan Update.

¢ It would be easier to provide data if you can first narrow down the areas where you need
data. If you identify the areas of concern, CVWD can potentially provide groundwater
quality data for those areas.

Kathy Caldwell provided an overview of the flood management study that is going to be
conducted as part of the IRWM Plan Update and the DAC Outreach Program. She noted that
this process is going to dovetail with the State’s Flood Futures report, which has not yet been
released by DWR.

Although the Coachella Valley effort will dovetail with the state effort, through the Outreach
Program the team is working to collect additional data from stakeholders regarding flooding and
flood risks. If you have any data or information regarding flooding, please submit it to the team
through the stakeholder form that is within the agenda packet.

Issue Identification and Project Development

Kathy Caldwell explained that previous outreach efforts and current DAC-specific outreach
efforts have led to the development of a preliminary list of DAC issues, including:

1. Cost of conversion to combined/advanced treatment or connection to sewer
2. Provision of quality water supply and wastewater services

3. Accurate DAC stakeholder data

4. Coordination between cities, tribes, county, and water agencies

The next steps are to expand upon the preliminary list of DAC issues, and create a robust list of
DAC issues within the Coachella Valley. Those issues will lay the foundation for characterizing
DAC issues, and will also guide development of potential projects that can be developed or
implemented to address the issues.

Other next steps are associated with Round 2 of Proposition 84, for which the Region is
currently accepting projects. If there are ready-to-go DAC projects, the Program will channel
those projects to the IRWM Plan for consideration.

Page 5 of 6


mailto:ldumas@rmcwater.com

For future grant funding, the DAC Outreach Program is able to provide technical support to help
develop project ideas into projects, or to provide some preliminary engineering or planning work
that will assist organizations in developing projects that are competitive for IRWM grant funding.

Questions/Comments

¢ Do you know the status of the DAC project (the Short-Term Arsenic Treatment Project)?

o Our understanding is that the project did face start-up funding issues, but that
those issues have been resolved. CVWD is working to schedule a kick-off
meeting with all project proponents.

o Can you please email out the project database information? Who do | contact if | need to
change an existing project?

o Contact Crystal Mohr: cmohr@rmcwater.com or (858) 875-7421

Next Steps

Kathy Caldwell closed the meeting by thanking attendees, and informing them how to be
involved in the DAC Outreach Program. She asked attendees to please contact an IPM or RMC
team member with any additional questions. Kathy also encouraged attendees to stay for the
Planning Partners meeting, which will begin at 1 p.m.
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Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Program

Disadvantaged Communities Outreach Program
Disadvantaged Communities Workshop #2

Thursday December 13, 2012
10:00 a.m. - 12:00 p.m.

Coachella Valley Association of Governments
Conference Room #115
73-710 Fred Waring Drive
Palm Desert, CA 92260

DRAFT NOTES
Italics denote action items.

Attendees:

Planning Partners

Anna Aljabiry, DWR

Sergio Carranza, Pueblo Unido Community Development
Corporation

Mike Gialdini, Supervisor Benoit

Jennifer Henke, Coachella Valley Mosquito and Vector
Control District

Jacquelyn Gonzales, Cabazon Band of Mission Indians
Debi Livesay, Torres Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians
Laura Massie, California Rural Legal Assistance

Tim Roberts, Salton Community Services District

Jon Rokke, Colorado River Basin Regional Water Quality
Control Board

Ryan Sinclair, Loma Linda University
Thomas Weiler, Inland Congregations United for Change

Meeting Objectives:

CVRWMG

Berlinda Blackburn, CWA
Sara Toyoda, IWA
Mark Krause, DWA
Katie Ruark, DWA
David Tate, DWA

Patti Reyes, CVWD
Rosalyn Prickett, RMC
Randy Raines, RMC
Kathy Caldwell, RMC
Leslie Dumas, RMC
Crystal Mohr, RMC
Daniel Cozad, IPM

A. Keep Participants Up-to-Date on the Coachella Valley DAC Outreach Program, including

Updated Characterization Maps

B. Provide an Overview of Non-Profit Contracting for the DAC Outreach Program

C. Provide an Update on Groundwater Quality and Flood Risk Studies

Meeting Notes:

Welcome and Introductions

Patti Reyes, Coachella Valley Water District (CVWD), welcomed the meeting attendees on
behalf of the Coachella Valley Regional Water Management Group (CVRWMG), the five
regional water suppliers in the Coachella Valley who are responsible for overseeing the
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Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Program and the DAC
Outreach Program, which is a companion program to the IRWM Program.

Kathy Caldwell, RMC Water and Environment (RMC), provided an overview of the agenda and
meeting objectives.

Overview and Status of Coachella Valley IRWM DAC Outreach

Kathy Caldwell, RMC, provided an overview of the Disadvantaged Community (DAC) Outreach
Program. The purpose of this program is to expand upon previous DAC outreach to target
individuals and groups representing DAC issues, and to also engage members of DAC
community in order to frame and articulate water management issues facing DACs. The
program is a pilot program that was designed to improve outreach to DACs with respect to the
IRWM Program; as such, the DAC Outreach Program is considered a companion program to
the IRWM Program.

Discuss Non-Profit Assistance for the DAC Outreach Program

One component of the DAC Outreach Program will include hiring local non-profit organizations
to provide on-the-ground support to the DAC Outreach Program. Local organizations will be
hired to provide local expertise and knowledge on DAC issues. The non-profit organizations will
provide support through three primary tasks: outreach, mapping, and a final report.

In September the DAC Outreach team distributed a form (which was also distributed online) to
all stakeholders, which was intended to capture all potential non-profit partners interested in
participating. Since that time, interviews were conducted and a preliminary selection has been
made. The next step in this process will be to finalize contracts, and begin work in January of
2013.

The non-profit organizations will play a large role in refining DAC maps and helping to
characterize the locations of DACs and their specific water-related issues. This will be done
through ground-validating existing data through field work, and talking with members of the
community.

Update on DAC Groundwater Quality Evaluation

Leslie Dumas, RMC, provided an overview of the groundwater quality evaluation that is being
conducted as part of the IRWM Plan Update. She noted that the current step of this evaluation
is to identify “areas of concern” (AOC). Areas of concern include DACs that are not served by
municipal water suppliers, and are located in areas where the groundwater quality is known to
exceed maximum contaminant levels (MCLs). Information available from the Coachella Valley
water purveyors as well as publically available state and federal data has allowed the technical
team to identify areas of concern as well as constituents of concern in those areas. The data
that was analyzed shows that there are four primary constituents of concern: arsenic, fluoride,
nitrate, and uranium. The next step in the analysis is to determine potential solutions for
addressing the various constituents. According to information from the EPA, membrane
separation (which includes reverse osmosis), is the best available technology for addressing
each constituent potentially present in local groundwater basins. Future steps in this process will
involve a data gap analysis to determine more information that may be useful such as the exact
location of wells, the volume of water being pumped and used, and a confirmation of water
quality at each well. Following the data gap analysis, the technical team will develop an outline
for a monitoring program that can potentially be implemented to address identified data gaps
and other outcomes from the planning study.

Page 2 of 5



Questions/Comments

A lot of DACs use drinking water that is not reported at all, because it is not regulated. Is
there any attempt to describe groundwater quality in those areas?

o Yes, we have put out requests for additional data, especially at the Federal-level.
We do have some data for those areas, because the government has some
monitoring wells within proximity to private groundwater wells.

Does this assessment take into consideration new or anticipated MCLs?
o No, this assessment only considered existing MCLs.

How is “community” defined? Is there a threshold for how many people are needed to
define a community?

o This is a good question — we will look into the SWRCB document titled,
“Communities that Rely on Contaminated Groundwater” to see if they specify a
population threshold.

There is a gap between AOC 2 and AOC 4 — is this because of a lack of data? There are
arsenic-related groundwater quality issues there.

o Yes, this is due to a lack of groundwater quality data for that area. We will
expand the area to ensure that this entire area is covered, and also do additional
research to see if we can find data for that area.

Mike Gialdini from Supervisor Benoit's office can potentially get data from the Bureau of
Indian Affairs (BIA) for the area that is missing between AOC 2 and AOC 4. Supervisor
Benoit’s office has been working with BIA and other federal agencies to obtain such
data.

The Regional Board also has a Study Group that is looking into gathering data
throughout the Coachella Valley, and potentially has groundwater quality data for the
Region.

There are serious groundwater quality issues in the East Valley due to previous activities
that involved dumping of sludge from the San Diego Bay. The Department of Toxic
Substances Control (DTSC) used to monitor this area, but they no longer monitor it
because the site no longer accepts hazardous waste.

Please note that in areas where there is an aquitard, monitoring wells generally only
measure above the aquitard and do not monitor low-level groundwater. It is important to
note the quality associated with the depth of groundwater, because, in this same area
(East Valley), the Coachella Valley Water District has deep groundwater wells, and the
groundwater system in this area is healthy. Also, CVWD offers groundwater quality
testing, and can be of assistance in this regard.

Sergio Carranza from PUCDC can provide water quality data from mobile home park
sampling, which has been conducted with CVWD.

o Patti Reyes will look into whether or not CVYWD maintains a database of their
groundwater quality data.

Work conducted by PUCDC demonstrates that reverse osmosis systems are able to
remove approximately 90% of arsenic from the groundwater, indicating that these
systems are very effective.

As a potential treatment alternative, please consider suggesting drilling deeper wells
rather than only installing on-site treatment systems.
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o Please add ‘“reverse osmosis” into the “Membrane Separation” column in the
assessment — this will make it clear to folks what is meant as reverse osmosis is much
more familiar than membrane separation.

o We know that mobile home parks and other communities in the East Valley tend to be
under-counted in the US Census data — have you considered using other data sources?

o This is the primary purpose of the non-profit contracting: to ground-truth existing
data (such as Census data) with real on-the-ground data.

e The County of Riverside has a database of all permitted mobile home parks, and also
has information about those on the way to become permitted. Contact Mike Gialdini for
this information, which is available through the County’s Code Enforcement department.

Kathy Caldwell then provided an overview of a draft survey, which would be conducted by the
non-profit partners as part of the DAC Groundwater Quality Evaluation. Ms. Caldwell provided
an overview of the survey questions, then asked if there were any comments or suggestions.

Questions/Comments

e You need to make sure to talk with Tribal Council before conducting these surveys on
tribal lands. Also, you should make sure that you are conducting the survey with
someone who would be trusted by tribal members, or you will not likely have people
respond.

e The same is true across the East Valley mobile home parks. You need to be very careful
about how you approach people, or they will not be likely to respond. Make sure that you
know somebody such as the mobile home park owner or a resident — this will help
establish trust and increase the likeliness that people will talk to you. Also, be aware that
residents have a history of not reporting issues because they are afraid of retaliation —
this may deter people from providing honest answers to the survey questions.

e In general, the promotores must have trust and established relationships in the
community in order to be effective.

e Consider explaining to tenants and community members that in order to develop long-
term solutions, we must first fully understand the problem.

o Are there any plans to have the survey reviewed by the Humans Ethics Commission or
other party that would evaluate the survey? If being conducted through Loma Linda
University, the survey would likely need to be funneled through the Institutional Review
Board.

e Residents may not have information about contamination, but they will know about
things onsite such as flooding or if the septic tanks fail or overflow. Consider asking
these more simple questions to infer information about contamination, etc.

Presentation of Updated DAC Characterization Maps

Daniel Cozad provided an overview on the initial DAC characterization maps, noting that the
primary purpose of this exercise is to use Census and demographic data to try to better
understand key issues in the Coachella Valley. The maps have been updated since the
previous DAC Workshop in order to take into consideration comments that were received, and
provide additional detailed maps about specific DAC areas.

Daniel then walked the group through each map, describing what each map represents. He
noted that there are 14 discrete DAC areas in the Coachella Valley, which have been mapped
at a more refined level. He asked the group if there is any information or feedback, noting that
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everything, including what the communities are called, needs to be vetted through stakeholders
to ensure that the maps are accurate and cognizant of local issues, etc.

Questions/Comments

o While the MHI is a good indicator, it would likely be more useful to look at the poverty
level. Poverty level, which takes into consideration household size, is a better indicator.
For example, in the Coachella Valley population and household size tend to increase
towards the south and east — this means that the poverty level is generally higher in
those areas, where a similar income is used to provide for a larger family. For example,
a retired couple who earns $40,000 per year is at a much higher poverty level than a
family of six who lives off the same income.

e |t is possible that polanco parks exist in the tapestry areas classified as “Top Rung”,
which in many cases are agricultural lands.

o Agricultural wells, which were not intended for drinking water purposes may be used by
polanco parks. These wells are often shallow and have groundwater quality issues.
Next Steps

Kathy Caldwell closed the meeting by thanking attendees, and informing them how to be
involved in the DAC Outreach Program. She asked attendees to please contact an IPM or RMC
team member with any additional questions. Kathy also encouraged attendees to stay for the
Planning Partners meeting, which will begin at 1 p.m.
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Coachella Valley Disadvantaged Community (DAC) Outreach Program
Community Water Workshop — Eastern Coachella Valley

Tuesday June 18", 2013
5:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m.

San Jose Community and Learning Center
69455 Pierce Street
Thermal, CA 92274

Notes
Italics denote action items

Meeting Notes:
Welcome and Introductions

Matthew Doyle, President of the San Jose Community and Learning Center (Center), welcomed
the meeting attendees to the Center. He stated that this workshop was the first to be held in the
Center, a new facility for the eastern Coachella Valley, which will provide important resources to
the community. Sister Gabriella Williams, Director of Programs for the Center, also welcomed
the group and thanked Sergio Carranza, Executive Director of Pueblo Unido Community
Development Corporation (PUCDC) for organizing the meeting.

Kathy Caldwell, RMC Water and Environment (RMC), provided an overview of the agenda and
meeting objectives.

Background and Purpose of DAC Outreach Project

Kathy Caldwell, RMC, provided an overview of the Disadvantaged Community (DAC) Outreach
Program. The purpose of this program is to expand upon previous DAC outreach to target
individuals and groups representing DAC issues, and to also engage members of DAC
community in order to frame and articulate water management issues facing DACs. Ms.
Caldwell explained that the DAC Outreach Program is a companion program to the Integrated
Regional Water Management (IRWM) Program that has been active in the Coachella Valley
since 209.

Kathy Caldwell provided an overview of IRWM planning and DAC outreach efforts, noting that
there are two distinct yet interwoven planning efforts being conducted. She explained that the
first effort, the DAC Outreach Program has five main components:

e Completing directed outreach to DACs to create a database of stakeholders that are
interested or involved in DAC-related issues.
¢ Identify where DAC populations are located within the Coachella Valley.

e Work with identified stakeholders and DAC populations to characterize issues faced by
DACs.

e Work to identify DAC issues through the creation of projects that could potentially be
funded with Proposition 84 (IRWM) funding.
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o Coordinate DAC Outreach efforts with the larger IRWM planning effort.

Kathy Caldwell then briefed the group on the overall IRWM program. She provided an overview
of the history of IRWM planning in the State of California and in Coachella Valley, noting that the
three goals of the State’s IRWM Program are: develop long-term water supply reliability,
improve water quality, and protect natural resources. The first Coachella Valley IRWM Plan was
adopted in 2010 (available on www.cvrwmg.org), which made the region eligible for Proposition
84 funding. In Round 1 of Proposition 84 funding, in 2011, the Coachella Valley was awarded $4
million in grants. The Coachella Valley IRWM Region generally follows the Whitewater River
watershed, but also extends to encompass Salton City. The Coachella Valley IRWM planning
efforts are led by the Coachella Valley Regional Water Management Group (CVRWMG), which
includes the Coachella Water Authority, Coachella Valley Water District, Desert Water Agency,
Indio Water Authority, and Mission Springs Water District.

DAC Mapping and Surveying Approach

Dr. Ryan Sinclair, Loma Linda University (LLU) provided an overview on the DAC mapping and
surveying, which was conducted as part of the DAC Outreach Program. Dr. Sinclair explained
that the purpose of this exercise was to more clearly define where the DACs are located
throughout the Coachella Valley, and to conduct a survey of residents to understand their issues
pertaining to water management. This portion of the program was conducted by LLU and two
local non-profit organizations: EIl Sol Neighborhood Educational Center (El Sol) and PUCDC.

As of the East Valley Workshop, the survey team had completed 196 surveys in the West Valley
and over 150 surveys in the East Valley. Dr. Sinclair explained that surveys were conducted by
groups containing LLU students and promotores from El Sol and PUCDC. To-date, the group
has gathered a lot of very useful information pertaining to the location of DACs and to water-
related issues that are faced by DACs. The team will continue to finish surveys in the East
Valley, and will have the data ready to present to stakeholders in September of 2013.

Community Mapping Exercise

Dr. Ryan Sinclair then asked meeting attendees to participate in a brief mapping exercise.
Meeting attendees had already been grouped into tables according to where they live, and
would be completing the exercise with their designated group. During this exercise, attendees
would be given a large piece of paper and asked to draw a localized community (apartment or
mobile home park) where they live. In the drawing, they were asked to color-code information as
follows:

¢ Black Ink would indicate functioning infrastructure such as roads and buildings.

o Blue ink would indicate resources such as groundwater wells and lagoons.
e Red ink would indicate challenges and issues.

The groups were given the appropriate materials and asked to draw their communities. Once
drawings were completed, a representative from each group gave a presentation of their
drawing. Below is a summary of each drawing as presented by meeting attendees:

1. Oasis: Oasis Mobile Home Park

e Map shows the Oasis Mobile Home Park (infrastructure) and septic systems
(black).
o Map shows a wastewater lagoon that was shut down by the government (red).

e Red ink in the street shows where wastewater (black water) from the septic
systems leaks into the streets.
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2. Mecca:

3. Pierce:
[ ]
[ ]

The map also shows that the red area (leaking wastewater) is in very close
proximity to the mobile home parks and to the groundwater well. There is
concern that the black water contaminates the park’s drinking water well.

Red ink in the corner of the mobile home park shows an area where trash is
illegally dumped. There is concern about the proximity of the trash pile to the
groundwater well, and potential contamination.

Red ink in the streets also indicates flooding, which happens when it rains.
Flooding also causes issues with access — when it rains the ground erodes (the
roads and ground are not paved), and cars cannot access the park.

The group indicated that the conditions described for this park also apply to two
other neighboring mobile home parks: La Cienega and Rancho los Ferros
Lake St. Anthony Mobile Home Park

Map shows the Lake St. Anthony Mobile Home Park (black ink), which has about
92 units.

Map shows wastewater lagoons, which are very close to the mobile home park
units.

Map shows (red ink) flooding that covers almost the entire park. The flooding
also causes access issues as the entire park is un-paved. Access issues here
are severe as the school bus has access issues when picking up children for
school. This forces children to wait for the bus along Highway 111, which is very
dangerous.

Map shows red ink throughout the park as an indicator of electricity issues.

The mobile home park has blue ink (resources) associated with a water well that
is being connected by PUCDC.

Avenue 69 Mobile Home Park

Map shows the Avenue 69 Mobile Home Park (black ink).

Map shows septic system issues, as black water comes up from the systems.

Map shows severe flooding issues, which cause access issues. When there is a
severe rain and flooding, no cars (even emergency vehicles) can access the
park.

Map shows a pile of rocks that spontaneously ignites — some residents believe
due to satanic activity. Others believe that this is a dump site that has burning
trash beneath the rocks.

4. Indio: Sunbird Mobile Home Park

Map shows the Sunbird Mobile Home Park (black ink) along Highway 86.
Map shows (red ink) overflowing septic tanks in the area.

Map shows (red ink) wastewater lagoons from Valley Sanitary District, which
present odor issues to residents.

Map also shows that residents in the area, especially children, suffer from
asthma and other health issues.

5. West Thermal: Harrison/Avenue 66 Mobile Home Park

Map shows that there is a need for drinking water and sewer infrastructure.
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e Map shows that there are no recreational facilities (playground, etc.) for the
children.

e Map shows that there is no paving or electricity. Both of these things cause
safety issues as children play outside in the dark at night and may be hit by cars.
Additionally, the paving issue presents access issues as others have mentioned.

Kathy Caldwell thanked each group for their input, and explained that the next step of the
exercise would be to discuss potential solutions to each of the issues that were raised by the
groups. Ms. Caldwell explained that part of the DAC Outreach Program includes limited funding
to complete design and engineering for a few projects. The design and engineering work will
develop projects to the necessary level to be competitive for IRWM funding or other funding
sources. On this topic, Ms. Caldwell noted that the meeting packet included a form for
stakeholders to fill out to further articulate potential projects to be considered for funding.

Below is a summary of the potential solutions that were discussed for each of the five mobile
home parks described above:

1. Oasis: Oasis Mobile Home Park
o Residents believe that there is an organizational issue — help is needed to
organize the community. The current issues are extreme, and need a lot of help.

¢ Another issue is that this park is on tribal land — residents are concerned that this
will impact what can be done.

o Residents think that the government should come fix conditions in the
community. There is not enough money for basic infrastructure in this
community, although it seems like the government has money available for other
things.

o A mobile home park owner in the area was present at the meeting, and stated
that they would be open to making infrastructure improvements.

2. Mecca: Lake St. Anthony Mobile Home Park

e Residents believe that full-scale infrastructure: connection to the water and
sewer system, electrical upgrades, and pavement are necessary.

¢ In the short-term, the park has point-of-use reverse osmosis systems installed by
PUCDC to resolve drinking water issues.
3. Pierce: Avenue 69 Mobile Home Park

o Residents see paving as the primary issue and the most pressing issue. Flooding
and erosion are the biggest issues.

¢ Residents see the overflowing septic systems as the second-largest issue, but do
not know how to resolve this issue.
4. Indio: Sunbird Mobile Home Park

o Residents believe that the best solution would be to connect to the local sewer
system, and to put in internal piping systems in place of the wastewater lagoons.

¢ Residents see the need to purchase bottled water as the biggest issue: the
water is not safe to drink.

¢ Residents believe that detention basins on the property could be used to hold
flood flows.
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e Issues are considered severe, and believe that relocation (such as what
happened with the Duroville residents) would be a last resort, but is an option.

5. West Thermal: Harrison/Avenue 66 Mobile Home Park

o Potable water is seen as the largest issue in this mobile home park. Overflowing
septic systems is the second issue.

e Residents are unaware of potential solutions, but believe that governmental
intervention is required.

Questions and Comments

Kathy Caldwell thanked each group for their input, and invited all meeting attendees to ask any
questions or make any comments. Below is an overview of the questions and comments
received and answers (in italics).

o If we were interested in getting money for preliminary design and engineering, who
would we meet with.

o The first step will be to synthesize the information received at the meeting.

Please fill out a project concept form for consideration, and contact Kathy
Caldwell with any additional questions.

¢ What system will be used to determine who is helped (what projects are selected)?

o The project team will develop a set of criteria, which will be applied to all projects
equally.

¢ What will happen with mobile home parks on tribal lands? Can they get help too?

o Tribal lands to present unique jurisdictional challenges, but this does not mean
that no help is available. Federal funding may be the most appropriate for
projects on tribal lands. The biggest issue would be to find a sponsor, and make
sure that tribal land owners will agree to the project on their land.

e Can we have our water tested to make sure it is safe?

o If you are located within the Coachella Valley Water District, you can call and
have your water tested. There are pamphlets (in English and Spanish) on the
back table with the necessary information.

Next Steps

Kathy Caldwell thanked everyone for attending the meeting. She noted that there will be another
workshop in the West Valley on June 20™. Information for that meeting is:

e DATE: June 20", 2013

e TIME: 5p.m.-7p.m.

e LOCATION:
DHS Family Resource Center (in the Kmart shopping center)
14201 Palm Drive Suite 108
Desert Hot Springs, CA

There will be another meeting on September 12" (location TBD) — please give us your contact
information, and we will send you the details. Any questions, please contact Kathy Caldwell:
kcaldwell@rmcwater.com or (310) 566-6460.
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Coachella Valley Disadvantaged Community (DAC) Outreach Program
Community Water Workshop — Western Coachella Valley

Thursday June 20", 2013
5:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m.

DHS Family Resource Center
14201 Palm Drive, Suite 108
Desert Hot Springs, CA

Notes
Italics denote action items

Meeting Notes:
Welcome and Introductions

Larry Singh, Director of the DHS Family Resource Center, welcomed the meeting attendees to
the Center. He thanked Susie del Toro of El Sol Neighborhood Educational Center (El Sol) for
putting the meeting together. John Soulliere of Mission Springs Water District (MSWD) also
thanked meeting attendees and organizers for coming and for dedicating their evening to
discuss important water-related issues in the West Valley.

Kathy Caldwell, RMC Water and Environment (RMC), provided an overview of the agenda and
meeting objectives.

Background and Purpose of DAC Outreach Project

Kathy Caldwell, RMC, provided an overview of the Disadvantaged Community (DAC) Outreach
Program. The purpose of this program is to expand upon previous DAC outreach to target
individuals and groups representing DAC issues, and to also engage members of DAC
community in order to frame and articulate water management issues facing DACs. Ms.
Caldwell explained that the DAC Outreach Program is a companion program to the Integrated
Regional Water Management (IRWM) Program that has been active in the Coachella Valley
since 209.

Kathy Caldwell provided an overview of IRWM planning and DAC outreach efforts, noting that
there are two distinct yet interwoven planning efforts being conducted. She explained that the
first effort, the DAC Outreach Program has five main components:

e Completing directed outreach to DACs to create a database of stakeholders that are
interested or involved in DAC-related issues.
¢ Identify where DAC populations are located within the Coachella Valley.

o Work with identified stakeholders and DAC populations to characterize issues faced by
DACs.

o Work to identify DAC issues through the creation of projects that could potentially be
funded with Proposition 84 (IRWM) funding.

e Coordinate DAC Outreach efforts with the larger IRWM planning effort.
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Kathy Caldwell then briefed the group on the overall IRWM program. She provided an overview
of the history of IRWM planning in the State of California and in Coachella Valley, noting that the
three goals of the State’s IRWM Program are: develop long-term water supply reliability,
improve water quality, and protect natural resources. The first Coachella Valley IRWM Plan was
adopted in 2010 (available on www.cvrwmg.org), which made the region eligible for Proposition
84 funding. In Round 1 of Proposition 84 funding, in 2011, the Coachella Valley was awarded $4
million in grants. The Coachella Valley IRWM Region generally follows the Whitewater River
watershed, but also extends to encompass Salton City. The Coachella Valley IRWM planning
efforts are led by the Coachella Valley Regional Water Management Group (CVRWMG), which
includes the Coachella Water Authority, Coachella Valley Water District, Desert Water Agency,
Indio Water Authority, and Mission Springs Water District.

DAC Mapping and Surveying Approach

Dr. Ryan Sinclair, Loma Linda University (LLU) provided an overview on the DAC mapping and
surveying, which was conducted as part of the DAC Outreach Program. Dr. Sinclair explained
that the purpose of this exercise was to more clearly define where the DACs are located
throughout the Coachella Valley, and to conduct a survey of residents to understand their issues
pertaining to water management. This portion of the program was conducted by LLU and two
local non-profit organizations: EIl Sol Neighborhood Educational Center (El Sol) and PUCDC.

As of the East Valley Workshop, the survey team had completed 196 surveys in the West Valley
and over 150 surveys in the East Valley. Dr. Sinclair explained that surveys were conducted by
groups containing LLU students and promotores from El Sol and PUCDC. To-date, the group
has gathered a lot of very useful information pertaining to the location of DACs and to water-
related issues that are faced by DACs. The team will continue to finish surveys in the East
Valley, and will have the data ready to present to stakeholders in September of 2013.

Community Mapping Exercise

Dr. Ryan Sinclair then asked meeting attendees to participate in a brief mapping exercise.
Meeting attendees had already been grouped into tables according to where they live, and
would be completing the exercise with their designated group. During this exercise, attendees
would be given a large piece of paper and asked to draw a localized community (apartment or
mobile home park) where they live. In the drawing, they were asked to color-code information as
follows:

o Black Ink would indicate functioning infrastructure such as roads and buildings.

e Blue ink would indicate resources such as groundwater wells and lagoons.

e Red ink would indicate challenges and issues.
The groups were given the appropriate materials and asked to draw their communities. Once

drawings were completed, a representative from each group gave a presentation of their
drawing. Below is a summary of each drawing as presented by meeting attendees:

1. Corkill Park, Mobile Home Park
e Map shows that septic tanks (overflowing) are the biggest issue in this
community.
e This is a large park, with approximately 150 units
e Septic tanks in the middle of the park overflow into the streets and into houses.

e There are basic issues associated with water and electricity: at times water
pressure is very low, and there is no electricity.

2
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The entire park has issues with pine trees — the roots push into the pipes and
break them. The pine needles get caught in ditches and cause flood problems.

This mobile home park has lack of basic infrastructure, and residents do not feel
that it is safe. There are particular safety issues associated with the lack of
electricity — it is not safe for children to play at night.

2. Palm Drive Mobile Estates, Mobile Home Park

3. El Sol

This is a large park, with approximately 100 units
The park has many infrastructure issues, and is not well-kept.

There are issues with trees that push up the concrete and break pipes. Residents
were told (by mobile home park owner) that they would need to pay to remove
them.

The power lines in the park are loose, and can break. It is also not safe for
children to play here at night.

There are other issues associated with animals — dogs and cats. There are cats
everywhere, and they are dirty. There are dogs that people do not pick up after,
and it is not pleasant to residents.

Many people have issues associated with septic system overflows into the yards,
or backing up into the homes.

When it rains, water gathers and pools on the property and there are mosquitoes.

The residents have expensive water bills, and wonder if the water is safe to drink.
The community experienced un-notified water shut-offs, sometimes for days.

Residents believe that this park is located within the City of Desert Hot Springs.

The EI Sol organization provided a presentation on West Valley issues and
potential solutions.

They noted that one major concern is education regarding what can go down the
drain — especially cooking oil. Many residents are not aware that this will destroy
their septic systems.

They also noted that there are many resources available, and El Sol is here to
work with residents to resolve issues!

Kathy Caldwell thanked each group for their input, and explained that the next step of the
exercise would be to discuss potential solutions to each of the issues that were raised by the
groups. Ms. Caldwell explained that part of the DAC Outreach Program includes limited funding
to complete design and engineering for a few projects. The design and engineering work will
develop projects to the necessary level to be competitive for IRWM funding or other funding
sources. On this topic, Ms. Caldwell noted that the meeting packet included a form for
stakeholders to fill out to further articulate potential projects to be considered for funding.

Below is a summary of the potential solutions that were discussed for issues brought up during

the meeting.

e For the issue of septic systems:

O

Residents would like regular maintenance and inspections to determine the
issues. They do not know why there are regular overflows. Is it roots? Behavior?
Unmaintained systems? Under capacity?

3
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e For the issue of flooding:

o Residents note that detention infrastructure is necessary. Some noted that there
are detention basins on-site, but in bad locations (such as at the park entrance).

o There is an issue with mosquitoes in the detention basins, so residents do not
always like this option.

e For the issue of drinking water:

o Residents do not believe that their water is safe to drink, and do not know if they
are served water from a municipal provider. Residents want their water tested by
the government.

o MSWD noted that there are some concerns with testing. MSWD assures that
water going into the park (at the master meter) is clean. The mobile home parks
have internal infrastructure (piping) that may be compromised and could be
contaminated.

o It was also noted that mobile home park owners must agree to the testing before
the agencies can do this work.

Questions and Comments

Kathy Caldwell thanked each group for their input, and invited all meeting attendees to ask any
questions or make any comments. Below is an overview of the questions and comments
received and answers (in italics).

e In general it seems like government agencies should be able to help. These are
permitted mobile home parks — if there is wastewater leaking in the streets and the water
is not clean, then there are code violations that should be addressed.

o The projects could include educational materials about who to contact and how
to contact the proper government officials.
e Who can residents go to? Who would be enforcing these codes?
o Likely the City of Desert Hot Springs and the County of Riverside, depending
upon where you live.

e There is some concern about this code violation reporting. Must recognize that some of
the municipalities simply come in and shut down parks once violations are reported —
then residents lose their homes! Also, there is concern that the mobile home park
owners will illegally try to push off costs for operations and maintenance to the residents.

o We can include all of this in the educational materials — thank you.
o Why doesn’t someone check up on this? Why do we have to go to them to report?

o We cannot answer the specifics of code enforcement for the municipalities, but in
general they are experiencing staffing issues.

Next Steps

Kathy Caldwell thanked everyone for attending the meeting. She noted that there will be another
meeting on September 12" (location TBD) — please give us your contact information, and we
will send you the details. Any questions, please contact Kathy Caldwell:
kcaldwell@rmcwater.com or (310) 566-6460.
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Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Program

Disadvantaged Communities Workshop #5

Wednesday, November 6, 2013
10:00 AM - 12:00 PM

Coachella Valley Water District

Training Room

75-515 Hovley Lane East
Palm Desert, CA 92211

DRAFT NOTES

Italics denote action items.

Attendees:
Stakeholders

Melissa Sparks, DWR

Evon Willhoff, DWR

Jim Schmitt, Coachella Valley Engineers

Jacky Gonzales, Cabazon Band of Mission Indians

Margaret Park, Agua-Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians
Mike Gialdini, Supervisor Benoit

Leticia DelLara, Supervisor Benoit

Dale Schafer, Imperial DAC CCOP

Sergio Carranza, Pueblo Unido CDC

Rodolfo Pifion, Pueblo Unido CDC

Carrie McLeod, USDA Rural Development
Michele Hassen, Leadership Counsel

Phoebe Seaton, Leadership Counsel

Laura Massie, California Rural Legal Assistance
Frank Kopcinski, California Rural Legal Assistance
Tim Roberts, SCSD

Jerry Rowling, Borrego Water District

Cynthia Manna, Imperial Valley Economic Development

Corporation (IVEDC)
Robert Wilkinson, La Quinta Rotary

Jennifer Henke, Coachella Valley Mosquito and Vector
Control District (CVMVCD)

Ryan Sinclair, Loma Linda University
Jaime Lopez, Loma Linda University

Susie del Toro, El Sol Neighborhood Educational Center

Maria Elena Kennedy, DAC Representative

Jim Sullivan, Coachella Valley Association of
Governments
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Berlinda Blackburn, CWA
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David Tate, DWA

John Soulliere, MSWD
Rosalyn Prickett, RMC
Kathy Caldwell, RMC
Leslie Dumas, RMC
Crystal Mohr, RMC

Sally Johnson, RMC
Daniel Cozad, IPM

Diana Cozad, IPM



Meeting Objectives:

A. Provide an overview of the DAC Outreach Program and IRWM Program
B. Describe DAC outreach, surveying, and issue identification

C. Review four projects developed through program
D

. Review accomplishments

Meeting Notes:
Welcome and Introductions

Patti Reyes, Coachella Valley Water District (CVWD), welcomed workshop attendees on behalf
of the Coachella Valley Regional Water Management Group (CVRWMG), the five regional water
suppliers in the Coachella Valley who are responsible for overseeing the Coachella Valley
Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Program. The group did self-introductions.

General Background on IRWM Planning

Kathy Caldwell, RMC, provided an overview of Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM)
Planning and the Coachella Valley IRWM Program. Ms. Caldwell also provided a brief overview
of the workshop agenda and objectives, noting that the focus of this workshop was the
Disadvantaged Communities (DAC) Outreach Program.

Coachella Valley DAC Outreach Program Efforts

Kathy Caldwell provided a brief overview of the Coachella Valley DAC Outreach Program. Ms.
Caldwell explained that this was a sister program to the Coachella Valley IRWM Program, and
funded through a separate grant from the California Department of Water Resources (DWR).
The goals of the program were to expand upon previous DAC outreach conducted by the
region, identify DACs that were overlooked by previous methods (such as small pockets of
areas that are DAC) and to engage DACs to help identify priority water management issues and
develop projects to address critical needs. She noted that two workshops were held in June
2013, with the support of local non-profits with existing relationships with area DACs, proved to
be very successful.

Daniel Cozad, IPM, presented the DAC Outreach Program by reviewing past DAC outreach in
the Coachella Valley IRWM region, noting that DAC outreach has been occurring in the region
since before the formal foundation of the Coachella Valley IRWM program. He explained that
the DAC Outreach Program sought to expand on these efforts, and used new techniques such
as a “marketing style” database, bilingual outreach materials and door hangers distributed
directly to residences to reach a greater number of stakeholders. Ms. Caldwell highlighted the
important role of the CVRWMG’s partnership with local non-profits in successfully reaching
DACs in the region.

Ryan Sinclair, Loma Linda University, presented the DAC Survey and Mapping project. He
explained that the surveying process used trained students and “promotores” to conduct
surveys in areas that were identified as DACs, as well as areas selected by El Sol
Neighborhood Educational Center (El Sol) and Pueblo Unido Community Development
Corporation (PUCDC), two local non-profits that work regularly with DACs in the region. Mr.
Sinclair introduced Susie del Toro, from El Sol, and Sergio Carranza, from PUCDC.

Ms. Del Toro explained that the survey efforts were successful because the promotores were
trusted by the community because of past work of the promotores. She stated that they received
a lot of feedback and were happy and surprised to find that people wanted to help find solutions
for their water issues. Ms. del Toro also expressed surprise over the findings of which people do
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not drink their tap water, even if it was safe to drink. She noted that some communities are far
from cities and services, making it difficult to provide services to them, and to be aware of their
existence and needs. She noted that the communities really opened up to the surveyors, and
that a number of people contacted El Sol for assistance following the survey efforts.

Questions/Comments

e What are promotores?

o Promotores are community health workers who are recruited from the
communities in which they work. Promotoroes are trained for specific programs
and education efforts. El Sol recruits and trains these promotores, and provides
services in homes, schools, and churches, among other community areas, but
primarily provides services to people where they are, rather than having people
come to them for El Sol’s services.

o Ms. Reyes added that the promotores model is used by many non-profits
(especially Latino non-profits) and that the Coachella Valley IRWM program
benefitted from using the existing system and promotores program.

o Ms. del Toro noted that the promotores program is expanding.
o Mr. Sinclair added that Loma Linda University has a training program with El Sol.

Mr. Carranza explained that PUCDC works primarily in the East Valley. He said that the DAC
Outreach Program was the first opportunity to expose the reality of the needs of the East Valley.
Mr. Carranza stressed that this was only possible because of the non-profits’ existing
relationships with communities. PUCDC’s community base is Polanco parks, approximately 30
parks with a total of 3,000 to 5,000 residents. Mr. Carranza said that the residents of these
communities have a good understanding of their critical issues, and stated that the Short-Term
Arsenic Treatment Program (funded under a Proposition 84 Round 1 Implementation grant) has
been successful because the residents PUCDC serves identified arsenic as an issue. Mr.
Carranza continued by explaining that efforts to find solutions began with feedback from the
community, followed by interactive exchanges of ideas and information, which leads to the
formulation of potential and viable solutions. Information was documented by the survey, and
accessible. The workshops held in June were successful and allowed communities to identify
their top issues and priorities. Overall, Mr. Carranza noted that communities were optimistic. He
said that this was the largest outreach program and that the survey was very comprehensive.
Some of the challenges to past outreach are that Polanco parks are dispersed and not well
documented, and residents may perceive surveys as a threat to their community due to history
of problems associated with having identified park issues. Agencies need to use the networks
and relationships that local non-profits have with these parks just to find them and to let them
know that surveyors will be visiting and do not pose a threat to their continued residence in the
parks or a threat to the park’s existence. Mr. Carranza explained that the combination of
promotores with Polanco park leadership led to the success of the survey process and
explaining the purpose of the survey to residents. Promotores and Polanco park leaders were
able to utilize the strong community networks to let people know about the survey quickly and
effectively. The combined efforts of these two groups also promoted cultural fluency for
surveyors, which is important for effective outreach and awareness. Mr. Carranza finished by
announcing that the first Institute of Community Training will be launched in the spring, and will
include training on how to sustain mobile home park infrastructure. He emphasized that Polanco
park communities love to learn and desire to have their communities be in compliance with
regulations.
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Questions/Comments

John Soulliere, Mission Springs Water District (MSWD) said that there is a difference
between data for the sake of data and using the survey process as an introduction to
communities, and then leveraging it to build relationships. Mr. Soulliere congratulated
the DAC Outreach Program team for going beyond the State’s requirements and
building these relationships.

o Mr. Sinclair emphasized that the surveys were a true collaboration with the
partner non-profits

How long was the outreach/survey conducted?
o Three months
Was every household surveyed?

o Households to be surveyed were selected based on appropriate statistical
methods. Households represented 20-30 parks, with a random selection of
addresses based on existing DAC maps, and an extra 100 households (50 from
the East Valley and 50 from the West Valley) surveyed based on the non-profits’
networks and knowledge of DACs.

Many DAC communities are not on any maps. Identifying these communities is a huge
asset for the region.

What was the consideration for defining DACs? What is DWR’s definition?

o DACs are defined as communities with 80% or less of the Statewide MHI.
Communities with 60% or less of Statewide MHI are considered severely
disadvantaged.

Did you only survey severely disadvantaged communities?

o No, the randomly selected ones were chosen from severely DAC areas, but the
additional 100 households selected by El Sol and PUCDC were not necessarily
in severely DAC areas on the map.

The next state water bond is concerned about leaving out DACs. However, there is
concern over gaps from the census data.

o This study first looked at data from the census block level, then tried assessing
for severely DAC areas using affordability index. However, income is really the
only metric that we currently have or are able to use unless there are people in
the region who can help identify where DACs exist (such as NGOs like El Sol
and PUCDC). Poverty areas can be helpful in identifying DACs, but it all depends
on scale. Some DACs are located immediately adjacent to wealthy areas, and
this detail can get lost.

What kind of language should be considered for the bond in order not to lose DACs?
What income level?

o DWR guidelines say 80% of MHI qualifies as a DAC or a more detailed study can
be used to identify DACs.

o There is no uniformity across state agencies on how to identify DACs or what
qualifies as a DAC.

o Clear legislative intent would be helpful.

The problem with identifying DACs is that communities don’t even show up in surveys or
the census. There needs to be a way to document them.
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o Census does not visit everywhere
o This challenge will be discussed in the final survey report

o Polanco parks have fewer than 13 homes, and permitting is faster for them. They
are only in the East Valley. The West Valley doesn’t have Polanco parks.

Following this discussion, Mr. Sinclair presented the findings of the survey results. He presented
maps of the results and discussed some of the major findings. He noted that because the data
came from surveys and was not independently confirmed, it represents only the perceived
situation by residents, and cannot be assumed to be the actual situation. Mr. Sinclair explained
that residents in the East Valley were more aware of their water sources than residents of the
West Valley, and that the East Valley had a poorer perception of the quality of their tap water.
Though the East Valley seemed have more on-site wastewater treatment systems (such as
septic systems), people were often unaware of what type of wastewater systems they used.
West Valley residents were frequently unaware of what wastewater system they had. Generally,
residents were aware of flood problems, and reported flood issues in areas within mapped flood
zones or near the Whitewater River Stormwater Channel.

Questions/Comments

e Did the team survey only the park owners or did it survey residents?

o Surveys were conducted with residents — not all park owners were notified in
advance of the survey.

o Park owners were used as a link to the communities, but the survey focus was
on the residents.

o This will be clarified in the DAC chapter of the 2014 Coachella Valley IRWM Plan
and other areas of the 2014 Plan that discuss the survey results.
DAC Project Overview

Kathy Caldwell introduced the DAC Project by explaining that the DAC workshops validated the
results of the survey when workshop participants identified key issues and where these were
located. Ms. Caldwell explained that DAC Workshops were another way to get information
about issues and locations. She stated that the workshops generally reinforced the known
issues, and that the issues were (1) wastewater, (2) drinking water, and (3) flood.

DAC projects had to meet the following criteria to be considered by the DAC Outreach Program:
¢ Does the project address an identified issue?
¢ Does the project have an implementing agency?
¢ |s the project consistent with the 2009 IRWM Plan objectives?

o Wil the project either leverage other funding or be able to leverage other funding in the
future?

¢ |s the project cost effective?

Questions/Comments

e Future meetings should consider including non-water/sewer parties because attendees
at the DAC Workshops brought up a wide variety of issues. Other agencies could have
leveraged those meetings.

o Many of the issues brought up during the workshop are problems communities
could solve themselves but did not know that they could or how to do so.
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DAC Project 1: Educational Materials

Mr. Daniel Cozad presented the first DAC Project, Educational Materials. He noted that El Sol is
currently translated the materials from English to Spanish, and that the Spanish version would
be available for public review by December 1, 2013. The educational materials contain basic
information regarding sewer and septic systems, system maintenance, which agencies are in
charge of which systems or issues, and contact information by type of issue that will enable
communities to get the help they need for their issues.

Questions/Comments

e Comments are still being accepted on the handouts, the English versions are available
as Appendix G in the Public Draft 2014 Coachella Valley IRWM Plan, and some copies
are available as workshop handouts.

o Many of the contact numbers are not local. Can local numbers be provided?

o The County will provide local numbers for as many of the listed agencies as
possible.

e This handout was designed as a resource for the Coachella Valley, but also as a
template for other areas, which could replace all the contact information with the
appropriate information for their regions.

DAC Project 2: Connection Opportunities

Leslie Dumas, RMC, presented the second DAC Project, Connection Opportunities. This project
was designed to help identify water and wastewater connection opportunities for DACs in the
region. Through the use of multiple mapped data, DACs that appeared to be near service areas
were sorted into connection feasibility classes based on distance to existing water and
wastewater mains. Next steps are to clarify the data, starting with high feasibility sites. We will
also need to learn more about the feasibility are each sites. Periodically the sites will need to be
reprioritized and continued outreach should be conducted.

Questions/Comments

¢ How was the “Multiple sites to one pipeline” classification scored for feasibility? Some
sites may be in a different distance classification than other sites within a single “multiple
sites to one pipeline” site.

o This was mainly a judgment call. For any of these sites, a further investigation of
feasibility must be conducted.

e Can we use a cost per dwelling unit when assessing projects?

o Part of the recommended next steps for assessing feasibility includes costs and
willingness, etc.

¢ Did the analysis consider pressure zone, pump stations, or lifting?
o No, that was beyond the scope of the project

o The East Valley is flat, so any projects in that area would need pump stations
and lifts.

o Was the analysis done Valley-wide or only in the survey areas?
o Valley-wide.

e Do we need to look at the permanence of the communities? Don’t some of these parks
move or only have seasonal residents?
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o Not all parks move.
o Need to determine the feasibility criteria

o Some communities may have other, non-physical, circumstances that would exclude or
affect their feasibility (example: are they up to code?)

o Despite the feasibility analysis, there is a chance that we may encounter other
issues when implementing connections.

o Parks are working to be in compliance, and trying to address all code violations
or issues as a package. For example, projects to bring parks into fire code
compliance could provide an opportunity to add a municipal connection.

DAC Project 3: Polanco Park Septic Upgrades

Rich Bichette, RMC, presented the third DAC Project, Polanco Park Septic Upgrades. This
project was designed to help assist local DACs in addressing public health issues and potential
groundwater contamination, as well as provide guidance for implementing such a project. It will
also serve to prepare these communities for future funding opportunities. Mr. Bichette gave an
overview of the project and the process for designing septic upgrades for Polanco Park. Using
four demonstration sites, the project has developed a roadmap for similar projects. Steps
include soils testing, assessing wastewater treatment alternatives - conventional septic systems,
nitrogen removal (for areas with high nitrogen or nutrient issues, not applicable to the Coachella
Valley), emerging technology, and centralized and decentralized options. Mr. Bichette explained
that for the region’s Polanco Parks used in this project, a decentralized conventional system
was best, with one system serving 2-3 homes. Mr. Bichette explained that the framework
created by this project outlines the steps required to determine the type of system as well as
potential permits that may be required. The project also prepared design plans, which have
positioned the sites for future permitting.

Questions/Comments

o Did this project consider the steps and costs required to clean up the results of failed
systems?

o No. Typically cleaning would be done when installing the new system, but Mr.
Bichette was not certain of the regulations or potential regulatory penalties.

o Motivation for this project is the fund regional projects in the future. The framework will
allow regional projects to be developed for Proposition 84 Round 3 Implementation
grants. This will allow the Region to get money that can be used to solve wastewater
and septic problems and implement the framework. This project does not implement the
framework or design.

¢ Funding was for design only?

o There was no funding for implementation. It is difficult to get large amounts of
money for sewer project serving small populations. Septic provides a near-term,
cheaper, solution until funding and opportunity are available for conversion to
sewer.

o Grants are small but will still be able to implement these designs.
o What are the average construction budgets for these designs?

o Itcosts $10,000 - $15,000 per system. Each system serves 2-3 homes.
Approximately 6 systems per park. Construction costs would be between
$60,000 and $90,000 per park. Engineering only costs about $5,000 per park.
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DAC Project 4: DAC Groundwater Quality Treatment

Leslie Dumas, presented the fourth DAC Project, DAC Groundwater Quality Treatment. Ms.
Dumas explained that this project was designed to be used as a template for bringing safe
drinking water to communities. It is a model project that can easily be implemented by local
DAC organizations. In the region, five constituents of concern may be present in groundwater,
of which the greatest concern is arsenic. Of the different treatment systems considered by the
project, only reverse osmosis was effective as treating all five constituents, including arsenic.
The project identified key challenges to providing clean drinking water to DACs. These
challenges included regulatory requirements, the ability of point-of-use (POU) systems address
multiple contaminants, the cost of units and unit maintenance, sustainability of treatment system
programs, obstacles to installation, and brine disposal (for point-of-entry systems). Ms. Dumas
explained that the project team coordinated with local non-profits and other organizations
working with DACs and working on drinking water concerns. The project developed a guide for
buying, installing, and testing under the counter reverse osmosis systems. It also developed an
operations and maintenance (O&M) manual for monitoring and maintain systems. For smaller
system (those with fewer than 15 connections), the Rotary Club’s POU treatment system
program is a good model. The project also recommended that for larger systems (those with
over 15 connections), the Short-Term Arsenic Treatment Program be used as a guide for an
effective DAC drinking water treatment program.

Questions/Comments

e Does the county regulate communities with 25 units?
o The county regulates all permitted mobile home parks, no matter their size.
¢ Are the data used for this project going to be shared?

o Yes, and the draft report for this project will be available for public review and
comment by December 1, 2013.

Program Deliverables

Kathy Caldwell presented the outcomes of the DAC Outreach Program and the deliverables that
will be completed as part of the DAC Outreach Program. Ms. Caldwell described how the DAC
Outreach Program led to the development of a new chapter in the 2014 Coachella Valley IRWM
Plan on DACs that was mad available for review with the Public Draft of the 2014 Plan on
November 4, 2013 (available on the CVRWMG website, www.cvrwmg.org). She noted that the
appendices for the DAC chapter will be available (online and sent out via email) for review and
comment by December 1, 2013. These appendices will contain the deliverables from each of
the four DAC projects. Ms. Caldwell also explained that local organizations also wrote a
memorandum on DAC participation in the IRWM Program, with a focus on challenges to DAC
participation. The primary deliverable for the DAC Outreach Program, in addition to the
individual DAC project deliverables, is a DAC Outreach Program Model that can be used in
other areas of the State that face similar DAC issues.

Review of Accomplishments

Kathy Caldwell reviewed the accomplishments of the Coachella Valley DAC Outreach Program,
including the outreach meetings and workshops, Promotores and student training, survey
results, DAC proejcts, the region’s contribution to Statewide DAC efforts, and an increased
DWR commitment to the region.
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Next Steps

Kathy Caldwell presented the next steps for the DAC Outreach Program. These steps include
the timeline for deliverables presented below, as well as identification of opportunities to
continue DAC engagement and coordination, addressing challenges to outreach, applying for
Proposition 84 Round 3 Implementation Grant funding, and completion and implementation of
the 2014 Coachella Valley IRWM Plan.

¢ Program deliverables available for public comments and review — December 1, 2013
o Program deliverables submitted to DWR — December 2013
e Completion of the 4 DAC projects — December 2013

Question and Answer Session

Workshop attendees were encouraged to stay for the 2014 Coachella Valley IRWM Plan Public
Workshop to be held that afternoon (1:00 — 3:00 pm) in the same room.
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Coachella Valley Regional Water Management Group
Public Workshop
Draft 2014 IRWM Plan Update

Wednesday November 6, 2013
1:00 — 3:00 pm

Coachella Valley Water District
Training Room
75-515 Hovley Lane East
Palm Desert, CA 92211

DRAFT NOTES
Action items in italics

Attendees:
Planning Partners

Dale Schafer, Imperial IRWM
Evon Willhoff, DWR
Frank Kopcinski, CRLA

Jennifer Henke, Coachella Valley Mosquito & Vector
Control District

Jim Schmitt, Coachella Valley Engineering
Jim Sullivan, CVAG

Jon Rokke, RWQCB

Laura Massie, CRLA

Margaret Park, Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians
Melissa Sparks, DWR

Michele Hasson, Leadership Counsel
Mike Gialdini, Supervisor Benoit

Octavio Gonzalez, Rep for Raul Ruiz MD
Phoebe Seaton, Leadership Counsel

Ron Buchwald, Valley Sanitary District
Tim Roberts, SCSD

Meeting Objectives:

A. Keep participants up-to-date on the Coachella Valley IRWM Program, including schedule

and key milestones
B. Present Draft IRWM Plan and solicit feedback

CVRWMG

Berlinda Blackburn, CWA
Castulo R. Estrada, CWA
Sara Toyoda, IWA

Mark Krause, DWA

Katie Ruark, DWA

David Tate, DWA

Patti Reyes, CVWD

Ivory Reyburn, CVWD
John Soulliere, MSWD
Rosalyn Prickett, RMC
Crystal Mohr, RMC

Sally Johnson, RMC
Daniel Cozad, IPM

Diana Cozad, IPM

C. Share/capture other relevant thoughts and ideas for future discussion
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Meeting Notes:

Welcome and Introductions

Ms. Patti Reyes, Coachella Valley Water District (CVWD), welcomed everyone to the meeting.
Introductions were made around the room.

IRWM Program Overview and Planning Activities

Ms. Rosalyn Prickett, RMC Water and Environment, provided an overview of the IRWM
Program. Ms. Prickett explained that IRWM planning is a regional planning strategy that
involves stakeholder input and coordination between local agencies. In the Coachella Valley
IRWM region, the program is headed by the Coachella Valley Regional Water Management
Group (CVRWMG) consisting of five local water supply agencies (Coachella Water Authority,
CVWD, Desert Water Agency, Indio Water Authority, and Mission Springs Water District). Ms.
Prickett presented the IRWM grant funding the Region has been awarded, including a $4 million
Proposition 84 Round 1 Implementation Grant, and the preliminarily awarded $5.24 million
Proposition 84 Round 2 Implementation Grant. Ms. Reyes added that the region has been
successful when asking for smaller amounts of money. For DAC projects, this means funding
short-term solutions that keep project moving. Ms. Reyes noted that projects with lower costs
and high number of beneficiaries are more successful in funding applications. Ms. Reyes told
attendees that projects are selected for inclusion in funding applications because they met the
needs and objectives of the 2010 IRWM Plan. She asked attendees to consider if the 2014 Draft
IRWM Plan addressed their agency’s goals when reviewing the draft plan. Ms. Reyes added
that compared to the 2010 IRWM Plan, the 2014 Plan has had more time to gather detailed
information for the Region, and therefore is more comprehensive than the 2010 Plan.

Ms. Pricket presented the role of the IRWM Plan in making the region eligible for Proposition 84
grant funds, and then presented the key components of the 2014 IRWM Plan Update process:

Stakeholder Outreach

Disadvantaged Community (DAC) Groundwater Quality Evaluation
Salt and Nutrient Management

Integrated Flood Management

Groundwater Monitoring Assessment, and

IRWM Plan Update

Salt and Nutrient Management Program (SNMP) Strategy

Ms. Prickett presented the Salt and Nutrient Management Strategy developed as part of the
2014 IRWM planning process. She explained that it was developed with the CVRWMG and
included three stakeholder workshops do discuss local groundwater and key concerns and
receive feedback on the draft SNMP workplan, which was presented to the Regional Water
Quality Control Board. Ms. Prickett added that this was just one phase of a multiphase process,
and presented the steps that had already been undertaken as well as where the SNMP was
expected to go from here.

Disadvantaged Community (DAC) Groundwater Quality Study

The DAC Groundwater Quality Study sought to determine where poor groundwater quality was
reported within DACs. Ms. Prickett explained that the study used local, State, and federal data,
along with constituents of concern (arsenic, fluoride, nitrate, uranium, and hexavalent
chromium), areas of concern, and existing groundwater plans to analyze groundwater quality
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issues and potential solutions in DACs. The study found that many DACs are in rural or outlying
areas, though some are within or adjacent to water agency services areas. Reverse osmosis
systems were determined to be the best treatment option for DACs not on municipal supply.
The study recommended expanding the existing Short-Term Arsenic Treatment program.

Questions/Comments
¢ How is adjacent to service area defined?

o Adjacent to service area were areas near portions of an agency service area with
pipelines (not all of a service area necessarily has pipelines). The focus was on
outlying areas, and there is not a specific distance that led to an area being
considered “adjacent”. Did look at the other groundwater study completed as part
of the DAC Outreach Program (and presented at the Nov. 6, 2013 morning
workshop) to help determine this.

¢ Hexavalent chromium does not have an MCL yet, so how was it evaluated?

o Originally hexavalent chromium was not included, but after the draft MCL was
released it was added because it was a good opportunity to reassess our data so
we did so in anticipation of future regulation using the draft MCL as our standard.

Integrated Flood Management Study

Ms. Prickett reviewed the Integrated Flood Management (IFM) study that was conducted for the
2014 IRWM Plan. She explained that the study created a mapping tool that incorporates IFM
opportunity mapping (based on various features of an area) to identify which IFM approaches
are applicable for a given area in the region. She also explained that IFM strategies were
screened for use in the desert, that the study created a detailed fact sheet for IFM techniques,
and that it defined priorities for implementation of IFM based on flood exposure.

Questions/Comments
o Where are the IFM fact sheets?

o The fact sheet can be found in the IFM appendix to the 2014 IRWM Plan, but
most of the information from the study and fact sheets has been synthesized and
incorporated into the plan itself.

o What data sources were used?

o This will also be in the IFM appendix to the Plan (appendix to be released by

December 1, 2013).

Groundwater Monitoring Assessment

The Groundwater Monitoring Assessment compiled existing programs and program evaluations,
and evaluated monitoring programs and the existing recommendations in the context of new
work. It identified additional improvements and recommendations for basin-wide groundwater
evaluation and quality monitoring.

Questions/Comments
¢ Using this process can we pinpoint what needs funding, and how to make them an
IRWM project?
o The draft 2014 IRWM Plan is available for review and can be downloaded from
the CVRWMG website. See the flyer for directions on how to access the plan.

Stakeholder Outreach

Ms. Pricket presented a brief overview of the region’s stakeholder outreach, including Planning
Partners meetings and Issues Groups for DACs, Tribal Nations, SNMP, and IFM.
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Draft IRWM Plan Update

Ms. Crystal Mohr, RMC, presented the 2014 Draft Coachella Valley IRWM Plan. Ms. Mohr
presented the purpose and general and key changes for each chapter of the Plan to inform
attendees of potential items they may want to focus on during their review of the draft 2014
Plan. The ten Plan chapters Ms. Mohr presented were Region Description, Issues and Needs,
Disadvantaged Communities, Tribal Water Resources, Objectives, Stakeholder Involvement,
Resource Management Strategies, Project Evaluation and Prioritization, Agency Coordination,
and Framework for Implementation. The two chapters that were not presented were Introduction
and References.

Mr. Daniel Cozad, IPM, presented the Disadvantaged Communities chapter. He explained that
this chapter was developed as a result of the DAC Outreach Program and to highlight the
importance of DAC participation in the Coachella Valley IRWM Program.

Ms. Mohr presented the Tribal Water Resources chapter as a new chapter for the 2014 IRWM
Plan, and how this chapter was developed with input from five of the area tribes that chose to
participate in the IRWM Program.

Other key changes that were presented included that the Water Supply section in the Region
Description was fleshed out, and included discussion of DACs, people not on municipal
supplies, and non-potable supplies. These changes were included because the Water Supply
section from the 2010 Plan did not contain enough detail to fully describe the region’s water
supplies and water supply issues and needs. The Issues Group discussion included the four
Issues Groups used during development of the 2014 IRWM Plan, but also a fifth “Ad-Hoc”
Issues Group which provides the region flexibility to add Issues Groups as needed without
amending the Plan. The Project Selection process description was updated to reflect the
process used for the Proposition 84 Round 2 Implementation Grant (e.g., added interview step).
It was noted that project scoring is tied to the project database, so project sponsors should enter
information into each field in the database to maximize the points they receive.

Questions and Comments
e The plan is a valuable resource even for non-water organizations. It can answer a
number of types of questions about water management in the Coachella Valley.
Stakeholders are encouraged to comment on anything in the plan; comments are
welcome through December 31, 2013.
¢ Can we get an update on next funding cycle?

o The tentative schedule from DWR is a draft solicitation will be released in
Summer 2014, so it likely a Final solicitation will be released in Fall 2014. This
means applications will be due in early 2015.

o When the draft solicitation is released, the Region will begin preparing for project
selection by reassessing the project database and preparing for the project
selection process.

o Project selection is expected in late 2014.

o What if funding runs out?

o DWRis trying to figure this out with IRWM strategic planning and the Water
Board.

e How do you continue programs from the planning process if funds run out?

o See Plan implementation section of the 2014 IRWM Plan. The CYRWMG has not
made a commitment to fund the program if IRWM funding runs out, but it is
committed to look for other sources of funding.
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o Other funding sources may be contingent on IRWM Plans. The State has the
ability to keep the region involved in IRWM planning through regulations or
limiting funding opportunities to regions with IRWM Plans.

o Agencies had been skeptical about the amount of funding spent on outreach and
communication but have found it to be invaluable; the agencies want to maintain
these communications and relationships.

Next Steps
e Public review period of the 2014 Draft IRWM Plan is November 4th through December
31, 2013.

o Final appendices for the 2014 Draft IRWM Plan will be available: December 1st, 2013
e Submit comments:
o Electronically: cvirwm@rmcwater.com
o Hard Copy: Rosalyn Prickett, 10509 Vista Sorrento Parkway, Ste 205, San
Diego, CA 92121

Flyers distributed at the meeting provide direction on how to download the 2014 Draft Coachella
Valley IRWM Plan. It can be found on Library page of the CVRWMG website
(www.cvrwmg.orq), if visitors scroll down to the IRWM Plan. Let Ms. Prickett, know if you would
like a copy of the Plan on a CD.
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Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management
Tribal Outreach Meeting

August 14, 2012
11:00 am — 12:00 pm

Agua Caliente
5401 Dinah Shore Drive
Palm Springs 92264

DRAFT NOTES
Action items in italics

Attendance
Margaret Park, Agua Caliente Daniel Cozad, IPM
Band of Cahuilla Indians Rosalyn Prickett, RMC

Crystal Mohr, RMC

Meeting Objectives

Provide Updates on the IRWM Program
Discuss Upcoming Grant Opportunity
Define Characterization to be Included in Plan Update

Agenda

Updates on Coachella Valley IRWM Program

Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview of the IRWM Program, noting that the
Coachella Valley IRWM Region is currently updating the existing IRWM Plan.
Updates will include a series of technical evaluations and workgroups to receive
input from stakeholders throughout the Plan Update process.

Daniel Cozad provided an overview of the DAC Outreach Program that is being
conducted in parallel with the IRWM Plan Update through a separate grant from
DWR.

Proposition 84-Round 2 Grant Opportunity

Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview of the Proposition 84 Round 2
Implementation Grant opportunity, including an estimate timeline based on the
approximate due date for grant applications provided by DWR (March 2013).

Margaret Park indicated that the Agua Caliente tribal group may be interested in
submitting a project for Round 2 funding, and indicated that DWR requirements
associated with CEQA, permitting, grant administration, and other items would not
be a deterrent to the tribe.
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Tribal Characterization in IRWM Plan Update

Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview of the tribal characterization included in the
existing IRWM Plan, noting that the RWMG received feedback that tribes would
like to be characterized separately and not lumped together as one “tribal” group.

Margaret Park indicated that in general, the tribes are not a unified group, and do
not like to be referenced as such. It would be helpful in the IRWM Plan Update to
include specific descriptions of each tribal group and their issues. This is especially
important because the tribes vary geographically and socio-economically, and
therefore have different issues.

Margaret Park suggested that if the IRWM Plan needs to contain information that
generalizes tribal issues, the CVRWMG should contact the state-level BIA
representative (Doug Garcia) located in Sacramento, who has general knowledge
of tribal issues in Coachella Valley. She noted that the Palm Desert BIA office only
handles issues associated with the Agua Caliente tribal group, and that the
Riverside BIA office manages tribal groups throughout Southern California.

Margaret Park noted that most tribes have environmental staff that conduct
groundwater quality and groundwater level monitoring. Much of this data is
submitted to the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), and
could possibly be collected through the USEPA.

Margaret Park noted that most of the Agua Caliente tribal area is served by either
DWA or CVWD for water and wastewater services. Further, she noted that
information regarding the Agua Caliente’s development plans is easily accessible.
Agua Caliente has agreements with the cities of Rancho Mirage, Cathedral City,
and Palm Springs, such that the general planning documents for these cities
include land use and zoning projections for the Agua Caliente tribal areas.
Because this information about the tribe is made publically available, Urban Water
Management Plans, planning documents, and CEQA documents contain
population and land use projections that are accurate, and provided directly to
municipalities from the tribe.

o Margaret Park noted that she believes the Torres-Martinez tribal group is
working on a similar agreement with the County of Riverside.

Margaret Park indicated that it would help to have a template that provides an
overview of the type of information the CVRWMG is looking to include in the IRWM
Plan Update pertaining to the Agua Caliente tribe.

o RMC to create and send a template that outlines information that would be
helpful to include in the IRWM Plan Update.

Major issues for the Agua Caliente tribal group have remained relatively constant,
and include three primary points:

o Agencies need to recognize the tribe’s water rights.

o Concerns about TDS levels in Colorado River water, which is being
pumped into ‘pristine’ water in the Coachella Valley Groundwater Basin.
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o Concerns about a lack of transparency on behalf of local water agencies.
It has been the tribe’s experience that agencies request substantial tribal
data, but will not provide their own data or information about modeling and
model projections.

Rosalyn Prickett noted that issues pertaining to the tribe’s water rights — or any
water rights —are not appropriate for the IRWM Plan Update, and will not be
included in the IRWM Plan Update.

Daniel Cozad noted that concerns pertaining to TDS in imported water supplies
will be discussed in the Salt and Nutrient Management Planning (SNMP)
Technical Evaluation for the IRWM Plan Update. Mr. Cozad encouraged Ms.
Park to come to the SNMP workgroup meeting prepared to discuss potential
policy drivers that would allow the tribe to request that TDS restrictions in the
Coachella Valley Groundwater Basin are less than those required by the Basin
Plan (set by the MCL for TDS). Further, he requested that Ms. Park consider
what impacts are felt by the tribe pertaining to increased salt loading into the
Coachella Valley Groundwater Basin. These topics will be of importance to
discuss at the workgroup meeting.

Rosalyn Prickett asked if there are any specific water supply or water quality
concerns pertaining to disadvantaged communities within the Agua Caliente
tribal area. Ms. Park noted that much of the Agua Caliente area is not considered
economically disadvantaged, and because most of the area is served by CVWD
and DWA, the issues are not necessarily critical. Ms. Park noted that she has
heard of issues associated with economic hardship in connecting to the sewer
system within the Cathedral Cove area of Cathedral City.

Next Steps

The Salt and Nutrient Management Plan Workgroup will meet on August 22",
and Margaret Park plans to attend.

The next Planning Partners meeting will be held on September 13", and Rosalyn
encouraged Margaret Park to attend.
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Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management
Tribal Outreach Meeting

August 22, 2012
10:00 — 11:00 am

29 Palms Tribal EPA
47-250 Dillon Road
Coachella, CA 92236

DRAFT NOTES
Action items in italics

Attendance
Marshall Cheung, PhD, Tribal EPA Daniel Cozad, IPM
Alison Millar, Environmental Scientist Rosalyn Prickett, RMC

Meeting Objectives

e Provide Updates on the IRWM Program
e Discuss Upcoming Grant Opportunity
e Define Characterization to be Included in Plan Update

Agenda
Updates on Coachella Valley IRWM Program

e Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview of the IRWM Program, noting that the
Coachella Valley IRWM Region is currently updating the existing IRWM Plan.
Updates will include a series of technical evaluations and workgroups to receive
input from stakeholders throughout the Plan Update process.

e Daniel Cozad provided an overview of the DAC Outreach Program that is being
conducted in parallel with the IRWM Plan Update through a separate grant from
DWR.

Proposition 84-Round 2 Grant Opportunity

e Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview of the Proposition 84 Round 2
Implementation Grant opportunity, including an estimate timeline based on the
approximate due date for grant applications provided by DWR (March 2013).

e Why are no tribes on the CVRWMG?

o Tribes are invited to participate on the Planning Partners, but the
CVRWMG is currently comprised of water managers in accordance with
DWR standards.
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e Attendance at Planning Partners meetings does not mean that tribes necessarily
agree with the outcomes of the IRWM Program. Suggest meeting with the 29
Palms tribal council.

o Marshall to coordinate meeting with tribal council to gauge their interest.

e Can you add tribal participation in the Planning Partners in the grant application?
Tribes need funding/stipend for tribal participation.

o Any funding for tribal participation would be project specific.
Tribal Characterization in IRWM Plan Update

e Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview of the tribal characterization included in the
existing IRWM Plan, noting that the RWMG received feedback that tribes would
like to be characterized separately and not lumped together as one “tribal” group.

e Marshall Cheung indicated that a major issue is groundwater quality — the tribes
want CVWD to treat Colorado River water before it is used to recharge the
groundwater basin. The other major issue is groundwater quantity.

e 29 Palms tribe uses City of Coachella water and sewer services, but also monitors
local groundwater wells. Willing to share groundwater data if CVWD does first.

e Tribal EPA has full surface water quality regulatory authority.

e Should the Salt and Nutrient Management Plan be incorporated into tribal
documents as Tribal EPA authority?

o No, Tribal EPA only has jurisdiction over surface water, not groundwater.

e Stakeholder is a bad word to the tribes due to past experience. The tribes tried to
exert pressure during the Coachella Valley Water Management Plan, but were
“‘just stakeholders.” They sent comment letters, which were not considered. The
2002 Plan was not fully implemented.

e Water quality is a right to the tribes — water needs to be good quality to be
drinkable. Marshall Cheung is interested in the Salt and Nutrient Management
Planning process.

o RMC to add Marshall Cheung to Salt and Nutrient Management Planning
Workgroup list.

e May need to go through formal government-to-government consultation process
to engage the tribal council, possible through CVWD.

e RMC to send template for tribal characterization to Marshall Cheung.
Next Steps

e The Salt and Nutrient Management Plan Workgroup will meet on August 22",
notes will be sent to Marshall, who will try to attend future meetings.

e The next Planning Partners meeting will be held on September 13", and Rosalyn
encouraged Marshall to attend.
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Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management
Tribal Outreach Meeting

September 11, 2012
10:00 — 11:00 am

Cabazon Band of Mission Indians
84-245 Indio Springs Drive
Indio, CA 92203

DRAFT NOTES
Action items in italics

Attendance
Becky Ross, Cabazon Band of Daniel Cozad, IPM
Mission Indians Rosalyn Prickett, RMC
Jacquelyn Gonzales, Cabazon Crystal Mohr, RMC

Band of Mission Indians

Meeting Objectives

Provide Updates on the IRWM Program
Discuss Upcoming Grant Opportunity
Define Characterization to be Included in Plan Update

Agenda

Updates on Coachella Valley IRWM Program

Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview of the IRWM Program, noting that the
Coachella Valley IRWM Region is currently updating the existing IRWM Plan.
Updates will include a series of technical evaluations and workgroups to receive
input from stakeholders throughout the Plan Update process.

Daniel Cozad provided an overview of the DAC Outreach Program that is being
conducted in parallel with the IRWM Plan Update through a separate grant from
DWR.

Becky Ross indicated that it would be beneficial to have a meeting with all of the
tribes together. Also, she noted that there is a coalition of tribal interests — the Four
Winds Coalition —that may be helpful to meet with.

o RMC to follow-up with Becky Ross on the Four Winds Coalition

Jacquelyn Gonzales indicated that she is going to the California Water Plan (CWP)
Tribal Meeting.

o RMC to follow-up with Jacquelyn Gonzales regarding the CWP meeting.
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Proposition 84-Round 2 Grant Opportunity

Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview of the Proposition 84 Round 2
Implementation Grant opportunity, including an estimate timeline based on the
approximate due date for grant applications provided by DWR (March 2013).

Tribal Characterization in IRWM Plan Update

Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview of the tribal characterization included in the
existing IRWM Plan, noting that the RWMG received feedback that tribes would
like to be characterized separately and not lumped together as one “tribal” group.

Becky Ross indicated that the tribes see water as a resource, not as something
that is somebody’s property. This makes water-related issues difficult to address.

Becky Ross indicated that groundwater quality is the key issue of concern
throughout the Coachella Valley, and in particular recharge with Colorado River
water and subsequent ammonium perchlorate issues. In addition, arsenic is of
particular concern in the East Valley.

Flooding is also a major issue for the tribe, particularly within the East Valley.

The Cabazon resort has the ability to connect to Indio Water Authority or the
Coachella Valley Water District for water services. Tribes are not subject to
wastewater and water treatment standards applicable to California, which makes
permitting for water and wastewater activities difficult for the tribes.

A major current concern of the tribe is the issue in Mecca regarding the Cabazon
Resource Recovery Park. Air Quality Control Board reports have shown no impact
from tribal facilities, yet the tribes are still under fire by the media and the public.
Are IRWM funds able to pay for public outreach efforts?

o Yes, IRWM funding can be used for public outreach efforts associated
with water management. We would recommend that public outreach be
completed as part of a larger project — public outreach alone is likely not
substantial enough to be competitive for Proposition 84 funding.

o The East Valley population needs education regarding groundwater
quality issues — many people are not aware that the groundwater is not
safe to drink.

Agriculture uses are a concern due to the agricultural community’s use of
Coachella Canal water (ammonium perchlorate) and the addition of other
pollutants to the soil and therefore the groundwater. This is of particular concern in
the East Valley where many groundwater wells are less than 800 feet deep, and
therefore pump contaminated water. Finally, arsenic is of a concern due to
potential anthropogenic causes — grapes grown in the Coachella Valley historically
used arsenic for pest control.

Jacquelyn Gonzales noted that the IRWM Plan should acknowledge the tribe’s
traditional ecological knowledge (TEK) and the value this provides to the Region.
TEK can dictate tribes’ interest and investment in certain issues. For example,
protection of native plant populations.
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Other groups that were suggested to contact (particularly for DAC Outreach)
include: Mecca (ICUC) and East Coachella Valley Coalition (EVC-IVAN).

Jacquelyn Gonzales to provide a write-up of TEK to include within the IRWM Plan
Update.

Becky Ross to ask Business Committee for groundwater data for IRWM Program.

RMC to send tribal template for tribal excerpts to Becky Ross and Jacqueline
Gonzales.

RMC to send a “mission statement” and summary of the salt and nutrient
management planning effort and its nexus with the IRWM Program to Becky Ross
and Jacqueline Gonzales, for distribution to tribal council.

RMC to send the Call-for-Projects email and website link to Becky Ross and
Jacqueline Gonzales.

Next Steps

The Salt and Nutrient Management Plan Workgroup will meet on August 22"%;
Rosalyn encouraged the Cabazon tribal group to send a representative.

The next Planning Partners meeting will be held on September 13™; Rosalyn
encouraged the Cabazon tribal group to send a representative.
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Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management
Tribal Outreach Meeting

September 13, 2012
9:00-10:00 am

Torres-Martinez
Coachella Valley Water District
Training Facility
75-515 Hovley Lane East
Palm Desert, CA 92260

DRAFT NOTES
Action items in italics

Attendance
Debi Livesay, Torres-Martinez Daniel Cozad, IPM
Roland Ferrer, Torres-Martinez Diana Cozad, IPM

Rosalyn Prickett, RMC
Crystal Mohr, RMC

Meeting Objectives

Provide Updates on the IRWM Program
Discuss Upcoming Grant Opportunity
Define Characterization to be Included in Plan Update

Agenda

Updates on Coachella Valley IRWM Program

Daniel Cozad provided an overview of the IRWM Program, noting that the
Coachella Valley IRWM Region is currently updating the existing IRWM Plan.
Updates will include a series of technical evaluations and workgroups to receive
input from stakeholders throughout the Plan Update process.

Daniel Cozad provided an overview of the DAC Outreach Program that is being
conducted in parallel with the IRWM Plan Update through a separate grant from
DWR.

Proposition 84-Round 2 Grant Opportunity

Daniel Cozad provided an overview of the Proposition 84-Round 2 Implementation
Grant opportunity, including an estimate timeline based on the approximate due
date for grant applications provided by DWR (March 2013).

Debi Livesay indicated that the Torres-Martinez tribal group plans to submit a
project for grant funding. The project would include water and sewer connections
to the CVWD system from Avenue 62 to Avenue 64. This project would provide
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services to the main community within the Torres-Martinez tribal lands, which is
also a mapped disadvantaged community.

(@]

Torres-Martinez reports that there are water quality issues associated with
ammonium perchlorate from Colorado River water. According to the tribe,
the groundwater wells that are being used on the tribal lands are very
close to recharge points, and are therefore highly impacted by ammonium
perchlorate. This issue is a priority for the Regional Water Quality Control
Board.

= This project would shift tribal members to municipal supplies from
groundwater wells.

= Debi Livesay will send sampling reports indicating levels of
ammonium perchlorate to RMC.

Torres-Martinez has a will-serve letter from CVWD to connect to the sewer
system. Need to clarify how tribal members will pay for connection fees —
potentially set up a payment plan with CVWD.

The timing of the projects needs to be worked out to ensure that it aligns
with the Round 2 grant cycle. For timing purposes it may be appropriate to
pursue the sewer project during Round 2, and the water supply project
during Round 3.

Debi Livesay will follow-up with Jonathan Rash of Indian Health Services
next week regarding additional engineering information for the water
supply component, and will follow-up with RMC to determine if additional
support is needed.

Debi Livesay will determine if appropriate matching funds are available for
the proposed Torres-Martinez projects.

RMC will have internal discussions to determine the appropriate engineer
that could provide DAC technical support to the Torres-Martinez group for
their proposed projects.

Debi Livesay also expressed concern for stormwater and sewer capacity issues

within Salton City, which could potentially be addressed with the assistance of

Proposition 84 grant funding. She indicated that any project in this area would
need engineering support.

Tribal Characterization in IRWM Plan Update

Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview of the tribal characterization included in the
existing IRWM Plan, noting that it is important to characterize the issues faced by

the Region because that helps to lay the groundwork for the Region’s needs — this

process helps to determine which projects within the IRWM Plan can fulfill the
Region’s most pressing needs.

Debi Livesay noted that flooding and stormwater are key issues, and the Torres-
Martinez tribe has no money to address these issues. CVWD intends to review
issues associated with flooding from what is referred to as the “Oasis Slope,” in
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order to better understand this flooding issue. The tribe is working with the Army
Corps of Engineers, who is able to provide modeling support, but still needs
additional funding to address flooding.

o Rosalyn Prickett suggested that the Torres-Martinez consider Proposition
1E funding, which provides grant funding for stormwater and flood
projects.

o Debi Livesay to provide an overview of flooding locations and issues
within the Torres-Martinez tribal lands; this information will be provided
after it is reviewed by the tribal council.

e Water quality data compiled by Tribal EPA is collected on the national EPA
website. The contact person for this information is Helen McKinley.

e RMC to create a template that outlines information that would be helpful to include
in the IRWM Plan Update. RMC will send the template to Debi Livesay.

Next Steps

e The next Salt and Nutrient Management Plan Workgroup will meet on September
26™, and Torres-Martinez representatives are encouraged to attend.
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Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management
Tribal Outreach Meeting

September 13, 2012
3:00-4:00 pm

Augustine
Coachella Valley Water District
Training Facility
75-515 Hovley Lane East
Palm Desert, CA 92260

AGENDA

Attendance

Les Ramirez, Augustine Band of Daniel Cozad, IPM

Cabhuilla Indians Diana Cozad, IPM
Rosalyn Prickett, RMC
Crystal Mohr, RMC

Meeting Objectives

e Provide Updates on the IRWM Program
e Discuss Upcoming Grant Opportunity
¢ Define Characterization to be Included in Plan Update

Agenda
Updates on Coachella Valley IRWM Program

e Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview of the IRWM Program, noting that the
Coachella Valley IRWM Region is currently updating the existing IRWM Plan.
Updates will include a series of technical evaluations and workgroups to receive
input from stakeholders throughout the Plan Update process.

e Daniel Cozad provided an overview of the DAC Outreach Program that is being
conducted in parallel with the IRWM Plan Update through a separate grant from
DWR.

e Les Ramirez noted that from the Augustine tribe’s point of view, the value of IRWM
is participating in a larger discussion of water issues in the Coachella Valley.

e Les Ramirez indicated interest in the salt and nutrient management planning effort,
and would be particularly interested if meetings were available via webcast/
teleconference. The tribe is concerned with 3 key issues related to water quality:

o the salts in agricultural tail water,
o the water quality of Colorado River water being used for recharge, and
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o the fact that the Region’s high-quality aquifer is being degraded by TDS.

RMC to add Les Ramirez to the Salt and Nutrient Management Workgroup
meeting invitation.

Proposition 84-Round 2 Grant Opportunity

Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview of the Proposition 84 Round 2
Implementation Grant opportunity, including an estimate timeline based on the
approximate due date for grant applications provided by DWR (March 2013).

Les Ramirez indicated that the Augustine tribe is not interested in applying for
Proposition 84 funding — tribal issues can be addressed with the tribe’s own
resources. He also indicated that the tribe could potentially be interested in
providing support to DACs — in general, the tribe sees the importance and value of
being a good neighbor to those in Coachella Valley.

Tribal Characterization in IRWM Plan Update

Rosalyn Prickett provided an overview of the tribal characterization included in the
existing IRWM Plan, noting that the RWMG received feedback that tribes would
like to be characterized separately and not lumped together as one “tribal” group.

Les Ramirez provided his thanks for the separate tribal meetings, indicating that it
is important for the tribes to individually provide their own information.

Les Ramirez explained the tribe’s perspective on the salt and nutrient issue, noting
that any litigation would not be fruitful because it would focus on groundwater
quantity not quality. There needs to be an operational solution to the issue, which
needs to be established with the CVRWMG agencies to better manage the basin
and preserve water quality.

o Why should the region pay to address the issue (treating TDS and
ammonium perchlorate from Colorado River water) when it is only a few
agencies that are causing the issue?

o In addition, it seems more logical to treat water before it is pumped into
the groundwater, rather than requiring all individual users to treat the
water before it is used.

As far as the tribe’s water supply, the tribe has its own water supply through
groundwater wells. Wastewater is sent to CVWD’s system.

The Whitewater River is adjudicated — Augustine has rights that are not quantified.
However, groundwater is not adjudicated, so there is a need to find ways to
address mutual issues together, for all users. From the tribe’s perspective, they
want to find a way to maintain the reservation as a homeland for their people in
perpetuity — this requires usable groundwater (quality and quantity).

The tribe is concerned with how salts that accumulate in soils are flushed for
agricultural purposes. Flushing is necessary to maintain some crops, but may
exacerbate issues in the Salton Sea. The tribe’s focus is being fair with respect to
these issues, and understanding how they may contribute to any resolution.
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e The tribe is also concerned with discharges to the Salton Sea. Discharges are
required to maintain levels in the Salton Sea, however agricultural water
discharges continue to impact the sea’s water quality. With regards to the Salton
Sea, the main issue is how to permit discharges of salts to the Salton Sea.

e There is an inherent conflict between the Winter's Doctrine and California water
law. The Winter’s Doctrine states that tribes do not have to use their water rights,
these rights are in reserve. However, California has a “use it or lose it” water law
system.

e The tribe is not able to share data — this information is held in the tribal trust.

e In general, Augustine is interested in seeking a rational approach to Coachella
Valley water management, and would like to be proactive instead of reactive.

e The tribe is concerned with flooding issues along Avenue 54 and Harrison Avenue.
Need to identify appropriate structural improvements.

e The tribe is also concerned with the quality of stormwater runoff; will work with the
City of Coachella to address safety, roadway improvements, and the intersection
of roadway/runoff stormwater collection and CVWD’s regional stormwater system.

Next Steps

e The Salt and Nutrient Management Plan Workgroup will meet on September 26",
and Les Ramirez is interested in attending if available via webinar.
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Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management
Tribal Outreach Meeting

October 22, 2013
9:00 — 11:00 am

Coachella Valley Water District
75-515 Hovley Lane East
Palm Desert, CA

DRAFT NOTES
Action items in italics

Attendance

Margaret Park, Agua Caliente Mark Krause, DWA
Band of Cahuilla Indians Sara Toyoda, IWA
John Soulliere, MSWD Castulo Estrada, CWA
Katie Ruark, DWA Daniel Cozad, IPM
David Tate, DWA Crystal Mohr, RMC

Meeting Objectives

e Provide Updates on the IRWM Program
o Discuss Draft Tribal Water Resources Chapter
¢ Announce Upcoming Meetings and Opportunities to Comment on the IRWM Plan

Agenda
Updates on Coachella Valley IRWM Program

o Daniel Cozad provided an overview of the IRWM Program, noting that the Coachella
Valley IRWM Region is currently wrapping up the update to the existing IRWM Plan.

e Mr. Cozad provided a brief overview of the series of technical evaluations and workgroups
that were conducted to receive input from stakeholders throughout the Plan Update
process. Mr. Cozad also provided an overview of the DAC Outreach Program that is being
conducted in parallel with the IRWM Plan Update through a separate grant from DWR.
The DAC Outreach Program will be complete by the end of 2013, and the final 2014
IRWM Plan Update will be finalized in early 2014.

e Mr. Cozad also noted that in their draft Proposition 84-Round 2 Implementation Grant
awards, DWR recommended that the Coachella Valley IRWM Region receive 100% of
their funding request. If the Region is awarded this full grant amount, a portion of the grant
will go to the Torres-Martinez Tribe to extend a water pipeline to a housing subdivision
within their Reservation.
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Discuss Draft Tribal Water Resources Chapter

Crystal Mohr provided an overview of the draft Tribal Water Resources Chapter that was
sent out to the Region’s Tribal Nations for pre-review. The purpose of the chapter is to
include a synthesis of information pertaining to Tribal Water Resources. This chapter, in
essence, includes a synthesis of the Tribal-related information in the Region Description
and Issues and Needs Chapters, but at a greater level of detail than in the 2010 IRWM
Plan. This approach was also taken for the Disadvantaged Communities, and there will
also be a stand-alone chapter in the 2014 IRWM Plan Update to discuss disadvantaged
communities and their issues and needs.

Ms. Mohr then went through the chapter, explaining the various sections and their purpose
as well as how they correspond to other chapters of the IRWM Plan.

Katie Ruark noted that she thinks the Tribal Water Resources Chapter needs to explain
the nexus that Tribes have to land use planning. If this information is not in the Tribal
Water Resources Chapter, it should be in the Agency Coordination Chapter.

Margaret Park asked why Table 5-1 specifically calls out ethnology and language.

o The Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Indians had specifically noted that they are
often mistaken as being ethnically Cahuilla, when in fact they are Chemehuevi.
We called this information out in the table to highlight the different Tribes’
ethnicities.

Katie Ruark asked if Section 5.3.5 regarding the Torres-Martinez Tribe could include more
information about the Tribe’s wetlands along the Salton Sea. It is unclear who is
responsible for the wetlands, what other agencies are involved, and what the water rights
are associated with the wetlands.

o RMC will contact Debi Livesay of the Torres-Martinez Tribe for input on this
question.

Margaret Park asked if the Tribal Water Resources Chapter could clarify that the one-on-
one meetings held in 2012 with the Tribal Nations were with tribal staff and not with Tribal
Council.

Margaret Park asked why the Tribal Water Resources Chapter had a specific call-out for
the California Water Plan Update.

o This information was included, because it is an adopted water-related planning
document that has information about tribal water resources, and therefore was
used as a reference document. In addition, because the IRWM Plan will be
ultimately sent to DWR (and is funded through a DWR grant), it seemed
appropriate to acknowledge DWR’s planning efforts related to tribal water
resources.

Margaret Park noted that she will be sending new information for Section 5.3.1 regarding
the Agua Caliente Tribe.

Mark Krause asked Ms. Park if she will send information about the Tribe’s management or
plans to manage surface water resources.

o Ms. Park stated that the content for Section 5.3.1 is still in development, and she
did could not speak to the precise content.

David Tate asked if the asterisks on Page 5-1 of the chapter could be reversed to only
highlight the Tribe who is not involved in the IRWM planning process.
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Next Steps

e Mr. Cozad thanked Ms. Park and the rest of the meeting attendees for participating, and
noted that there are several upcoming items to be aware of:

a. Public Comment Period for 2014 IRWM Plan Update: Nov. 4™ — Dec. 31%
b. Final Disadvantaged Communities Workshop:

i. November 6™ 10:00 am — 12:00 pm

ii. Please RSVP to cmohr@rmcwater.com or (858) 875-7421
c. Public Workshop on the IRWM Plan: November 6™ (1-3 pm)
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Coachella Valley IRWM Outreach - Fall 2013 /Winter 2014
During Fall 2013 and early Winter 2014, CVRWMG representatives made presentations on the IRWM
Program to a number of stakeholder groups in the Coachella Valley and surrounding region. To improve
attendance and reduce meeting fatigue, these presentations were included as an agenda item at regular
meetings held by the stakeholder groups, and were not separate meetings hosted by the CVRWMG.

Committee

Date Meeting Title Time Location Presenter
Peter Rabbit F
November Coaphella Valley 1:30pm — crer bl a.lrms Patti Reyes,
s Irrigated Lands 2:30pm 85810 Peter Rabbit Lane, CVWD
Coalition ) Coachella, CA 92236
Desert Vauey Builders City of Rancho Mirage John
November Association — . .
7 Legislative Affairs 7:30 am. | 69-825 Highway 111, Rancho Soulliere,
F Mirage, CA MSWD
orum
Palm Desert Administrative B]?;Crll(lgll?;
November MS4 Desert Task 9:00 a.m Conference Room CWA: ’
13 Force 77| 73-510 Fred Waring Drive, Palm ’
Desert. CA Sara Toyoda,
’ IWA
& 9:00a.m.
= ’ RWQCB Offi
& | November Regional Water after 73-720 Fre dQWaring ]1)creis e Suite Katie Ruark,
, . - ve, Su
14 Quality Control Board hF:arlng 100, Palm Desert, CA 92260 DWA
1tems
CVAG CVAG Offices .
Nov«iaznber Energy/Environmental | 12 p.m. | 73-710 Fred Waring Drive, Suite Katll)e“ljzark,
Resources Workgroup 119, Palm Desert, CA 92260
November CVAG Technical 11:30 | CXAG Qfﬁceg . Sara Toyoda,
19 Advisory Committee a.m 73-710 Fred Waring Drive, Suite IWA
o 119, Palm Desert, CA 92260
County Administration Center
December County Planning 9am.— 4080 Lemon Street, 1* Floor Patti Reyes,
4 Commission 1 p.m. Board Chambers CVWD
Riverside, CA 92501
- January 13 %(;acslilrellle%\e/ailiey 3pm. — 45-701 Monroe Street, Suite G Patti Reyes,
u view .
S Ty g 5 p.m. Indio, CA 92201 CVWD







Appendix VI-E: Public Outreach and
Involvement Plan and Disadvantaged
Communities Outreach Plan

This appendix contains the Public Outreach and Involvement Plan that was
created for the 2018 Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management
(IRWM)/Stormwater Resource (SWR)Plan. It also includes the DAC Outreach
Plan as a subsection of the Public Outreach and Communications Plan.
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Public Outreach and Involvement Plan

Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) & Stormwater
Resources (SWR) Plan Update

Prepared for: Coachella Valley Regio.nal Water Management Group

Coachella Valley Planning Partners

Prepared by: Rosalyn Prickett, Becky McDonnell

Reviewed by: Alexis Cahalin, Enrique Lopezcalva
Date: September 26, 2017

Reference: 0574-002.00

1 Introduction

The Coachella Water Authority (CWA), Coachella Valley Water District (CVWD), Desert Water Agency
(DWA), Indio Water Authority (IWA), Mission Springs Water District (MSWD), and Valley Sanitary
District (VSD) — collectively referred to as the Coachella Valley Regional Water Management Group
(CVRWMG) — have established an Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Program consistent
with guidelines established by the California Department of Water Resources (DWR). The IRWM planning
process is intended “to coordinate and share information concerning water supply planning programs and
projects and other information, and to improve and maintain overall communication among the Members
involved” (from Section 4.1.1 of the August 2014 MOU). This effort addresses the Coachella Valley IRWM
Region boundaries initially identified through DWR’s Region Acceptance Process and updated through the
2018 IRWM/SWR Plan Update. DWR recently released 2016 IRWM Program Guidelines, which prompted
the current IRWM/SWR Plan Update.

The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) recently established the Storm Water Grant Program
(SWGP), which requires agencies to develop Storm Water Resource Plans (SWRPs) to be eligible for grants
for stormwater and dry weather runoff capture projects. As part of the program, the SWRCB adopted
guidelines to assist agencies in developing adequate SWRPs. The SWRP must address the requirements
listed in the California Water Code (CWC) and be developed in accordance with the SWRCB’s 2015 SWRP
Guidelines. The Guidelines encourage collaborative partnerships among water supply and stormwater
agencies, non-governmental organizations, and other water utilities in managing stormwater as a resource.
Per the Guidelines, certain existing planning documents and ordinances may be used as a “functionally
equivalent Plan” in lieu of a separate SWRP. Thus, the CVRWMG has decided to prepare a functionally-
equivalent SWRP in combination with the IRWM Plan Update.

The CVRWMG is continuing its established stakeholder outreach process to achieve the following goals:

e Support development and adoption of the IRWM/SWR Plan Update, which will meet the 2016
IRWM Program Guidelines established by DWR and the 2015 SWRP Guidelines established by
SWRCB,

e Build awareness that storm water and dry weather runoff projects may be underutilized water
sources and identify potential projects, and

e Maintain support among key stakeholders and public for the IRWM Program, grant processes, and
plan implementation.

In addition to supporting the integrated management of water resources in the region, the IRWM /SWR Plan
Update will maintain the Coachella Valley IRWM Region’s ability to receive grant funding through
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Proposition 1 and other sources. A proactive approach to implementing public outreach and information
dissemination will assist the CVRWMG in generating broad-based support for the effort. This Public
Outreach and Involvement Plan identifies a variety of outreach mechanisms to improve general awareness
of the Coachella Valley IRWM program and provide means for all interested parties to stay engaged during

the planning process and plan implementation.

Table 1 contains a summary of the near-term outreach activities planned for the IRWM/SWR Plan Update.
Update to eight (8) Planning Partners meeting may be conducted during the planning process; note that
only five (5) Planning Partners meetings are shown in the preliminary list below.

Table 1: Summary of Outreach Activities for 2018 IRWM Plan/SWRP Update

Activity

Anticipated Date

Discussion / Topic

Website Ongoing Monthly updates
Stakeholder email list, .
including DACS/EDAs Ongoing Regular updates/announcements, as needed

) ) Always open for project proponents to add/edit projects
Online Project Database Ongoing and review other projects in region
(OPTD) . .

Online access to User guide

Outreach Flyers As Needed To advertise meetings/workshops, Call for Projects, and

release of IRWM/SWR Plan Update

Planning Partners

Sept 28, 2017

Kick-off IRWM/SWR Plan Update

Meeting Gather info on potential projects that will be submitted
Planning Partners January 2018 Discuss watershed characterization, Plan objectives, and
Meeting scoring criteria

Provide OPTI tutorial for next round of funding
Call for Projects February 2018 Open Call for Projects for inclusion in

IRWM/SWR Plan Update
Planning Partners March/April 2018 Export project list and scoring from OPTI
Meeting Discuss benefits analysis/calculator
Public Workshop/ May 2018 IRWM/SWR Plan Update — Public Review Draft
Planning Partners
Meeting

Public Comment Period

May — June 2018

Accept comments on Public Review Draft

Planning Partners
Meeting

September 2018

Present IRWM/SWR Plan Update - Final

This Public Outreach and Involvement Plan is organized into the following components:

e Stakeholder Coordination and Public Involvement

e Disadvantaged Communities (DAC) Outreach

e Tribal Outreach and Coordination

This Plan may be updated as needed throughout the IRWM planning process as stakeholder outreach and
communication methods are refined.
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2 Stakeholder Coordination and Public Involvement

2.1 Purpose

The goal of stakeholder coordination is to provide a means for the Region’s various entities with interests
and/or authority over water management to maintain an active level of involvement in the IRWM program
and plan implementation. These entities have a vested interest in local water resources and can assist in
articulating the needs of the Region and their membership during the planning phase, as well as
implementing water management projects in the future. Opposition to the IRWM/SWR Plan Update by
entities with water management authority could present a significant obstacle to plan implementation if
these groups are not given ample opportunity to contribute to the definition of and approach to addressing
regional priorities.

The goal of public involvement is to increase awareness, understanding, and support for the Coachella
Valley IRWM Plan and associated SWRP among the general public. The benefits of keeping the general
public informed of the IRWM Program and IRWM/SWR Plan Update include educating constituents and
politicians about the importance and interrelation of water management strategies, increasing regional as
well as local support for projects, and generating broad-based support for continued regional coordination.
Stakeholders from throughout Coachella Valley can provide leadership, innovation, and expertise in
planning and conducting water management (including stormwater) projects that benefit local communities.

2.2 Participants

All interested stakeholders and members of the general public are invited to maintain coordination with the
CVRWMG and Coachella Valley IRWM Program.

Individuals representing the following groups have been identified as potential stakeholders:

e State, county and municipal governments e Desert Task Force

e  MS4 Copermittees e Wastewater and water agencies

e Community councils e School districts

e Environmental conservation and natural e Private pumpers and large landscape
resources organizations irrigators

e Resource agencies and special interest e Disadvantaged and environmental justice
groups communities

e Flood control districts e FElected officials

e Farm Bureau and agricultural interests e Native American Tribes

e Academic institutions e Recreational interests

e Regional planning organization e Regulatory agencies

e Stormwater management agencies e Development community

Interested members of the general public may include:

e Private homeowners or landowners e Home owners associations
e Landscape architects and contractors e Garden clubs and organizations
e Chambers of Commerce e Rotary clubs and other service clubs

e Commercial, industrial, and residential
developers

September 2017 3



Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Program
Public Outreach and Involvement Plan FINAL

Outreach to the general public, plus the above groups, will be conducted to solicit multi-benefit stormwater
projects and to provide guidance to develop/prioritize projects that offer greatest benefits targeting regional
and watershed priorities. Table 7 (at the end of this Plan) lists of all Coachella Valley IRWM Region
stakeholders. All stakeholders identified by the CVRWMG and Planning Partners (discussed below) have
been contacted and invited to participate in the program.

2.2.1 Planning Partners

One of the first steps in soliciting public involvement was to establish a list of key stakeholders that can
serve in an advisory capacity. This advisory group, otherwise known as the Planning Partners, were
established early in the IRWM planning process to help the CVRWMG identify the preliminary list of
critical water resources issues that should be the focus of early stakeholder meetings. The Planning Partners
consist of CVRWMG partners and other stakeholders in the region, including the County of Riverside,
Coachella Valley cities, special districts, public agencies, non-governmental organizations, and Tribal
Nations.

The Planning Partners played a valuable role in shaping key elements of the 20710 and 2014 IRWM Plans,
such as helping to establish goals and objectives, developing prioritization criteria for projects, reviewing
and weighing in on draft Plan chapters, and implementing Plan activities. The Planning Partners will
continue to play an important role in the development of the IRWM/SWR Plan Update. The 2015 SWRP
Guidelines requires plans to provide for and document community participation in the plan development
and implementation. The IRWM/SWR Plan Update will achieve this by involving the Planning Partners in
the watershed characterization, benefits quantification, and new prioritization criteria for storm water
projects. The goal of the Planning Partners is balanced membership and participation from representatives
of all significant water resource issue areas in the Valley. Table 2 below provides a current list of the
Planning Partners; however, additional Planning Partners may be added as the IRWM Program evolves.

Planning Partners meetings will take place on a quarterly basis, as needed. The agenda for these meetings
will be set by the content for the development of the relevant stage of the IRWM Program and the needed
materials, information, feedback, and recommendations from the Planning Partners. Meetings will be held
regularly, and will be focused on discussing key program milestones, including project solicitation and
prioritization and development of the IRWM/SWR Plan Update. Meetings are generally held during
business hours in a central location to allow for participation by stakeholders throughout the Coachella
Valley. As appropriate, meetings may be located in disadvantaged areas to facilitate attendance by members
of the general public.

The Planning Partners are the primary advisory group for development of the IRWM/SWR Plan Update and
other phases of the IRWM Program. They are involved with all facets of Plan development and
implementation. They comprise many of the project submissions and are therefore essential to plan
implementation. Planning Partners also provide support for public outreach efforts. The general public who
may wish to participate in the IRWM planning process may contact their city and district representatives
of the Planning Partners, and may interact with any member of the Planning Partners that they wish.
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Table 2. Coachella Valley Planning Partners
\[o} Agency / Organization
CVRWMG
1 City of Coachella/Coachella Water Authority
2 City of Indio/Indio Water Authority
3 Coachella Valley Water District
4 Desert Water Agency
5 Mission Springs Water District
6 Valley Sanitary District
Planning Partners
1 Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians
2 Augustine Band of Cahuilla Indians
3 Annenberg Trust at Sunnylands
4 Borrego Water District
5 Building Healthy Communities
6 Cabazon Band of Mission Indians
7 California Department of Water Resources
8 California Department of Housing and Community Development
9 California Rural Legal Assistance, Inc.
10 | California State University - San Bernardino
11 | Center for Collaborative Policy
12 | City of Cathedral City
13 | City of Desert Hot Springs
14 | City of Palm Desert
15 | City of Palm Springs
16 | City of Rancho Mirage
17 | Clean Water Action
18 | Clinicas de Salud
19 | Coachella Valley Association of Governments
20 | Coachella Valley Economic Partnership
21 | Coachella Valley Housing Coalition
22 | Coachella Valley Mosquito and Vector Control District
23 | Colorado River Regional Water Quality Control Board
24 | County of Riverside
25 | Desert Alliance for Community Empowerment
26 | Desert Edge Community Council
27 | Desert Empire Homes
28 | Desert Healthcare District
29 | Desert Highland Gateway Health & Wellness
30 | East Valley Housing Review Committee
31 | El Sol Neighborhood Educational Center
32 | Environmental Justice Coalition for Water
33 | Friends of the Desert Mountains
5
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\[o} ‘ Agency / Organization
34 | Hi-Lo Desert Golf Association
35 | Imperial Irrigation District

36 | Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability

37 | Lideres Campesinas

38 | Mojave Water Agency

39 | Morongo Band of Mission Indians
40 | Natural Science Collaborative of the Desert Region
41 | Pueblo Unido Community Development Corporation

42 | Representative from Assemblymember Garcia

43 | Representative from Senator Jeff Stone

44 | Representative from Assemblymember Chad Mayes

45 | Representative from Supervisor V. Manuel Perez

46 | Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District

47 | Riverside County Economic Development Agency

48 | Rural Community Assistance Corporation

49 | Salton Community Services District

50 | San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency
51 | Torres-Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians

52 | Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians

53 | University of California — Irvine

54 | University of California - Riverside
55 | U.S. Bureau of Indian Affairs
56 | U.S. Department of Agriculture

2.2.2 Issues Groups

The Coachella Valley IRWM RAP presented many issue areas that were important to the stakeholders in
the Coachella Valley and established separate, formal Issues Groups to address them. The format of these
Issues Groups was originally envisioned as formal workgroups with specific leadership, terms, meeting,
and other governance requirements. Instead, key planning issues have been addressed in an informal
manner through ad-hoc Issues Groups — where a specific planning topic was addressed through 2-3
meetings and then the group was disbanded. This revised format was implemented due to low stakeholder
turnout at Issues Groups meetings and was revised to increase participation in critical decisions.

In total, four Issues Groups have been formed: Disadvantaged Communities (DAC), Native American
Tribes, Salt and Nutrient Management Planning (SNMP), and Integrated Flood Management (IFM). No
additional Issues Groups are anticipated at this time; however, they may be implemented ad-hoc if the need
arises during the IRWM/SWR Plan Update.

DAC Issues Group

DAC needs and issues were identified as special and different than other groups at the initiation of planning
efforts. The DAC Issues Group meetings began in May 2010 and concluded in January 2014. Table 3
indicates the principal organizations that were represented the meetings.
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Table 3: DAC Issues Group Participants

California Rural Legal Assistance, Inc.
Clean Water Action
Community Water Center

Desert Alliance for Community Empowerment

Desert Edge Community Council
El Sol Neighborhood Educational Center
Environmental Justice Coalition for Water

Loma Linda University

Pueblo Unido Community Development Corporation

Poder Popular

Representative from Assemblymember Perez

Native American Tribes Issues Group

The Native American Tribes Issues Group that was active during development of the 20/0 IRWM Plan
brought specific issues of cultural water use and special needs related to sovereign tribes in the Region.
Like other Valley users, the tribes are concerned about regional water issues such as groundwater supply
and quality. Tribal principals, as well as representatives the U.S. Bureau of Indian Affairs, were included
in this Issues Group. Table 4 indicates the organizations that participated in the Native American Tribes
Issues Group.

The Native American Tribes Issues Group met several times in 2010, and was re-contacted in 2012 as part
of the 2014 IRWM Plan Update process. While tribal members met together as an Issues Group during
development of the 2010 IRWM Plan, tribal members requested that the CVRWMG hold separate meetings
with each tribe to discuss the 2014 IRWM Plan Update. One meeting was held with each tribe during
development of the 2014 IRWM Plan Update to gain feedback and information for the Plan. In the future,
the Native American Tribes Issues Group may meet to discuss tribal-related water resources issues or as
future items arise such as future rounds of grant funding.

Table 4: Native American Tribes Issues Group Participants

Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians
Augustine Band of Mission Indians

Cabazon Band of Mission Indians

Morongo Band of Mission Indians

Torres-Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians

Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians

Bureau of Indian Affairs

Indian Health Services

Tribal Environmental Protection Agency

SNMP Issues Group

The SNMP Issues Group met from August to November 2012, during development of the 2014 IRWM Plan
Update, to develop the work plan for the Region’s Salt and Nutrient Management Plan. The group discussed
salinity management strategies, direction received from the Regional Water Quality Control Board, and
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work plan elements. Table 5 lists the organizations that participated in the SNMP Issues Group, in addition
to the CVRWMG members.

Table 5: SNMP Issues Group Participants

Regional Water Quality Control Board
Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians
Augustine Band of Mission Indians

Hi-Lo Desert Golf Course Superintendent’s Association

Myoma Dunes Water Company

Salton Community Services District

General Public (Farmer)

IEFM Issues Group

The IFM Issues Group met from January to September 2013, during development of the 20/4 IRWM Plan
Update, to identify common flooding problems/sources, deficiencies in existing storm water/drainage
facilities, and multi-benefit project opportunities. Table 6 lists the organizations that participated in the
IFM Issues Group, in addition to the CVRWMG members.

Table 6: IFM Issues Group Participants

Coachella Valley Mosquito and Vector Control District
Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians

Coachella Valley Association of Governments
City of Cathedral City
City of Desert Hot Springs

City of Rancho Mirage

County of Riverside, Supervisor Benoit

County of Riverside, Transportation Department

Salton Community Services District

Pueblo Unido Community Development Corporation

2.3 Outreach Activities

CVRWMG believes that public access is critical to the success of the IRWM Program. The CVRWMG has
taken a strategic approach to public outreach using the following tactics:

A. Develop an initial public outreach plan that can be executed by any combination of agency staff or
consultants.

B. Determine best management practices for the dissemination of information for public review and
input (e.g. print media, agency public information personnel, email and website).

C. Make suggestions for establishing public meetings or reformatting of current meeting schedules to
enhance public participation.

D. Refine the timeline for the IRWM process in such a way that appropriate dates for notification of
public meetings, workshops, sub-committee meeting, etc. can be documented and addressed in a
logical and orderly manner.
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E. Apprise the members at each meeting, and sooner if necessary, as to the issues and needs for
supporting public outreach.

The public is notified of meetings and given specific contact information, and participants are given
sufficient time to prepare. The first opportunity for the public to attend IRWM program meetings was
concurrent with the RAP application in October 2009. Since 2009, Planning Partners, Issues Groups, and
public meetings have been held at various times and in conjunction with various milestones and phases of
the IRWM Program.

Workshops are the core of stakeholder and public participation. Initial stakeholder workshops were aimed
at formulation of interest groups for more specific development of concepts and funding proposals. The
public workshops and Issues Groups are organized to help guide the actions and policies of the CVRWMG
and support plan development and implementation. The CVRWMG recognizes the need and importance of
public participation and will work diligently to make sure that not only the public is listened to, but that its
valuable advice helps create the best IRWM Program possible for the region.

Public Workshops

Public workshops have, and will continue to be, conducted to enable stakeholders and the general public to
help guide the actions and policies of the CVRWMG, as well as support the development of future phases
of the IRWM Program. Public workshops may be held at variable times of day as needed and in different
geographic locations within the Region. As appropriate, meetings will be located in disadvantaged areas to
facilitate attendance by members of the local public. Email notifications and telephone calls targeting DACs
and EDAs will encourage participation in public workshops.

A public workshop is planned during the IRWM/SWR Plan Update to present the draft plan and solicit
stakeholder and public feedback on its contents. Workshop preparation will include advertising on the
website and through the existing stakeholder communication list, as well as other media to encourage public
participation. Additional preparation will also include public meeting notices and invitations, development
and distribution public workshop presentations, meeting handouts and notes, distribution of
comment/feedback questionnaires, and compilation and summarization of public responses obtained during
the workshops.

Website

A Coachella Valley IRWM website (http://www.cvrwmg.org/) was developed as a key component of the
regional outreach program. The website contains a wealth of information about the IRWM Program,
including: explanation of the IRWM Program and funding opportunities; issues identification, goals and
objectives, and other planning materials; the adopted 2010 IRWM Plan; the adopted 2014 IRWM Plan
Update; information about potential IRWM projects to be included in grant applications; information about
the CVRWMG; Planning Partners and Issues Group meeting agendas, summaries, and presentations; and
other helpful links. Materials related to the planning process the complete /IRWM/SWR Plan Update will be
uploaded to the website once final. The website continues to be updated and amended on a monthly basis
as the IRWM Program continues.

Newsletters

Information regarding upcoming meetings may be relayed to the general public via fliers posted at
community facilities, city and county office buildings, and announcements published in local media and
organizational newsletters. An electronic newsletter may be produced at major milestones of the IRWM
program, as needed to ensure stakeholders are being engaged.
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Press Releases

The CVRWMG will encourage local newspapers to provide coverage of meetings or to provide updates on
the progress of IRWM planning efforts. Media relations provide a credible and economic approach to
achieving widespread dissemination of key project information. Studies show that information presented to
the public through a third party, such as the media, is more readily believed by the public, as opposed to
advertising or other methods of information coming directly from the source. Press releases may be
distributed quarterly or in conjunction with major milestones of the IRWM Program, including an open call
for projects and IRWM/SWR Plan Update approval, as well as other important junctures.

Online Project Database

To facilitate communications among planners and project proponents, the CVRWMG has developed an
online project database that provides universal access to information about IRWM projects in the Coachella
Valley region. The project database allows project proponents and other interested parties to add, edit, and
review project proposals throughout the region. This tool will be updated to accommodate projects for the
SWRP, as well to provide a single clearinghouse for both sets of projects. The enhancements will include
updating project input forms for the additional SWRP information needs, map-based visualizations of
projects, project search and reporting tools, and other advanced queries. Trainings for users will be
available, as well as an updated user guide.

This enhanced tool, coupled with the public workshop, is intended to connect stakeholders with one another
to identify and enhance synergies among projects, hopefully leading to better integration and stronger
partnerships. Having a “living” project list online also allows project sponsors to edit and refine their
projects to maximize multi-benefit outcomes. Finally, the online project database will enhance CVRWMG
efforts to inform the general public about collaborative IRWM and SWRP approaches through concrete
project examples.

Correspondence

An electronic email list of stakeholders and interested parties, and any special subgroups, will be maintained
and updated throughout the IRWM/SWR Plan Update process. Email notices, the primary method of
communication, will be sent to announce the availability of new materials on the website, meeting notes,
and upcoming meetings.

3 Disadvantaged Communities Outreach

There are several terms that are used in referencing disadvantaged communities throughout this Outreach
Plan. A Disadvantaged Community (DAC) is defined as a community with an annual median household
income of that is less than 80% of the statewide annual median household income. Environmental Justice
(EJ) is defined as “the fair treatment of people of all races, cultures, and incomes with respect to the
development, adoption, implementation, and enforcement of environmental laws, regulations, and
policies.” An Economically Distressed Area (EDA) is a community with a population of 20,000 persons or
less, a rural county, or a reasonably isolated and divisible segment of a larger community where the segment
of the population is 20,000 persons or less, with a median household income of less than 85% of the
statewide median household income, and with one or more of the following conditions: (1) financial
hardship, (2) unemployment rate at least 2% higher than the statewide average, and/or (3) low population
density. !

3.1 Purpose

The goal of DAC outreach is to identify and obtain input from groups that may be otherwise restricted from
participating in the IRWM planning and implementation efforts due to financial constraints. Through
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targeted outreach, the CVRWMG has sought to learn more about the major water-related concerns facing
these groups such that long-term implementation of the IRWM Program is responsive to those needs.
Outreach to organizations also involved with EJ issues ensures that water management activities
implemented under the Coachella Valley IRWM Program do not unduly burden DACs (e.g., through plant
siting decisions). Involvement by DAC and EDA stakeholders in the SWRP development process is also
essential to ensure that environmental injustice within local watersheds is addressed.

Regional DAC outreach effort was coordinated with the DAC Outreach Demonstration Program that was
conducted in the Coachella Valley through a separately-funded grant from DWR in 2013/2014 (described
in detail below). The DAC Outreach Demonstration Program for the CVIRWM was developed concurrently
with the 2014 IRWM Plan Update and was incorporated as Volume II of the Plan. The Program can be
found here: http://www.cvrwmg.org/dac.php.

3.2 Participants

Numerous local and statewide DAC and EJ organizations were targeted during outreach for the Coachella
Valley IRWM Program:

e Building Healthy Communities e (Clean Water Action

e (California Rural Legal Assistance Inc e Community Water Center
(CRLA) e Desert Alliance for Community

e (Clean Water Action Empowerment

Coachella Valley Economic Partnership
Coachella Valley Housing Coalition
Community Water Center

Desert Alliance for Community
Empowerment

Desert Edge Community Council
El Sol Neighborhood Educational Center

Environmental Justice Coalition for Water
(EICW)

Leadership Counsel for Justice and
Accountability

Building Healthy Communities

California Rural Legal Assistance Inc
(CRLA)

Coachella Valley Economic Partnership
Coachella Valley Housing Coalition

Desert Edge Community Council
El Sol Neighborhood Educational Center

Environmental Justice Coalition for Water
(EICW)

Leadership Counsel for Justice and
Accountability

Poder Popular

Pueblo Unido Community Development
Corporation

Inland Congregation United for Change
(ICUc)

Representative from Assemblymember
Garcia

Representative from Senator Jeff Stone

Representative from Assemblymember
Chad Mayes

Rural Community Assistance Corporation

Communities targeted as part of the DAC and EJ outreach are groups that have historically been
disproportionately impacted with respect to the development, implementation, or enforcement of
environmental laws, regulations, and policies due to race, culture, or income. The CVRWMG has conducted
work through the DAC Outreach Demonstration Program to tailor a more regionally-specific definition of
DAC:s and identify representatives of those communities.

September 2017 11


http://www.cvrwmg.org/dac.php

Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Program
Public Outreach and Involvement Plan FINAL

3.3 Outreach Activities

DAC/EJ Outreach Meetings

After completion of the DAC Outreach Contract, the CVRWMG has continued to facilitate meetings with
DAC members to better understand their critical water supply and water quality needs and to identify
potential solutions. Initial meetings, conducted under the DAC Outreach Contract, focused on bringing any
groups that were not involved in the earlier efforts up to speed and informing all groups about recent
activities and opportunities. Subsequent meetings expanded the methods of outreach in DAC/EJ
communities, updated those groups which may not be able to attend or participate in broader Planning
Partner meetings, and developed IRWM planning efforts to meet the needs of each community. The DAC
outreach meetings aimed to facilitate the integration of disparate project needs into meaningful programs
to better manage water supply and water quality in underserved areas. The CVRWMG will continue to
reach out to DACs throughout the development of the IRWM/SWR Plan Update. Additional DAC/EJ
outreach meetings may be held, as needed, to ensure DAC needs are considered in the SWRP additions to
the plan.

Some of the outreach meetings may be held at times convenient for DAC representatives (in the evening)
and in different geographic locations within the Region. Meeting preparation includes public meeting
notices and invitations; development and distribution of presentations, meeting handouts and notes; and
coordination of speakers/presenters.

Notices and Newsletters

Upon completion of the DAC Outreach Contract, the CVRWMG has continued to notify members of DACs
of the current state of the Coachella Valley’s water-related resources, the IRWM program, and solutions
being generated to address their needs. The focus of these efforts is to continue to identify the critical needs
of the targeted communities.

Technical Support for DACs

Through the work completed for the 2014 IRWM Plan Update and the DAC Outreach Program, critical
DAC issues and conflicts have been relatively well defined. However, DAC representatives often do lack
the resources or technical capacity to develop project submittals that address those critical needs. The
CVRWMG has continued to work with those project sponsors during the grant solicitations to develop
project scopes, budgets, and cost estimates to help ensure that DAC projects are developed in sufficient
detail to be included in the IRWM Plan Update and future funding applications. Multiple DAC projects
were funded through the Proposition 84 IRWM funding rounds as a result of this ongoing support.

4 Tribal Outreach and Coordination

4.1 Purpose

The goal of engaging the Valley’s tribal governments is to better understand their critical water resources
issues and needs. Through targeted outreach, the CVRWMG seeks to learn more about the major water-
related concerns facing the tribes such that long-term implementation of the IRWM Plan is responsive to
those needs.

4.2 Participants

Tribal participants were contacted based on input from currently identified tribal representatives and the
Planning Partners. The following six Native American tribes in the region were targeted during outreach
for the IRWM program:
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e Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians

e Augustine Band of Mission Indians

e (Cabazon Band of Mission Indians

e Morongo Band of Mission Indians

e Torres-Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians

e Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians

Additionally, meetings may include the Bureau of Indian Affairs or other tribal coordinating agencies or
groups as appropriate.

4.3 COQutreach Activities

Tribal Outreach Meetings

The CVRWMG hosted one-on-one meetings with five of the aforementioned tribal representatives and one
Issues Group meeting open to all tribal representatives to better understand their critical water supply and
water quality needs and to identify potential solutions as part of the 2014 IRWM Plan Update. Tribal
outreach meetings aimed to inform the tribes about the IRWM program and its purpose, the local IRWM
planning process, and upcoming funding opportunities. These meetings also focused on clarifying the
tribe’s water resources issues and needs, and identifying integrated project concepts that address those
needs. The CVRWMG will continue to reach out to these tribes throughout the development of the
IRWM/SWR Plan Update.

Notices and Newsletters

CVRWMG staff have worked with community leaders to identify appropriate methods for notifying
members of the tribes of the current state of the IRWM program and timing of project submittals. These
methods may include techniques such as notices at community gathering sites, newsletters, or mailings.
The focus of these efforts is to identify the tribes’ critical water resources needs and how those are
represented in the IRWM Plan. In addition, one-on-one communication between tribal representatives and
the CVRWMG will continue to be used to encourage participation in IRWM public meetings.

Table 7: Coachella Valley IRWM Region Stakeholders

Stakeholder Planning

Agency Contacted List Partners
CVRWMG
Coachella Valley Water District v v
Coachella Water Authority v v
Desert Water Agency v v
Indio Water Authority v v
Mission Springs Water District v v
Valley Sanitary District v v
Cities
City of Cathedral City v v v
City of Coachella v v v
City of Desert Hot Springs v
City of Indian Wells v
City of Indio v v v
City of La Quinta v
City of Rancho Mirage v
City of Palm Desert v v v
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Stakeholder Planning
List Partners
City of Palm Springs v v

Agency Contacted

County of Riverside

Coachella Valley Economic Partnership v v

Riverside County Transportation and Land Management
Agency

v

Riverside County Department of Health

Riverside County Regional Park District

Riverside County Economic Development Agency

ASEANENENERNNAN
(\

Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation
District

Community Councils

Bermuda Dunes Community Council

Desert Edge Community Council

Desert Palms Community Council

Indio Hills Community Council

Mecca Community Council

North Shore Community Council

Oasis Community Council

Sky Valley Community Council

Thermal Community Council

Thousand Palms Community Council

AN AYRNANANANANANAN

Vista Santa Rosa Community Council

Elected Officials

Senator Jeff Stone

Assemblymember Eduardo Garcia (56th Dist.)

AR

Assemblymember Chad Mayes (42th Dist.)

Supervisor Manuel Perez (4" Dist.)

Resource Agencies

California Department of Fish and Wildlife

California Department of Water Resources

Colorado River Regional Water Quality Control Board

Indian Health Services

U.S. Bureau of Indian Affairs

U.S. Bureau of Land Management

ANENANANANENAN

U.S. Department of Agriculture

Special Interests

Big Morongo Preserve

AN

Bighorn Research Institute

Building Healthy Communities v

AN

Building Industry Association

Center for Collaborative Policy v

Center for Natural Land Management
(fringed toed lizard preserve)

Clean Water Action

Coachella Valley Archaeological Society

Coachella Valley Association of Governments

ANANANANERN

Coachella Valley Conservation Commission

Coachella Valley Economic Partnership v v

Coachella Valley Housing Coalition v
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Stakeholder Planning
List Partners
v

Agency Contacted
Coachella Valley Mosquito and Vector Control

Coachella Valley Mountains Conservancy

Coachella Valley Parks and Recreation District

Coachella Valley Resource Conservation District

Council of Mexican Federations in North America

Deep Canyon Desert Research

ANENENANENAYAN

Desert Alliance for Community Empowerment

Desert Empire Homes v v

AN

Desert Recreation District

East Valley Housing Review Committee v

Friends of the Desert Mountains

Groundwater Guardians

Hi-Lo Golf Course Superintendents Association

Inland Congregations United for Change

NNANENENEN
\

League of Women Voters

Natural Science Collaborative of the Desert Region v

Sierra Club

AAN

Wildlands Conservancy

Tribes

Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians

Augustine Band of Mission Indians

NN ANAN

Cabazon Band of Mission Indians

Morongo Band of Mission Indians

Torres-Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians

ANENENANENEN

Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians

AN ANENENENENAN

Inter-tribal Council

School Districts

Coachella Valley Unified School District

Desert Sands Unified School District

ANRNAN

Palm Springs Unified School District

Academia

California State University San Bernardino

Loma Linda University

ANRNAN

University of California Irvine

AYRNASAN

University of California Riverside

Other Water/Wastewater Companies

Borrego Water District

AN

Imperial Irrigation District

Hi-Desert Water District

AYRNASAN
ANRNAN

Mojave Water Agency

Myoma Dunes Mutual Water Company

Salton Community Services District

ANRNASAY
ANAN

San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency

Private Pumpers and Large Irrigators

Agricultural pumpers

Home Owners' Associations

Golf courses

ANRNASAN

Nurseries
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Stakeholder Planning

Agency Contacted List Partners

Disadvantaged Community Organizations

California Rural Legal Assistance, Inc.

Clean Water Action

Community Water Center

ANRNANAN

Desert Alliance for Community Empowerment

El Sol Neighborhood Educational Center

Environmental Justice Coalition for Water

ANENENANENAYAN

Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability

Poder Popular

Pueblo Unido CDC

ANANENANRN
AN

Rural Community Assistance Corporation
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Appendix VI-F: Public Comments

This appendix includes all of the comments received during the public comment
period for the draft 2018 Coachella Valley IRWM/SWR Plan (August 20, 2018
through September 21, 2018).

In addition to the comment letters, this appendix includes a comment matrix that
includes notes regarding if, how, and/or why comments received during the
public comment period were incorporated into the final 2018 IRWM/SWR Plan.

Comment letters were received from the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla
Indians, the City of Indio, and the Colorado River Basin Regional Board.
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Comments Received on the Draft 2018 Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management & Stormwater Resource Plan

Da'te Commenter Plan Section = Page Number Comment Response
Received
("Groundwater is currently the largest source of water supply for the Region."
"Collecting groundwater data is vitally important in the Region to ensure adequate water quality and supply.")
Agua Caliente . . . s .
9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla General N/A The tribe appreciates the efforts made by the CVRWMG to include all referenced materials in the appendix package; however,
indians the 510 pages of appendices accompanied by a 510 page Plan document is difficult to navigate in a 30-day comment period.
To help stakeholders and other readers, the Tribe suggests that an effort be made to streamline this process by providing links [We appreciate the comment and the driver behind it. Given the size of the document, unfortunately,
in the Plan to the locations of the citations within the appendices so that readers can more readily find this information. due to the level of effort and the structure of the document, we cannot update the report with
hyperlinks at this time.
The plan states "The Whitewater River Watershed consists of sparsely populated mountains, desert, and agricultural lands
Agua Caliente 221 with few impervious urban areas." Later in the same paragraph on P 2-6, the Plan states "...with increased development in the
9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla Watc.er.shed 2-6 Region, natural recharge areas have been disrupted. Large urban areas have led to impervious surface that generate greater
Indians runoff flows and decrease groundwater recharge." The Tribe recommends re-wording this paragraph for consistency,
removing the contradiction. Comment incorporated and reflected in the report.
This section provides information about quantities of water extracted from the groundwater basin as well as recharge areas
and quantities. The first reference to groundwater quantity is on Page 2-8 where it notes "(t)he Coachella Valley Groundwater
Basin has an estimated storage capacity of approximately 40 million acre-feet of water." Page 2-10 lists "recent annual
pumping volumes" by each water purveyor in total, then in a separate paragraph it notes the sub-basin each water purveyor
pumps from. To help stakeholders and other readers, the Tribe would like to see a new table with the groundwater The CVRWMG endeavors to base management actions on the most relevant and accurate information
Agua Caliente 222 Water information broken down by sub-basin (using a common set of sub-basins, as suggested in the preceding paragraph) to allow ava.ilable. Given the complex .intera.ctiorTs b.e.tween ahdlam?ng subbasins ar?d differing importance for
9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla | Systems and 2-8t6 2-10 for compar.lson. The table would need to include: regional water ma.nagement, |r?clud|ng 5|.gn|f|c.ant variation in st.orage capacity, recharg(.a, and pum;?lng
indians Distribution 1. Sub—bas!n name . volumes, a sub?asm—to—.subl.:)asm .comparlson is nqt always.po.55|ble or useful a.s a Plannmg mechanism.
2. Sub-basin storage capacity (AF) The requested information is available for the Indio and Mission Creek Subbasins in the SGMA Annual
3. Annual pumping volume from each sub-basin Reports, which can be accessed here:
4. Annual recharge to each sub-basin
5. Annual overdraft in each sub-basin http://www.cvwd.org/357/Sustainable-Groundwater-Management-Act
6. Cumulative overdraft in each sub-basin
The SGMA Annual Reports are prepared annually as a requirement of SGMA.
The Plan states "Recent years have experienced a less than average rate of natural recharge, approximately 40,000 AFY on
average from 2000-2009." The Tribe believes the information cited on the average rate of natural recharge is dated and
questions why the CVRWMG is not utilizing more current data. For this reason, the Tribe recommends that this paragraph is
updated with the most recent data or discuss why the data is not available.
Agua Caliente 2.2.2 Water
9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla | Systems and 2-12
Indians Distribution
The report will be updated to include more recent values.
The Plan states that the facility has an average annual recharge goal of 100,000 AFY. It is unclear whether the facility has The following sentence will be added to the report:
Agua Caliente 2.2.2 Water achieved this goal in recent years. (i.e. 2010 to present) since the Plan only includes information regarding 2017 performance.
9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla | Systems and 2-12 The Tribe recommends that the Plan include a table that compares the actual yearly rate of recharge for years 2010 to present ["From 2010 to 2017, the average amount of water delivered to the Whitewater River Groundwater
Indians Distribution to the annual recharge goal of 100,000 AFY, or discussion that contains this information. Replenishment Facility was 146,315 AF with a maximum of 385,994 AF in 2017, and a minimum of 865 AF
in 2015."
The Plan states "...from 2000 to 2009 there was an average annual groundwater storage loss of 110,000 AFY in the Whitewater [The following sentence will be added to the report:
Agua Caliente 2.2.2 Water River Subbasin." The Tribe recommends that this statement be updated to also include current information (i.e., 2010 to
9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla | Systems and 2-13 present) so this stakeholders and other readers can see what progress, if any, has been achieved towards eliminating overdraft |"Since 2009, the 10-year average change in storage has been positive, with an upward trend from 2009-
Indians Distribution conditions. 2017 (CVWD 2017).
Agua Caliente 2.2.2 Water Phasing of the sentence "Surface water that is not diverted by the Tribe is put to beneficial use, such as groundwater
9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla | Systems and 2-17 recharge" suggests that water diversions by the Tribe are not being put to beneficial use. The sentence will be changed to "Surface water that is not diverted for beneficial use by the Tribe is put
Indians Distribution to other beneficial uses such as groundwater storage for municipal and agricultural uses."
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Dajce Commenter Plan Section = Page Number Comment Response
Received
The Plan explains that the population figures in Table 2-7 are based on the 2015 American Communities Survey (ACS) 2011-
201.5 P.opulatlon Isztlln?ates data and notes that the populatlon.es.tlmates "do not take mto. consideration seasonal populatlon Water supply agencies that are members of the CVRWMG keep track of water use on a monthly basis
which increases significantly between October and May..." A similar statement was made in the 2014 IRWM Plan. It is unclear L L . . .
. ; . . . based on billing records. The effect of the seasonal population is clearly identifiable in the water
Agua Caliente 231 whether the members of the CVRWMG are tracking water usage associated with the Valley's seasonal population. For this consumption data available from the Region's water utilities. The footnote will be modified to say " These
2-40 : : - :
8 | 9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla Land Use (Fable 2.7) reason,. the Tribe requests that the Plan more clearly and.adequately address the seasonal.lty of the V:?\I!ey s population arlmd population figures are based on 2015 American Communities Survey (ACS) 2011-2015 Population
Indians Agencies how thls.affects water usage. It would be h?l,pfu,l to also |nclud(? the most.recent data, which as of writing is 2017. Here is the Estimates data. As such, they do not take into consideration seasonal population, which increases
information from the US Census for select cities int he west Whitewater River:.... g . . . .
significantly between October and May due to the Region’s mild winter climate. The water use and
wastewater generation by the seasonal population is considered in the Region's water and wastewater
agencies forecasts and plans, such as the UWMPs"
The Plan states "Basin-wide groundwater quality is difficult to characterize as groundwater quality varies throughout the
Valley. The water quality in a given well depends upon well depth (or the screened interval of the water supply well), The report will be changed to read: "Basin-wide groundwater quality varies naturally throughout the
proximity to faults, presend of surface contaminants, proximity to recharge basins, and other hydrogeologic features." If true, |Coachella Valley depending on proximity to faults and other hydrogeological features. Groundwater
Agua Caliente 25.1 this statement is somewhat troubling because it implies a lack of coordination between members of the CVRWMG and a lack |quality can also vary depending on proximity to recharge basins or to the presence of surface
9 9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla | Groundwater 2-55 of comprehensive information on the subject. If there is any validity to this statement, the Tribe recommends that CVRWMG |contaminants. At individual wells, water quality depends on the depth of the well and screened intervals.
Indians Quality members develop a state-of-the-art groundwater quality database for the Valley that incorporates all data into a format Public water systems in the Region consistently monitor groundwater production wells to ensure
useable for each member and the various stakeholders. Further, does the Region 7 Water Quality Review Board agree with compliance with drinking water quality standards. Water supply agencies in the Region also monitor the
this statement? groundwater to comply with permit requirements and as part of other required and voluntary
groundwater monitoring programs.
The title of Table 2-8 is misleading. Groundwater is the primary source of water supply to the Valley. However, due to almost
total depletion of the Valley's groundwater basins over the years, external sources have been used as the primary supply for
these basins. So, it is misleading to suggest that the external supply sources noted in Table 2-8 are in addition to groundwater
Agua Caliente 2.4.1 Water 243 - they are the groundwater once recharge. Furthermore, Table 2-8 identifies SWP Exchange water as a different supply source
10 | 9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla Supply (Table 2-8) than from the Colorado River. This is also misleading since the Valley does not currently receive SWP Exchange water. The The title of the table will be changed to "Summary of Coachella Valley Non-Groundwater Supply Sources"
Indians Tribe requests that the Plan more clearly identify whether a portion of the SWP Exchange water noted in the Table is actually [Also, "Natural Inflow" in the table will be changed to "Natural Surface Inflow". The SWP item will include
Colorado River water or whether the SWP Exchange water noted in the Table is water that a CVRWMG member may be legally |an additional footnote reading "3: Actual SWP water is not received in the region due to limitations in the
entitled to but has not received. infrastructure to deliver it. The SWP water into the region is exchanged for Colorado River water as part
of an agreement with Metropolitan Water District of Southern California.
The SWP Exchange uses the historical water deliveries prediction of 43%, rather than DWR's numbers which average 62% of Table 2-8 will be edited to include SWP reliability of 50% and 65% representing the low end and high end
the total Table A deliveries. It is unclear why this table does not also include variation and uncertainty for the non-SWP water |of expected long-term average reliability. To date, CVWD has had 100% reliabiity for its imported
Agua Caliente 2.4.1 Water 2.43 sources. For example, the Colorado River is projected to be near a "shortage" declaration on January 1, 2019, and currently Colorado River water source and there is currently no basis for forecasting reliability under potential
11| 9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla Supply (Table 2-8) projected to be found in "shortage" on January 1, 2020. uncertain future conditions.
Indians
Agua Caliente "The total potable water (water that meets drinking water standards) demand for the CVRWMG agencies is projected to
12| 9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla 2.4.2 Water 5.48 increase by approximately 32% from 197,911 AFY in 2020 to 289,980 AFY in 2035." Note, this is inconsistent with a similar The sentence will be changed to "The total potable water (water that meets drinking water standards)
Demand statement on page 3-1 stating "by approximately 50%." Moreover, (289,980/197,911)*100%=146.5%, which is a 46.5% demand for the CVRWMG agencies is projected to increase approximately 47% from 197,911 AFY in 2020

Indians

increase.

to 289,980 AFY in 2035."
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) Commenter Plan Section = Page Number Comment Response
Received

Table 2-12 shows 2017 DWA Potable Demand is 27,648 AFY. In Table 2-13, the 2020 DWA Projected Demand is 42,670 AFY
(36,570 AFY potable municipal + 6,100 AFY non-potable recycled) demand. This shows between 2017 and 2020, DWA Potable 1) Comment on demand: A footnote will be added to Table 2-12 to indicate that demands in 2017 are
Demand will increase significantly by 32%. Further on Page 2-48, the Plan notes that "DWA has a diverse source of water effected by multiple demand management and water use efficiency measures applied during the
supply, including groundwater, surface water, imported water, and recycled water." This description of water use is recent/current drought, as wells as lower than expected population growth due the 2008 economic
misleading; 5% of potable water supply is surface water, and 95% of the water supply is groundwater. In short, the basin is downturn. Additionally, a footnote will be added to Table 2-13 to indicate that, due to recent water use
pumped for water, and then replenished with imported Colorado River water - imported water is not in addition to efficiency measures and the lower demands currently being observed, the forecasted demands for 2020
groundwater, it replaces groundwater previously pumped from the basin. may not be realized in that year. We will also indicate that the forecasts in the table correspond to the

Agua Caliente 2.4.2 Water 2-47 most recent demand forecasts available at the time of production of this plan and are well documented

13| 9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla Demand (Table 2-12 & in the agencies' Urban Water Management Plans.

Indians Table 2-13) 2) Comment on Supply: the sentence will be modified to read: "DWA's supply portfolio includes
groundwater, surface water, imported water and recycled water". With respect to the groundwater use,
imported water used for groundwater replenishment constitutes a distinct source of water with respect
to native groundwater and it is common practice by agencies, and appropriate from a technical stand
point, to refer to imported replenishment water as a separate source. The surface water for
replenishment is subject to different drivers of surplus and shortage than local groundwater, and it is
managed and administered separately from native groundwater, up to the point where it is extracted for
use.

Here, the Plan shows the monthly service and meter charges of each CVWMG agency. DWA is the only agency that does not
use a tiered system. "DWA does not use a tiered rate system but does not impose an increased rate for customers at higher
Agua Caliente 542 Water elevation, based on DWA Zone Areas (locations) and has a drought surcharge that can be imposed when necessary." The Tribe
14| 9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla Demand 2-52 requests further clarification in the Plan for why DWA does not use a tiered system especially when tiered rate systems have [The purpose of this section is to accurately show the rate structure for each agency. The plan does not

Indians been shown to reduce water usage. advocate any one particular rate structure. Without tiered rates, Desert Water Agency has been able to
achieve water use reduction figures similar to those achieved by neighboring agencies in both short and
long-term.

The Plan states "Naturally occurring substances as uranium, arsenic, chromium, and fluoride have been detected, and are likely
Agua Caliente 2.5.1 due to natural geological conditions." The Tribe suggests adding a few sentences to help clarify to the reader what the
15| 9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla | Groundwater 2-55 member agencies have done to investigate the sources of these substances, some of which are cancer-causing, and how the
Indians Quality member agencies arrived to the claim that they are "likely due to natural geologic conditions."
The report will be updated to include additional language supporting that statement.
"Population growth in Coachella Valley increased by 49.5% from 2000-2015, which is faster than the US (14%), and California
Agua Caliente 2.6 (15%) rates." Sentence is unclear. This is presumably the increase in population of the valley as a whole was 49.5% over this
16| 9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla Social and .70 time period, not the increase in the growth rate of the population, or annual compounding growth rates. Population growth
indians Cultural Make- was not evenly distributed. Using numbers from the US Census for the years 2000-2015, cities in the West Whitewater River
up area had large population growth, but less than 49.5% growth:...
The word rate will be deleted from the sentence.
The Plan states "Although groundwater quality is generally considered high in the Region, groundwater quality is a concern in
Agua Caliente isolated areas of the Region." The Tribe requests that the Plan more clearly depict these isolated areas of concern. The Plan
17| 9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla 3.1.5 Water 3-16 also states that there are wells that have detected high salinity, arsenic, nitrate, fluoride, ammonium perchlorate, chromium-6,
Indians Quality uranium, several organic compounds, PCE, and others. Again, the Tribe recommends that the Plan include a depiction that The plan is an overall narrative of water quality within the Coachella Valley. The individual agency or
shows the location of current and emerging water quality issues. district that serves water to a particular area would be best suited to provide more information regarding
isolated areas.
Agua Caliente Section starts by a comparison to DAC issues, rather than starting with the specific issues identified by tribal governments and
. 3.1.9 Tribal tribal water management. While several Tribes do include DAC areas and similar problems, tribal land is located throughout
18 [ 9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla . 3-30 . oo
indians Nations the Coachella Valley, and so the section should start on shared tribal issues. 3 . o
The report has been modified to include this distinction.
3.1.10 Groundwater quality section should include perchlorate and uranium as issues of concern. Perchlorate is an issue identified in
Agua Caliente Summary of 332 a project in Appendix VI-H, and has been detected in tribal wells. Uranium is actively managed by the Mission Springs Water
19 ( 9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla Water (Table 3-2) District through wellhead treatment "at a significant cost" (Appendix VI-H). Perchlorate and uranium are listed in Section 3.1.5 as issues of general concern. Section 2.5.1 also listed
Indians Management uranium as a contaminant of concern and the report will add a discussion of perchlorate to that section
Issues as well.
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Received
An additional flood risk that can be exacerbated by wildfires is non-native invasive vegetation species. Land that has been The report will be modified to include:
3.2.1 Project cleared by wildlife is more susceptible to regrowth of non-native species such as fountain grass and tamarisk. The species can . . . .
Agua Caliente Impacts and out-compete native species and dominate riparian areas. Once established, tamarisk in particular can cause a decrease in "Although lands that have been subject to stochastic events such as wildfire can potentially be
. water filtration and increase water degradation. The Tribe recommends incorporating a discussion of this type of potential risk |susceptible to invasion by non-native vegetation, such as non-native grass and/or tamarisk, native
20| 9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla Effects of 3-36 ) ) ) . L . . .
. . as it relates to climate charge. species often re-sprout vigorously following fire. If lands were previously dominated by native
Indians Climate vegetation, these native species typically re-establish first and can outcompete non-native species that
Change . . . . .
may be introduced afterwards. Where non-native species establish, there can be changes to the soil
hydrology and chemistry."
Agua Caliente 5.1 Coachella 52 Table 5-1 identifies Agua Caliente Ethnology/Language as "Pass Cahuilla" and correct Tribal Member Population to 504.
21| 9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla Valley Tribes (Table 5-1)
Indians Corrected Tribal Member Population to 504.
"However, arsenic and hexavalent chromium are not found in Colorado River water but are believed to be naturally-occurring
in the geologic formations of the Coachella Valley, and perchlorate in Colorado River water has been remediated at the source
(CVWD 2012)." [emphasis added] A categorical statement such as the bolded text is generally false for all natural waters, this
. includes the Colorado River where both hexavalent chromium and arsenic have been measured. The general statement here is
Agua Caliente S'Zt,'\}al'fal similar to the other descriptions of tribal lands which are somewhat unclear that tribal lands are found throughout the
22 | 9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla 5-9 Coachella Valley.
Indians Resources
Concerns In terms of arsenic this is additionally misleading. As shown in Figure 1 of Appendix VI-J, groundwater arsenic concentrations [The identified sentence will be modified to read:“Arsenic and hexavalent chromium are naturally
under tribal lands in the East Whitewater River Valley are generally significantly higher than Colorado River water. However, [occurring in the geologic formations of some areas of the Coachella Valley, and no evidence suggests that
as also shown in the same figure, natural groundwater under tribal lands in the West Valley generally have concentrations of  [Colorado River water is the source of existing detections. Moreover, perchlorate in Colorado River water
arsenic less than the detection limit. has been remediated at the source (CVWD 2012).”
As was noted in the 2014 Plan, Priority 7 is to create a data management system. The Tribe has made this comment
repeatedly throughout the years, when given an opportunity to comment on various agency water management plans, and A regional data management system continues to be of interest in the Region. Financial resources for the
Agua Caliente 9.1 IRWM continues to strongly support the development of an online database. There is no mention of a comprehensive database of all |development of su‘ch s.ys.ten.*u have n.ot be.en identified. Rescljur.c?s to keep such.system relevant bY adding
23| 9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla Regional 9.4 water information to improve transparency and management of the regional water resources and enable greater public more d.atz.a and mamtal.nmg its functionality and value are 5|gn|f|cant. That continues to be the. main .
Indians Priorities participation. CVRWMG could best serve federally recognized tribes, its stakeholder, and the public at large by organizing hurdle in implementation of such as system. As of the production of this document, no specific funding
information about the region from these websites into a coherent and usable source of water information. sources or plans exist for its implementation. The State of California maintains a publicly available water
quality database, known as Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and Assessment Program, that contains
information regarding water quality in the Coachella Valley.
As projects move forward from conceptual to the implementation stages, the Tribe recommends that the CVRWMG or project [The IRWM process includes regular meetings with planning partners where we keep them up to date on
953 sponsors provide adequate notice to appropriate tribes, stakeholders, and other readers about the comment periods for the evolution of the program. This includes communication when projects in the database are moving
Stormwater projects that have been included in the project database. from the conceptual phase in the database to being included in a grant application. If and when projects
Agua Caliente Resource Plan in the grant application are funded, the CVRWMG provides information on the grant award and
24| 9/20/2018 | Band of.CahuiIIa Project 329 continues communication on the overall program through emails and Planning Partners meetings. The
Indians Prioritization CVRWMG is committed to continuing communication by email, website and Planning Partners meetings.
Process
9.5.4 It is unclear how "increased urban green space" is considered an environmental benefit and how increased urban green space |The sentence will be changed to "increase in urban natural landscape and pervious surface"
Integrated achieves the objectives of the Plan since, arguably, the increase of urban green space in a desert environment such as the
Agua Caliente Metrics-Based Valley increases water demand. For this reason, the Tribe recommends rewording this sentence as to promote increased
25| 9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla . 9-44 pervious surfaces and not green space.
indians Analy.5|s of
Project
Benefits
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Tribal participation in development of the 2018 plan is not described. Out reach and discussions describe earlier 2010 and
2014 meetings and outreach. The document will be changed as follows: Second paragraph on page 5-11 first sentence will be changed
5.5 Tribal from to "The CVRWMG has sought to implement this statewide priority at the local level by
Agua Caliente [ Participation in conscientiously engaging the Tribes in the 2014 IRWM Plan Update with continued input through
26 | 9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla Water 5-10 to 5-11 Planning Partners meeting in the 2018 Update." Also, the last sentence in the same paragraph will be
Indians Resources changed to: "Tribes, as members of the Planning Partners, have continued to attend Planning Partners
Planning meetings and have provided feedback in the process of developing this IRWM/SWR Plan, including the
prioritization of benefits for stormwater projects as part of a workshop exercise. This chapter is based on
those communications.
Agua Caliente All project. pro.pomints that re.ceive IRWM grant funding will gene.rat.e project pt:‘ogress repc?rts to be subrr.1itted to CVWD with
27| 9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla | 11.5 Finance 11-35 quarterly |.nv0|ces.. . [empha5|.s ad.de.d] The previous paragraphs |nd|.cated that "CVRWMG is the Responsible Agency in charge . ) . . . . .
. of evaluating" so it is unclear if this it should be CVRWMG or CVWD in the above. Sentence revised to "All project proponents that receive IRWM grant funding will generate project
Indians progress reports to be submitted to the Lead Agency with quarterly invoices."
Of the 53 pages of listed projects included as of February 23, 2018, only two projects "Desert Cahuilla Wetlands Expansion"
and the "Whitewater Channel Extension to Connect with Current Salton Sea Water Level" are indicated as being organized The database historically follows some trends where projects are added or updated as grant
Agua Caliente under the auspices of a tribal government. The first being "Tribal Government" (not indicating which tribe), and the second ~ |opportunities become available. At the time of the public draft, it is the case that there are only two
28 | 9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla Appendix VI-H being "Torres Martinez Desert Cahuilla." This number seems very low considering the identified tribal needs and concerns in  [projects from tribal governments. Given that Round 1 of the Implementation grants is launching now
Indians the document. (with DWR releasing the guidelines for the grants) there will be a new call for projects issued in
November 2018. There will also be a Planning Partners meeting on November 8, 2018 to solicit projects
and encourage tribes to submit.
Agua Caliente The proposed "Perris Dam Remediation Program" is outside of the IRWM planning region. The listed need statement does not |The database will be corrected as necessary
29| 9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla Appendix VI-H explain the relevance of the project to the IRWM region.
Indians
"Torres Martinez Septic to Sewer Conversion Project" states 'This project will eliminate virtually raw Colorado River water into |The program will follow up with project sponsors to vet this project description
Agua Caliente the homes. Because it is sitting on a recharge site, there is no way to eliminate the contaminates. The ammonium perchlorate
30| 9/20/2018 | Band of Cahuilla Appendix VI-H was recently tested, and the results were at 6.9 ppb exceeding California State Standards.' More details regarding this The project description was provided by the project proponent and we will forward the comment for
Indians measurement such as where and when would be useful to understand this project. them to update the database.
Stormwater Capture: You may want to acknowledge that many cities have been requiring this since long before the Board
required it.
The text has been modified to read: “Stormwater capture has been identified as a potential method to
augment local water supplies in the Coachella Valley. Stormwater retention systems located in strategic
areas of suitable geology could capture runoff from surrounding mountains within the Whitewater River
and Mission Creek Subbasins (CVWD 2012; CVWD et al. 2013; CVWD 2016a). The 2013 MS4 permit
31| 9/21/2018 Sara TOVOdé - City 314 3-16 requires builders of new developments to include stormwater capture and recharge infrastructure
of Indio (Regional Board 2013). Water agencies will need to coordinate with the local cities and the County of
Riverside to maximize use of stormwater capture and recharge infrastructure related to development,
because management of development requirements is not under the purview of the water agencies
(CVWD et al. 2013). While the 2013 MS4 permit requirement solidifies this strategy for runoff
management, stormwater capture and beneficial use is a long-standing strategy in the Coachella Valley,
where MS4 permittees have required stormwater onsite retention (detention and infiltration) through
municipal ordinances years before the 2013 MS4 permit.”
In the current MS4 permit negotiations climate change is addressed through stormwater retention in order to reduce flooding
5 8.1 associated with sudden intense storms and to increase groundwater supply to mitigate against longer more frequent droughts. |The report will be modified to reflect this with the last sentence on the page changed to: "Central to
Sara Toyoda - City L these adaptation efforts will be the full implementation of IRWM/SWR Plans, MS4 permits, and municipal
32| 9/21/2018 . Legislative and 2-80 . . . . . . .
of Indio ) ordinances, which address regionally-appropriate management practices that incorporate climate change
Policy Context adaptation. The plans will evaluate and provide a comprehensive, economical, and sustainable water use
strategy at the watershed level for California.
Sara Toyoda - City| 3.1.5 Water | don't think stormwater is a concern for wells they are improperly constructed. | see that the statement in the current text is |Report has been modified to read: "Contamination of drinking water wells from agricultural and urban
33| 9/21/2018 . . 3-23 referenced but | don't think properly built wells would be contaminated from stormwater. stormwater runoff is a concern for improperly constructed or sealed wells in the Coachella Valley IRWM
of Indio Quality Region (CVWD 2012)."
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First paragraph references consistent flow in the CVSC east of Washington Street. | don't think this is correct. | think the only
consistent flow is after Valley Sanitary District near Dillon Road.
The backbone of this system is the Region's 49-mile Whitewater River Stormwater Channel/Coachella
34| 9/21/2018 Sara Toyod.a - City 3.14 Valley Stormwater Channel (WRSC/CVSC). West of Washington Street, the channel is referred to as the
of Indio Stormwater WRSC; east of Washington Street, the channel is referred to as the CVSC. The WRSC follows the natural
Whitewater River, and flows in the WRSC are ephemeral, while the CVSC is the channelized portion of
the Whitewater River, and generally contains flow year-round east of Dillon Road from agricultural
drains, permitted discharges, and stormwater runoff from occasional storm flows.
Include information about the NPDES efforts for stormwater retention and infiltration
. As part of the Whitewater Watershed Protection Program, many efforts to capture and infiltrate
Sara Toyoda - City| 8.4.3 Increase L . . . S
35| 9/21/2018 of Indio Water Supply 8-17 stormwater are being implemented including the water quality management plan which includes
infiltration as one of its BMP’s. The Whitewater BMP Design Handbook for Low Impact Development
includes infiltration basins and trenches which can be used as a tool for stormwater quality management.
. Under the picture please remove "City of Indio Pollution Prevention materials identify over-irrigation as a violation of the
Sara Toyoda - City | 8.4.4 Improve . . L . N . . . AT .
36 | 9/21/2018 of Indio Water Quality 8-28 NPDES permit" Not sure what the materials say but irrigation run-off is not a violation of the permit. The caption will be changed to read "over-irrigating landscape can result in dry-weather urban runoff
that may result in pollutant transport"
This should include the inspections done by the MS4 Permitees. The SWMP includes provisions to inspect certain
commercial/industrial facilities for outreach and to reduce the possibility of any illegal discharges. The detection and
sara Toyoda - City | 8.4.4 Improve elimination of illicit discharges also requires field screening during maintenance and upkeep of the MS4 systems. The report will incI%Jde an additic.)r?al buIIe.t category for "Inspecti.ons by .IVIS4 pe.rmite.e.s.: The Storm Water
37| 9/21/2018 ) ) 8-31 Management Plan includes provisions to inspect some commercial and industrial facilities. Inspection
of Indio Water Quality includes outreach and verifications to prevent and reduce the possibility of illegal discharges. Field
screening during maintenance and upkeep of the MS4 systems for the detection and elimination of illicit
discharges is also required."
Should include the retention and infiltration efforts required by ordinances for stormwater.
. 8.4.5 Improve Under the title "Coachella Valley Efforts" and before the specific bullets, the document will add "Listed
38| 9/21/2018 sara Toyod.a - City Flood 8-33 below are specific programs, projects, and facilities with flood risk management primary components. In
of Indio Management addition to these elements below, stormwater retention and infiltration efforts are present in the Region
in stormwater ordinances and as part of the NPDES".
. The Construction General Permit that covers most construction sites in the Valley does not allow pollution including sediment
. 8.4.6 Practice . . . . o n " Hi ;
39| 9/21/2018 Sara Toyod.a - City Resources 3-39 to leave the site and certainly not into receiving waters. U.nder the title Coac.hella VaI‘Iey. Efforts o.n pzjlge 8-39 we Y\{I|| mc!ude a bullet: Sediment Management at
of Indio ] Site Level: Construction Permits in the Region include specific sediment management requirements to
Stewardship avoid sediment from construction activities from reaching receiving waters"
The NPDES public outreach program should be included https://www.rcwatershed.org. Also the individual permitees also We will include an additional bullet with under Outreach and Engagement: "NPDES Public Outreach
support the RC watershed outreach and supplement with their own outreach. Program and Website": the Riverside County Watershed Protection website includes outreach and
0| 9/21/2018 Sara Toyoda - City | 8.4.7 People & 8-a1 practical content educating residents, businesses, schools and everyone in the watershed. The site
of Indio Water includes news, resources, and clear and specific actions residents, businesses and schools can take to
actively contribute to watershed protection."
8.5 Adapting Does Conjunctive Management and Groundwater Storage include recharge from retention basins. If not, please add Retention |Yes, it does. We will make it explicit adding "Including Stormwater Retention Basins" in parenthesis
Resource Basin Recharge separately.
a1| 9/21/2018 Sara Toyod.a - City Manage.ment 8-49
of Indio Strategies to
Climate
Change
8.5 Adapting Add Stormwater Retention We will add a footnote to the table to indicate that "stormwater retention is included in Urban Runoff
Resource Management, Flood Management, and Integrated Flood Management"
42| 9/21/2018 Sara Toyod.a - City Manage.ment 3-50
of Indio Strategies to
Climate
Change
Sara Toyoda - City 11.11 | think an addition to the bulleted included projects should be We will include that as an additional bullet
43 | 9/21/2018 of Indio Overview of 11-6 -New or upgraded MS4 systems that include retention and infiltration
Benefits
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Sara Toyoda - City 11.3.1 Due to the arid nature of the Valley, many would be MS4 sampling sites are often dry and cannot be consistently sampled. We will add a final sentence stating: an important consideration in data collection is the hydrology and
44 | 9/21/2018 of Indio Overview of 11-29 precipitation patterns and seasonality in the Region, where many sampling sites cannot generate year-
Data Needs round data as they are often dry. "
Table 2-19 lists the quality of water sources and states the secondary maximum contaminant levels (S-MCLs) for total dissolved
solids (TDS) as 1,000 and 1,500 milligrams per liter (mg/L). Table 2-19 is incomplete and misleading because it does not
Cathy Sanford - include the 'recommended' consumer acceptance level of 500 mg/L TDS cited in CCR, Title 22, Table 64449-B (Consumer
Colorado River 2.5.1 558 Acceptance Contaminant Level Ranges). Table 64449-B cites three ranges of consumer acceptability for TDS contaminant
45| 9/28/2018 Basin Regional Groundwater (Table 2-19) levels; a recommended limit of 500 mg/L; an upper limit of 1,000 mg/L; and a short-term limit of 1,500 mg/L. Providing water |Table 2-19 will be modified to indicate that the "Consumer Acceptance Contaminant Level Ranges" are
Board Quality for municipal use with a recommended TDS of 500 mg/L or less is desirable for a higher degree of consumer acceptance. 500-1,500 mg/L for TDS. The footnote will be modified to indicate that the Consumer Acceptance
Water with 1,000 mg/L TDS is acceptable only if it is neither reasonable nor feasible to provide more suitable waters, and a Contaminant Level of 500 mg/L is the recommended value desirable for the highest consumer
level of 1,500 mg/L TDS is acceptable only for existing community water systems on a temporary basis. acceptance; 1,000 mg/L is the upper limit of the consumer acceptance level; and 1,500 mg/L is the short-
term consumer acceptance level.
[TDS concentrations in the groundwater basin need to be managed properly to prevent long-term degradation of groundwater
quality in the basin. Potential options to manage TDS concentrations may have high costs; however, in accordance with the
Recycled Water Policy, the agencies are currently developing a Salt and Nutrient Management Plan to address this constituent
throughout the Region (CVYWD 2012; CVWD et al. 2013).]
The Coachella Valley Salt and Nutrient Management Plan (CVSNMP) was completed in exact accordance
Staff concur that TDS levels in groundwater need to be managed properly, and an adequate SNMP will facilitate this. During with the State’s Recycled Water Policy via a comprehensive stakeholder process that included six
generation of the Coachella Valley SNMP, Regional Water Board staff communicated several technical concerns, in particular: stakeholder meetings and three comment periods. Many positive changes to the plan were made as a
a. determination of ambient groundwater quality, direct result of stakeholder input including RWQCB staff input. Fourteen meetings were held with
b. assigning a water quality objective for TDS that was not protective of existing water quality, and RWQCB staff to encourage input and address concerns. We presented the final CVSNMP to the Boards of
c. lack of adequate monitoring or implementation measures to manage all salt loading in the basin on a sustainable basis. the Coachella Valley Water District (CYWD), Desert Water Agency (DWA) and Indio Water Authority
Cathy Sanford - The June 2015 SNMP does not adequately address these concerns, and we advised the Regional Water Board not to approve (IWA) and each board adopted the final plan.
Colorado River 3.1.5 Water or accept the SNMP until staff's technical concerns were satisfactorily addressed.
46 | 9/28/2018 Basin Regional Quality 3-18 The Coachella Valley SNMP is incomplete and does not fully comply with the Recycled Water Policy (Resolution 2013-0003). The CVSNMP accurately characterizes the water quality of the Coachella Valley Groundwater Basin,
Board Regional Water Board staff encourages recovering the SNMP Issues Group to address the inadequacies of the SNMP as includes all the required elements applicable to local existing and planned recycled water use projects,
development of an adequate SNMP for the Coachella Valley will supplement the IRWM/SWR Plan as stated, and will address and identifies Management Strategies and recommends a Monitoring Plan that protects groundwater
many of staff's concerns regarding protection of water quality in the Coachella Valley Groundwater Basin. beneficial uses and supports future recycled water use needed to provide a sustainable groundwater
supply for the Coachella Valley.
The text will be modified to read:
"TDS concentrations in the groundwater basin need to be managed properly to prevent long-term
degradation of groundwater quality in the basin. Potential options to manage TDS concentrations may
have high costs; however, in accordance with the Recycled Water Policy, the agencies submitted a Salt
and Nutrient Management Plan to the RWQCB to address this constituent throughout the Coachella
Valley (MWH 2015).
[The SNMP was completed in June 2015, provides guidance for basin-wide management of salts and nutrients, and ...]
The Coachella Valley SNMP cannot provide guidance for basin-wide management of salts and nutrients as it does not propose |The Coachella Valley Salt and Nutrient Management Plan (CVSNMP), completed in exact accordance with
Cathy Sanford - sufficient verification monitoring or implementation measures to adequately quantify or manage salt and nutrient loading in  |the State’s Recycled Water Policy., i.dentifies Management Strategies and recommends a Monitorir_mg Plan
Colorado River | 8.4.4 Improve the Coachella Valley Groundwater Basin from all identified sources, on a long-term, sustainable basis. that protects groundwater beneficial uses and supports future recycled water use needed to provide a
47 | 9/28/2018 8-30 Imported water from the Colorado River has introduced nearly a ton of salts (TDS) per acre foot of recharge volume into the  [sustainable groundwater supply for the Coachella Valley. The agencies are implementing this monitoring

Basin Regional
Board

Water Quality

groundwater basin, however omitted from the SNMP and from this IRWM/SWR Plan are measures to manage long-term salt
loading from this significant sources of salt to the Coachella Valley.

plan.

The document will be updated to read: "The SNMP was completed in June 2015, and the implementing
agencies are currently in the process of addressing comments from the Regional Water Quality Control
Board for a plan that will provide guidance for basin-wide management of salts and nutrients."
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[SNMP actions and efforts are included in the Alternative Groundwater Sustainability Plans (GSPs) as part of the Sustainable
Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) context and compliance.]
The Coachella Valley Salt and Nutrient Management Plan (CVSNMP), completed in exact accordance with
Cathy Sanford - Ticof;i.iial As the Coachella Valley SNMP is neither approved nor complete, it does not qualify as a supplemental document and may not |the State’s Recycled Water Policy, identifies Management Strategies and recommends a Monitoring Plan
; . be considered as context for or in compliance with SGMA, as stated in the IRWM/SWR Plan. that protects groundwater beneficial uses and supports future recycled water use needed to provide a
48 | 9/28/2018 Colc:)rado Bwer Evaluations for 10-30 sustainable groundwater supply for the Coachella Valley. The agencies are implementing this monitoring
Basin Regional the e . . . . . . .
plan. As such, it is critically important that it be included and considered in any basin planning, such as
Board IRWM/SWR the SGMA Alternative GSPs.
Plan
The report will be modified as follows: "When completed and approved, the SNMP actions and efforts
will supplement the Alternative GSPs as part of the SGMA context and compliance.
In Desalinated Water section, second paragraph, first sentece, "by 2025" was removed.
2.2.6 In Desalinated Water section, second paragraph, first sentece, please remove "by 2025".
CvwD Agricultural 2-29 The fourth sentence was changed to "In addition, it was determined that semi-perched brackish
Water Please change the fourth sentence to "In addition, it was determined that semi-perched brackish groundwater will be utilized |groundwater will be utilized instead of agricultural drain water for desalination. The 2010 Coachella
instead of agricultural drain water for desalination. The 2010 Coachella Valley WMP Update indicates that the amount of water|Valley WMP Update indicates that the amount of water recovered through water desalination will range
49 recovered through water desalination will range from 55,000 to 85,000 AFY." from 55,000 to 85,000 AFY."
2.4.2 Water
CVWD Demand 2-51 In the first paragraph, fifth sentence change "desalination of local agricultural drain water" to "desalination of local semi- In the first paragraph, fifth sentence has been changed from "desalination of local agricultural drain
50 perched brackish groundwater". water" to "desalination of local semi-perched brackish groundwater".
6.1.1
CVWD Determining 6-6 In Objective D, change "desalination of agricultural drain water" to "desalination of semi-perched
51 Objectives In Objective D, change "desalination of agricultural drain water" to "desalination of semi-perched brackish groundwater". brackish groundwater".
52 CVwo Table 6-2 6-16 Remove "drain water" and "agricultural drain water" from the table. Just talk about Water Desalination capacity. Comment incorporated and reflected in the report.
8.4.3 Increase . . . . . "
CVWD Water Supply 819 . . . o . o . For the se.ctlon C.VWD Agricultural Drain Water Deszfllnatlon Project, please change to "CVWD .
o For the section CVWD Agricultural Drain Water Desalination Project, please change to "CVWD Desalination Project. The Desalination Project. The Coachella Valley is evaluating the development of up to 85,000 AFY of semi-
53 (Desalination) Coachella Valley is evaluating the development of up to 85,000 AFY of semi-perched brackish groundwater". perched brackish groundwater".
For the section CVWD Agricultural Drain Water Desalination Project, please change to "CVWD
CVWD 8.4.4 Improye 8-28 For the section CVWD Agricultural Drain Water Desalination Project, please change to "CVWD Desalination Project. As Desalination Project. As summarized in the Desalination section above, this project is currently being
Water Quality summarized in the Desalination section above, this project is currently being evaluated by the CYWD, and one of its main evaluated by the CVWD, and one of its main purposes is to treat and reuse semi-perched brackish
54 purposes is to treat and reuse semi-perched brackish groundwater at a quality appropriate for agricultural irrigation". groundwater at a quality appropriate for agricultural irrigation".
In the first paragaph, first sentence, change to "The 2010 Coachella Valley WMP recommends that a
water desalination program be developed, and states that the amount of water recovered through water
10.2.2 Non- In the first paragaph, first sentence, change to "The 2010 Coachella Valley WMP recommends that a water desalination desalination will potentially range from 55,000 to 85,000 AFY. Water would be taken for desalination
CVWD Potable Water 10-24 program be developed, and states that the amount of water recovered through water desalination will potentially range from |from the semi-perched brackish groundwater and would be delivered to the Coachella Canal distribution
Supplies 55,000 to 85,000 AFY. Water would be taken for desalination from the semi-perched brackish groundwater and would be system for non-potable use.
delivered to the Coachella Canal distribution system for non-potable use.
Please delete the sentence "Based on non-potable demand projections as preseneted in CVWD's 2015
Please delete the sentence "Based on non-potable demand projections as preseneted in CVWD's 2015 UWMP, the initial phase |UWMP, the initial phase of the this program will need to be implemented by 2025 to supplement Canal
55 of the this program will need to be implemented by 2025 to supplement Canal water supply." water supply."
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This appendix includes the final Work Plan developed for the Salt and Nutrient
Management Planning Strategy technical study conducted as part of the 2014
Coachella Valley IRWM Plan update process.
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Coachella Basin Salt/Nutrient Management Plan Work Plan

DRAFT

Work Plan for the Coachella Valley
Groundwater Basin’s Salt & Nutrient
Management Plan

BACKGROUND

The State of California adopted the Recycled Water Policy (Policy) that requires Salt and Nutrient
Management Plans (SNMPs) be developed to manage salts, nutrients, and other significant
chemical compounds on a watershed- or basin-wide basis. The Policy specifies that SNMPs be
developed in a cooperative and collaborative manner among water and wastewater agencies and
other salt/nutrient stakeholders. The SNMPs are intended to help streamline permitting of new
recycled water projects while ensuring compliance with water quality objectives and protection of
beneficial uses. For each groundwater basin, a SNMP is to be provided to the Regional Water
Quality Control Board (RWQCB) no later than May 2014. An extension of up to 2 years may be
granted by the RWQCB if the region demonstrates substantial progress by the May 2014 deadline.

In 2011, the Coachella Valley Regional Water Management Group (CVRWMG) began
preliminary discussions about preparing a SNMP for the Coachella Valley. In order to either meet
the May 2014 deadline or show substantial progress in developing its SNMP, the CVRWMG is
working toward consensus on a SNMP strategy and scope of work by early 2013.

The CVRWMG application for Planning Grant Funding included budget for initial scoping of the
salt and nutrient planning to augment the Integrated Regional Watershed Management (IRWM)
plan for the Coachella Valley. The grant was awarded, and the consulting team of RMC Water
and Environment and Integrated Planning and Management, Inc. were contracted to initiate the
scoping.

To date, three public workshops have been held on August 22, 2012, September 26, 2012, and
November 28, 2012 with good interaction between stakeholders interested in the SNMP. Based
on the direction from the CVRWMG, interests, comments and concerns of the stakeholders, and
input from the Colorado River Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), the consulting
team has prepared this Work Plan for preparation of the Coachella Valley Groundwater Basin Salt
and Nutrient Management Plan. Included in this Work Plan is the list of roles and responsibilities
for the entities that will be involved in the development of the SNMP, the scope of work, and a
schedule for work plan implementation.
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ROLES AND RESPONSIBILITIES

The following defines the team structure and roles and responsibilities for completing the SNMP.

Acronyms, Groups, and Roles

CVRWMG (Coachella Valley Regional Water Management Group)

Members:

Roles:

Coachella Valley Water District, Coachella Water Authority, Desert Water
Agency, Indio Water Authority, and Mission Springs Water District

Responsible for maintaining the Stakeholder List and identifying members that
need to be included. Responsible for establishing and overseeing the Technical
Working Group. Will review work product, provide data, manage the Technical
Working Group, manage Stakeholders, make or seek agreement on policy
decisions and direction and ensure integration of the SNMP into the Coachella
Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Plan (IRWMP).

Technical Team

Members:

Roles:

Stakeholders

Members:

Roles:

Technical experts to be determined for each task including, but not limited to,
agencies, their consultants, RWQCB and other key regulatory personnel, and other
organizations as deemed appropriate by the CVRWMG.

Perform technical work related to SNMP development, from collecting data to final
analysis and documentation of the SNMP. This technical work may be conducted
by CVRWMG agency staff, a consultant or other combination that is acceptable to
the stakeholders and approved by the CVRWMG. When decided, the final roles
of the Technical Team members will require further clarification as to who is
performing the work and who will be reviewing and approving the work products.

Open to all public agencies, including the RWQCB, other regulators, Tribes,
environmental organizations, and other interested members of the community.
Note: The current stakeholder list is shown in work plan section.

Provide public input and review major milestone tasks.
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DRAFT WORK PLAN

As part of the development of the Coachella Valley Basin SNMP Work Plan, the current
CVRWMG and Stakeholders explored several of the issues that are likely to be addressed as part
of the SNMP process. One of the challenges identified for this SNMP was the number of issues
and size/scale of the SNMP, especially given the current Basin Plan’s lack of sub-basin distinction.
Therefore, the SNMP process is being developed using a phased approach that it will allow it to be
completed over time in an incremental manner. The following defines the three plan development
phases:

e Phase 1: Initial SNMP Scoping and SNMP Work Plan Development
0 Invite Stakeholders group for scoping early in the process
0 Develop the process, scope, and schedule for SNMP development (i.e. this Work
Plan)
e Phase 2: Initial SNMP development
O Characterize the groundwater basin(s), including estimating the assimilative
capacity of the basin(s)
0 Identify salt / nutrient loadings and trends
Identify any supplemental monitoring needs
0 Identify water management goals and potential strategies, including any potential
basin plan amendments recommendations
0 Conduct anti-degradation process
0 Finalize Phase 2 SNMP, including:
= Develop initial implementation and monitoring plans
= Develop initial SNMP data management, reporting, and audit processes
= Determine CEQA/NEPA compliance needs
* Documentation of SNMP
e Phase 3: Finalize SNMP
0 Conduct any necessary supplemental monitoring
Update salt / nutrient loading and trends (as necessary)
Update water management goals and strategies (as necessary)
Support processing of any recommended Basin Plan Amendments with the
RWQCB
Update anti-degradation process (as necessary)
Finalize Phase 3 SNMP, including:
= Update the implementation and monitoring plans
= Update the SNMP data management, reporting, and audit process
= Develop environmental documentation for any proposed Basin Plan
Amendments
* Documentation of SNMP

@]
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The following Work Plan describes th