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Agenda 

 Welcome and Introductions  

 Upcoming DWR Grant Opportunities  

 Update on Coachella Valley IRWM Planning Studies 

 Update on DAC Outreach and Assistance 

 Next Steps 
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IRWM Funding: 
Proposition 84  
 

 $1 Billion in IRWM 

funding allocated to 11 

“funding areas” 

throughout the State  

 Coachella Valley is in 

the Colorado River 

Funding Area  - a 

highly competitive 

funding area 

 

Colorado River  

Funding Area  

$ in millions 
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Prop 84-Round 2 Grant Opportunity 

 Of $36 million available, Coachella Valley has received  

$5 million in Proposition 84 grants ($4 million in Prop 84-

Round 1) 

 $22 million remaining for the Colorado River Funding Area  

 DWR has announced Prop 84-Round 2 (of 3 total) 

 Approximately $5.24 million available for the Colorado River 

Funding Area in Round 2  

Competitive with Mojave, Imperial, and Anza Borrego Desert 
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Anticipated Round 2 Schedule   
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Task 
2012 2013 

Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar 

Call for New Projects-Online Database (Sept 10-October 19)                                     

CVRWMG Revises Project Selection Process                                      

CVRWMG Review and Analysis of Submitted Projects                                     

Interviews Take Place to Verify Details of Submitted Projects                                      

Planning Partners Review Recommended Project List (Dec 13)                                     
CVRWMG Agency Board Approval of Grant Application 
Submittal                                     

Consultant, LPSs, and RWMG Develop Grant Application                                     

Anticipated Round 2 Application Deadline                                     



Prop 84-Round 2 Details 

 Call for Projects:  OPEN NOW!!! 

Solicits new projects for consideration of Round 2 funding 

Projects must be submitted by October 19th to be considered 

 Grant Reimbursement: Lengthy process 

 Funding match: Minimum 25% 

 Retention: 10% 

 CEQA compliance required 

 Labor compliance program required (for applicable projects) 

 Selected project sponsors will be responsible for 

contributing funds required to produce the grant application  
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Project Selection Process 

1. Sponsors submit projects to online project database by 

October 19th at IRWM website, www.cvrwmg.org  

2. All projects reviewed and ranked in accordance with 

Project Selection Criteria in IRWM Plan 

3. Suite of projects and funding amounts recommended by 

the CVRWMG to the Planning Partners 

 Planning Partners discussion on December 13th 

4. CVRWMG and project proponents work on grant 

application, then final suite of projects submitted to DWR 

in March 2013 
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Project Submittal Process 

Submitting Projects 

www.cvrwmg.org 

 Create an account 

 Add/edit projects  

for funding 

consideration 

 Provide project 

description, budget, 

and feasibility 

9 



Project Selection Criteria 
Component Criterion Scoring Procedure1 Points Assigned Weighting Subtotal 

1. Principles of IRWM 

Planning 

A. Addresses Multiple IRWM 

Plan Objectives 

Score based on # of 

objectives addressed 

4+ objectives = 20 pts 

3 objectives = 15 pts 

2 objectives = 10 pts 

1 objective = 5 pts 

11% 

70 

B. Integrates Multiple Resource 

Management Strategies 

Score based on # of 

strategies employed 

8+ strategies = 20 pts 

6-7 strategies = 15 pts 

4-5 strategies = 10 pts 

2-3 strategies = 5 pts 

11% 

C. Addresses a Statewide 

Priority 

Score is based on  

Yes/No response 

Yes = 10 pts 

No = 0 pts 
6% 

D. Linked to Other Projects 
Score is based on 

Yes/No response 

Yes = 10 pts 

No = 0 pts 
6% 

E. Involves More than One 

Partner 

Score is based on 

Yes/No response 

Yes = 10 pts 

No = 0 pts 
6% 

2. Priorities of the 

Coachella Valley 

A. Optimizes Water Supply 

Reliability 

Score is based on 

Yes/No response 

Yes = 20 pts 

No = 0 pts 
11% 

100 

B. Protects or Improves Water 

Quality 

Score is based on 

Yes/No response 

Yes = 20 pts 

No = 0 pts 
11% 

C. Manages Flood Risks 
Score is based on 

Yes/No response 

Yes = 20 pts 

No = 0 pts 
11% 

D. Optimizes Conjunctive Use 

of Surface and Groundwater 

Supplies 

Score is based on 

Yes/No response 

Yes = 20 pts 

No = 0 pts 
11% 

E. Directly Benefits 

Disadvantaged Communities 

Score is based on 

Yes/No response 

Yes = 20 pts 

No = 0 pts 
11% 

3. Project Feasibility A. Identified in Existing Plan 
Score is based on 

Yes/No response 

Yes = 10 pts 

No = 0 pts 
6% 10 

Total 180 
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The Ideal IRWM Project 

 An integrated, multi-benefit water management  projects that 

achieves one or more of IRWM objectives, and addresses 

priorities of the Coachella Valley: 

1. Optimizes Water Supply Reliability 

2. Protects or Improves Water Quality 

3. Manages Flood Risks 

4. Optimizes Conjunctive Use of Surface and Groundwater Supplies 

5. Directly Benefits Disadvantaged Communities 
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The Ideal IRWM Project 

 Regional Water Conservation Program 

Regional partnership involving five agencies 

Provides considerable water supply savings 

across the Valley 

Benefits disadvantaged communities 
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The Ideal IRWM Project 

 Groundwater Quality Protection Program – Desert Hot 

Springs 

Septic-to-sewer conversion project that extends the municipal 

sewer system to eliminate the need for on-site septic systems 

Shovel-ready with CEQA completed and matching funds secured 

Benefits disadvantaged communities located in Desert Hot 

Springs 

Protects local groundwater by removing a potential source of 

pollutants 
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Prop 1E-Round 2 Grant Opportunity 

 Proposition 1E Grant Program 

Stormwater flood management funding 

Projects must included in an IRWM plan database to be eligible for 

consideration 

Round 2 offers $92 million in statewide competition. This is 

second and last round of Prop 1E funding from DWR. 

Projects be submitted individually, not as part of an IRWM grant 

application 

 Submit to database at IRWM website, www.cvrwmg.org  

 Anticipated application deadline:  December 2012 
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Any questions about how you submit a 

project for grant funding? 
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Salt and Nutrient Management 

 Purpose: To manage salts and nutrients in groundwater supplies; 

to help streamline permitting for recycled water projects 

 First workgroup convened on  

August 22nd 1:00-3:00 pm  

to discuss scope and data needs 
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Salt and Nutrient Management 

Progress to Date 

 General approach is to try to keep to a streamlined effort 

 Continuing to reach out to additional stakeholders 

 Met with RWQCB to get their perspective on SNMP approach 

 First Workshop: 

Discussed specific concerns and questions  

stakeholders want to address as part of the SNMP 

Reviewed SNMP process and water planning in  

Coachella Valley 

Discussed draft approach to SNMP 
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Salt and Nutrient Management 

Next Steps 

 Workshop No. 2: September 26 

 Workshop No. 3: October 24 

 Develop SNMP Workplan 

 Identify specific areas of concern to address 

Consider model options  

 Identify existing data  

 Identify potential data gaps that SNMP may 

need to address 

Further refine workplan via stakeholder input 
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Groundwater Quality Evaluation 

 Purpose: To assess groundwater quality issues in and around 

DAC areas throughout the Valley 

 First DAC workshop was held today!   

September 13th 10:00 am-12:00 pm  

before Planning Partners  

meeting 
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DAC Groundwater Quality Evaluation -

Work Flow Diagram 

Collect & Evaluate Data 

Identify  Areas of 

Concern 

Identify Groundwater Quality 

& COCs in Areas of Concern 

Collect existing 

monitoring plans 

Recommend specific 

studies to address data 

gaps 

Identify & evaluate 

projects to restore 

drinking water quality 

IRWM Projects to directly 

address DAC  needs 

Identify and prioritize 

data gaps 



Coachella Valley Groundwater Basins 
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DAC Areas of Concern 
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List of Data Requested 

 Groundwater Quantity Data 

 Groundwater elevations 

 DAC and/or municipal supply well locations 

 Well construction details (specifically screened depths) 

  Groundwater Quality Data 

 Water quality/monitoring data 

 Information to establish the water-bearing zone that correlates with the water quality data 

 Geostatistical analyses 

 Plume delineations (natural and man‐induced plumes), including depths 

 Information regarding existing groundwater treatment systems 

  Monitoring 

 Monitoring programs 

 Location and screened depths of wells being monitored 

 Water quality sampling and analysis parameters 

 Frequency of sampling/data evaluation 

 Reporting methodologies 

  Other Information 

 Location of septic systems 

 Groundwater Management Plans 

 Groundwater-specific studies 
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Example: GAMA Data 
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Example: USGS Groundwater Quality 

Study 

Source: Ground-Water 

Quality Data in the 

Coachella Valley 

Study Unit, 2007: 

Results from the 

California GAMA 

Program 
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Constituents Analyzed 

 Dissolved oxygen 

 pH 

 Alkalinity 

 Turbidity 

 Volatile Organic Compounds 

 Polar pesticides & degredates 

 Pesticides & degredates 

 Pharmaceutical compounds 

 Dissolved Organic carbon 

 Wastewater indicator compounds 

 Perchlorate 

 1,2,3-trichloropropane 

 Nutrients 

 Major and minor ions and trace 
elements 

 Arsenic, chromium and iron 

 Hydrogen & oxygen isotopes 

 Carbon & Carbon14 isotopes 

 Uranium isotopes 

 Radioactivity 

 Noble gases 

 Bacterial indicators 

 Viral indicators 
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DAC Groundwater Quality Evaluation 

 For any questions, or to provide groundwater quality data,  

please contact: 

 

Leslie Dumas, RMC Water and Environment 

ldumas@rmcwater.com  

(925) 627-4100 
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Integrated Flood Management 

 Purpose: To develop multi-benefit flood control projects that also 

enhance water quality, habitat, and recharge 

 On hold – waiting for the State’s Flood Futures Report  
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DAC Outreach Program 

Program goals include: 

 Expand upon previous DAC outreach to target individuals 

and groups representing DAC issues 

 Engage members of DAC community in order to frame and 

articulate water management issues facing DACs 
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DAC Outreach Program 

Current Efforts 

 Work plan completed and accepted by DWR 

 Completing outreach to stakeholders and interested 

organizations, all information compiled in a database 

 Have begun DAC-focused mapping and characterization -  

currently seeking 501(c)3 organizations to assist in the process 

 First (of five) DAC Workshop held today! 

 Beginning flood mapping process 

 Reaching out to DACs to provide project support for Prop 84-

Round 2 Implementation Grant Funding  
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DAC Outreach Program 
Timeline 2012-2013 

Outreach Plan 

Meetings/Workshops 

DAC Mapping 

Project Development 

Prj Planning/Engineering  

DAC IRWM Plan Element 

Model Program Preparation 

2012 2013 Tasks  

Admin. Draft  Draft  Final Model  Final 

Draft Element Public Review Final Element  
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Next Steps 

 Call for Projects for Prop 84-Round 2 – Submit to online 

database through October 19th  

                      www.cvrwmg.org/projects 

 Next Planning Partners Meeting – December 13th  

 

 

 

32 



Thank you for participating! 

 

 
www.cvrwmg.org 
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