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RESOLUTION NO. 5429

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
CARPINTERIA, CALIFORNIA, AUTHORIZING SUBMITTAL OF AN

APPLICATION TO THE DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES FOR
STORM WATER FLOOD MANAGEMENT GRANT FUNDING.

WHEREAS, the City of Carpinteria is committed to improving water quality
through implementation of local storm water and water quality projects; and

WHEREAS, the California Department of Water Resources is accepting
applications for the Stormwater Flood Management Grant Funding Program pursuant to
the Disaster Preparedness and Flood Prevention Bond Act of 2006 (Public Resources
Code Section 5096.800 ef seq); and

WHEREAS, the City of Carpinteria is authorized to enter into an agreement with
the California Department of Water Resources to receive grant funding for the Ash
Avenue lmprovements Project;

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CARPINTERIA
HEREBY RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION '1. The application be made to the California Department of Water
Resources to obtain Stormwater Flood Management grant funding pursuant to the
Disaster Preparedness and Flood Prevention Bond Act of 2006 (Public Resources Code
Section 5096.800 ef seq), and enter into an agreement to receive a grant for the Ash
Aven ue lmprovements Project.

SECTION 2. The Public Works Director or their designee is hereby authorized
and directed to prepare the necessary data, conduct investigation, to file such
application, and execute a grant agreement with the California Department of Water
Resources.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 28th day of January 201s, by the
following called vote:

COUNCILMEMBER: CLARK, NOMURA, CARTY

COUNCILMEMBER. NONE

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

COUNCILMEMBER

COUNC I LMEMBER :

NONE

SHAW, STEIN



ATTEST:

I hereby cerlify that the foregoing resolution was duly and regularly introduced and
adopteá at a regular meeting otlne City Council of tñe City of Carpinteria held the 28th

day of January 2013.

d^i^ Ço¡",¡,lc-
íty Glerk, City of Garpinteria

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

City Attorney
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Meeting Minutes R
SB IRWMP 2013 update: Gooperating Partners and Steering
Committee Meeting
Subject: CP and Steering Committee Meeting
Prepared For: SB IRWMP - Cooperating Partners/Steering Committee

Prepared By: Kathy Caldwell, RMC Water and Environment

Date/Time: June 27,2012 at 2:30pm - 4:30pm
Location: CCWA
Attendees: Bruce Mowry, Julie Fallon, Susan Segovia, Lisa Long, Cynthia Allen, Bret Stewart, Matt
Naftaly, Tom Fayram, Martin Wilder, Brooke Welch, Chris Rich, Drew Dudley, David Brummond, David
Chang, Rose Hess, Sherman Hansen, Teresa Lancy.

1. Purpose of Meeting
. Present the IRWM Plan 2013 components and the importance of IRWM Planning. Review the organizational distribution for the IRWM plan
. Present workgroups updates and review responsibilities of the committee. Discuss issues, objectives and targets
. Asses project integration and development
. Explain Project Selection Process
. Present timeline and agree on next steps

2. Discussion Summary
Below is a summary of the items discussed during the CP and Steering Committee Meeting:

A. lntroduction: As the meeting started, attendees introduced themselves to the group.

B. Approve May Meeting Notes: The notes of the last May meeting were approved by the
committee without any changes.

C. Proceedings: Kathy Caldwell initiated the meeting with the presentation of the key
components of the IRWM Plan 2013:

. Stakeholder involvement and coordination

. Objectives and targets

. Data management

. Project review and prioritization process

. Salt and nutrient planning (Santa Maria Valley Groundwater Basin)

. South Coast recycled water planning

She also mentioned other components that are an important part of the plan, such as:. lmpacts and benefits, plan performance and monitoring
. Finance and technical analysis
. Governance and regional description
. Relation to land use planning
. Climate change
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SB IRWMP 2013 Update: Gooperating Partners and CP Steering
Committee Meeting

Meeting Minutes

Ms. Caldwell went on highlighting the importance of the IRWM Planning for the Santa Barbara
Region. Among the multiple benefits the county has received, she underlined the grant funding
obtained, the growth of the regional database, and the increase and improvement of
collaboration and communication between the jurisdictions involved, among others.

Next, she went on to explain the organizational structure of the IRWM Plan project. The
Steering Committee members are volunteers who are representatives of the Cooperating
Partners. The Steering Committee will work together with consultants, the County Water
Agency, and the different workgroups to develop the final IRWM Plan Update.

Stakeholder outreach was discussed next. At this point, Bret Stewart and Matt Naftaly from the
County Water Agency gave a brief update of the activities done to meet the stakeholders'
outreach goals. They said that since August 201 1, presentations and individual meetings with
members of agricultural community have been made. They are also working with San Luis
Obispo and Ventura County on outreach and coordination.

Ms. Caldwell then presented to the group the upcoming grant funding opportunities and
continued with the technical workgroups updates. At this point, the different workgroups
summarized about the activities that are currently underway.

. The Climate Change Workgroup is at this time working on the vulnerabilities of the
region and willthen prioritize them. The next step will include the identification of the
vulnerability strategies.

. The Salt and Nutrient Workgroup is currently working with the agencies that provided
study records from 1992 to assess the Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLS) for salt and
nutrients.

. The South Coast Recycled Water Workgroup is focusing on compiling the data.

Next, the discussion turned to the review of the issues, objectives, and targets established
during the Objectives, Targets, and Project Selection Workgroup meeting. Ms. Caldwell
emphasized that the targets need to be achievable and implementable. She also clarified that
the targets could be quantitative or qualitative, depending on the specific objective. The
following are the changes the group made to the targets:

. Under the target title: "lncrease groundwater supplies" the group changed the target by
2035 as follows: "lncrease groundwater suppltes yield by 2,500 AFY".

. Under the target title: "Habitat conservation" the group added the verb protect, as
follows: "Conserve, preserve, restore and protect 30 miles of stream in 20 years".

. Under the target title: "Water and wastewater infrastructure improvements and repairs"
the group changed the target by 2035 as follows: "inercase lmplement reliability
improvement to 15% 30% of customers within water and wastewater agency service
areas by 2035".

After reviewing and agreeing on the issues, objectives, and targets, Ms. Caldwell continued with
the presentation of the approach for the Project prioritization for Plan, which is defined below:

. First, the selection process begins with a Project Screening by the consultants for
whether the project accomplishes an objective, whether it is water related, and whether it
has a disproportionately negative impact on a DAC.

. Secondly, the consultants will score all projects using data entered by project
proponents into the data base (OPTI). The criteria will likely be:

- Multiple objectives
- Multiple benefits
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SB IRWMP 2013 Update: Cooperating Partners and CP Steering
Committee Meeting

Meeting Minutes

- Resource management strategies.
- Linked to other project
- Benefits DACs/Tribes

Projects that meet the criteria, will be further reviewed by members of the Objectives, Targets,
Projects (OTP Workgroup) to assure accuracy of the project proponents scoring and the
consultants scoring. The Steering Committee will have an opportunity to review the scoring.
Both the Steering Committee and the OTP workgroup will have a chance to request a
reconsideration of project scoring prior to a public meeting on the project scoring and
prioritization.

Project proponents will have the opportunity to make a presentation about their project to the
OTP workgroup at a future meeting. The selected project should tell a part of the region's story.

The group agreed upon the strategy proposed by Ms. Caldwell.

Ms. Caldwell continued the meeting calling for the submission of projects through IRWM project
database named OPTI. She encouraged the proponents to start using the database and gave
them a handout with concise instructions of how to register and use the OPTI database.

D. Public comments: There were no public comments at the end of the meeting.

E. Next steps:
. Submit project info into IRWM Database (OPTI)
. Provide additional project information to workgroup, if requested.
. Project selection process
. Attend public workshops
. Review of draft IRWM Plan 2013
. Review of final IRWM Plan 2013
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Prop 84 Implementation Grart, Round 2
Project Selection Process

Kick-Off Meetirg

À,Io uember 28, 2012

Water and the Enuironment



Ag.nda

Ad Hoc Committee

The Region's IRWM Accomplishments

Keep in Mind

Lessons Learned

Chartering

Process

1st Meeting

2nd Meeting

3'd Meeting



I /hat Santa Barbarahas Accomplished

$28.5 million+ to Region

IRWM Plan -2007
Prop 50 Grant - $ZS M

RAP Process

Biennial Review and
Project Selection Process

-2010
Prop 84 Grants
($S56,000) and
lmplementation



-Tl @c!
-) 

/s
o- \-, J

-=CO +ì

-¡(D
g)

o)
-¡
CD(o
õ'

-)CN

ÈtrF
= 

-r^ì 
-?c =oCn=-r

f+ l\-r, a@or9 N)(DCDO
ìs

-€ ?G)õ 8r-.+8 õ*

cl)=7c)
E.q F3

-, 
\rã'o) o-c

+E E åq(o q 
='¿ñd(D

=t+
õ-



Lessons Learned - Round 1,

Last process was too costly and time intensive

St¡ck to the schedule

Conduct initial benefit:cost analysis BEFORE selecting

Meet with sponsors to screen projects

Assume project is "not-ready" until proverì "ready"

Require all information at meeting - no exceptions

Set sponsor expectations (grant ap info and project follow-thru)

Resolution required to certify matching funds obligated



Charteritg

Decision-Making

Levels of Consensus

Considerations for Voting

Rules and Consensus

Operating Guidelines

Agree on Vision, Goals,

Objectives

Discuss Committee and

ind ividual responsibilities

ldentify critical success factors

Problem? Let's discuss

internally

RMG



Ahead of Time

Agency/org anization asked to submit top

Must be on list of 114 eligible projects

Ready-to-go by Sept 30 ,2013

Rank projects per criteria used in project

Plan 2013

Draw line at natural break point to get top 40

Distribute to Ad Hoc Committee

1 or 2 projects

"pri oritization" for

projects



Criteria

Achieves multiple regional

objectives

Achieves multiple benefits

Multiple strategies

Status of design

High percent of matching

fu nds

Matching funds are

committed

Matching funds are

identified

Benefits a DAC

Integration between

m u lti ple org anizatio ns
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1-'t Meeting

Chartering: Decision-Making and Operating Guldelines

Agree on Process

Agency/organization submits top 1 or 2"ready-to-go" projects

Score projects based on Plan 2013 criteria

Select top tier (40) projects

Narrow down list to 10 - 14 projects

Answer key questions:

Are we ready to field a HIGHLY competitive application?

What agency leads grant application?

What agency is lead agency for administration of grant?

I nterview Project Proponents

Select final projects



2nd Meeting

Approaches to Selecting top 10 - 14 Projects
Ready-to-go analysis (status of design, matching funds committed, etc.)

Compare agency "top picks" to 40 projects and reduce number of projects

Have separate list of DAC projects (score of above 3) and make sure top ones are
on list

Consider geography - 3 sub-regions

Review list of objectives to make sure key objectives met

Review RMC "straw marì" list of Dream Team

Answer Key Questions
Vote on whether to proceed with Round 2

ldentify agency lorganization to manage Rou nd 2 Grant Application

What entity will be Lead Agency, if successful

Agree on questions for the Project Assessment Form and (1 week) send out

Plan 3'd Meeting (interviews of project proponents)



3'd Meeting

Send out Project Assessment Form

Ad Hoc Committee reviews Project Assessment Forms and

scoring PRIOR to meeting

I nterview Project Proponents

Select projects for Round 2
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Odds'n Ends

I nter-reg ional coord ination

How much should we ask for?

Appeal process?

Next meetings - in person r 1

12112

Other

-4 pm at CCWA on 1215 and



Contact Information

Køthy Cøldutell - 310.566.6474
k c øl dw ell @ rm cw øt er. c o m

Pl[rr--e
Water and the Enuironment





Santa Barbara
2013 - Ad Hoc

County IRWM Plan
Gommittee

Chartering
November 28,2012

Chartering will guide the Ad Hoc Committee through the process of defining the team. During
the chaftering process, vision, purpose, goals, objectives, team and individual responsibilities,
critical success factors, and operating guidelines will be agreed upon. This collaboration will
increase the chances of our success and the probability of ending up with the high quality,
relevant, and useful planning document.

Vision
The Committee will select projects that are appropriate and highly competitive for the IRWM
grant (as a rule, we will not include O&M type projects) application in order to successfully
secure Prop 84 Implementation grant funding.

Goals
Goals describe the end states yor,r plan to achieve and are outcome oriented. Goals are oulcome
oriented, but often broad enough that they may be somewhal dfficult lo measure. Goals onsu)er
broadly the question of II/HAT your organization hopes to accomplish.

o Identify and utilize a process to select integrated projects for Round 2 that implement the
Plan's objectives and apply lelated Resources Management Strategies (RMS).

Objectives
Ob.iectives break up the goal(s) inlo manageable "chunks" of work thaf can be accomplished
wilhin your Commiltee. Objectives anstver the question of WHAT combination of measurable
results or outcomes v,ill ensure that a goal will be meÍ.

. Agree on the process of selecting projects

. Decide if the region should apply for Round 2 funding based on review of the final l0
projects

. Identify an agency or organization that is willing to manage the process of writing the
Round 2 grant

. Identify an agency that would be willing to serve as grant administrator, if we are
successful in obtaining grant money

. lf appropriate, select a small nunrber of projects to be subrnitted fol'Prop 84 Round 2
funding

PilTC



Ad Hoc Committee and lndividual Responsibilities

Ad Hoc Gommittee Responsibility - The Ad Hoc Committee repofts to the Santa Barbara
County Region IRVYM Cooperating Partners (Cooperating Partners) through the Cooperating
Partners Steering Committee. The Cooperating Partners are represented by the County Water
Agency. The Ad Hoc Committee is responsible for conducting three meetings, overseeing the
fulfillment of individual responsibilities, and meeting Committee goals and objectives.

lndividual Responsibility
¡ Committee member MUST attend all three meetings (11128,12/5, and 12112)
. AgencylorganizaÍ.ion participants - must have clear authority to represent agency or

organizafion, provide expertise and provide required information in a timely manner
(adhering to project deadlines and schedule)

. Committee members will represent the region first and their agency or organization
second.

¡ If a Committee member is displeased with any aspect of the Committee process, it is
hoped that the member will bring the issue before the Committee or ask the facilitator to
address the issue openly with the Committee. The Committee will make a concerted
effort to deal with issues internally.

Length of Time of Gommitment
o Committee responsibilities will take approximately three weeks to complete

Gritical Success Factors
. Regular meeting attendance
. Agency participants have decision-making authority and communicate frequently with

agency boards

Ground Rules
1 Listen as an ally
2. Put the region first, your agency second

3. All perspectives are valued; everyone has an opportunity to participate

4. Focus on new input

5. Be concise

lnternal and External Communications
. General communications (meeting or task related) will be managed by and directed

through RMC (kcaldwel l@rmcwater.com).
o Meetings will be both face-to-face and through electronic media (conference call or Go to

Meeting)
. Document sharing will be through email, the County IRWM website

http://www.countvofsb.orslpwd/pwwater.aspx?id=16852 and a sharepoint (FTP) site
http://sharepoint.rmcwater.com/sb-irwm (additional information will be fofthcoming)



Meeting Protocol
o Meeting agendas will be prepared by Consultant and distributed 24 hours prior to the

meeting
o Meetings will be coordinated by RMC team members

Decision-Making
o Ad Hoc Committee members will be voting members of the Committee.

Consensus and Non-Gonsensus Decisions
o The Committee will strive to achieve consensus whenever possible.
o The Committee will make non-consensus decisions through an open vote. A simple majority

will be sufficient for moving the topic at hand forward.

o Levels of Consensus

L I can say an unqualified "yes" to the decision. I am satisfied that the decision is an
express of wisdom of the group.

2. I fìnd the decision perfectly acceptable. It is the best of the real options that are
available.

3. I can live with the decision. However, I am not especially enthusiastic about it.
4. I do not fully agree with the decision and need to register my view about it. However, I

do not choose to block the decision and will stand aside. I am willing to support the
decision because I trust the wisdom of the group.

5. I do not agree with the decision and request that it be noted that the decision was not
made by consensus.

6. I feel that we have no clear sense of unity in the group. We need to do more work
before consensus can be achieved.

o Considerations for Voting Rules and Consensus
. The Committee should strive to achieve consensus, which is defined as all Committee

members voting at Consensus Levels 1 through 4

. lf Committee members are not in consensus (one or rnore members vote at Consensus
Level 5 or 6), the Committee should continue discussion in an attempt to reach

consensus.

o The Consultant willbe responsible for deciding when the group is at all impasse, and will
call for a vote attha| point.

. The Committee will make non-consensus decisions by vote. A simple majority will be
sufficient for moving the topic at hand forward.
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Projecr

Nuñber
PrcJeÉ Nañe

Mulr¡oþ MultiDlè
obleclvs' u.netir 

RMsr'

fota

a2
El Eslero Advanced Secondory Tre¿tment a¡d lmprovemenl

Prolecl/ C ty of Sàntã B¿rbar¿ (Co-sponsor: C[V of 5añta
a..H-..\ / Ti^.^.- r --^,

5 5 4 4 3 3A

109

lrrgãtion Systcm lmprovcments and BMPs on Orch¿rds n

S¿nt¿ Bãrbåra County (Co-sponsors: Polentiãl P¿dners

rnc ude the South Coast Waler Drstricl, Avocãdo

Comm ssion, N¿tu¡al Resources Conseruatron Service, ãnd

UC Cooperation Extensron)/ C¿chuma Resource

Consetoàtion Distrct/ Anne Coãtes

5 5 2 5 3 5 l8

26
Recycled Water Enhãncement Projecl/C'ty oi Sanlå B¿rbarå

lco-soonsor: Feal the ocean)/Rebeccê Eiork
5 5 3 5 l 3 2

I

Livcsrock & L¡nd/ Cachumâ Rcsourcc Conscru¡tìnn
Drst.rcl [Co-sponsor] SoL th Coest Habrt¡l l{cstoråtron, UC

Cuopemrrv! Extcnsron [puteDtiâl), Nâturål Resouree

Conscrv¿lron Scwrccs)/ Annc CoÂtcs

5 3 4 3 5 3 3 l5

83
)hÐse 3 Recycled Wåter System Expànsron/ C ty of Santã

ìãrb.ral Tharesã Land
5 3 1 5 5 1 l 3 l5

68
Tw tchc I Reservo r Sed menlaùon Manãgement/ Crty of

5 l 2 3 5 1 4 34

86
El E5tero Swa e Restoratron Project/ Ctv ofSanta Barb¿r¿/

4 5 5 l 2 5 1 l 1

172
:orona Del Mar Wate¡ Treatment Plant Båckwàsh Basrn

mprovemcnt Prorcct/ Goleta W¿tcr D srict/ Chrs Rrch 3 3 5 1 l 1 33

z0
Jew R ver Wclls & Watêr Trc¿tment Plånt Projact/citV of
iolvãns/Mãti Vãn dPr Lñdèn

3 3 5 5 1 1 32

27
¿s Positas V¿lley Restoratron/Citv ofS¿nt¿ 8ãrbar¿/

5 5 1 4 3 1 5 1 12

50
,WMP PrDgrãm lmplemcnt¿tron/ CIV of 8!cl ton / Rose

5 5 3 5 2 5 l 1 32

z1

,elf -Regeneranng Wåter Softe¡er (5RWS)

lebãte/Replacement Program / Crty of Solvanß (Co'

ponsoß Santa Ynez Communlly Services Drstnct; Sa¡tà

'nez Rrver Wàter Consetoâïon Distr clj Sant¡ Ynez River

Vater Conseryàt on Drslíc1 - lDå1, C ty of Buellton; County

rf Sûnta B¡rbara) / M¿ft vån dcr Lrndcn

5 1 3 5 3 I 5 31

32
lorm W¿ter Treatment Relroiii Project/ CûV of 5¿nta
trrh¡.r/ a>ñÞrôñ aoñ<nn

5 5 2 5 1 1

36

Low lncome Residenllãl W¿ter Audìt ând lmprovement

ProErãmlsãntã 8¿rb¿r¿ County W¿ter ABency (Co{ponso.s

Coñm!n ty Aclon Comm ssron, CarprnleilÐ V¿ ley Water

District, CrtV of S¿ntå Manå, Go et¿ W¿ter Drslnct, ând

V¿ndenberB Vrllãge Comm!ñrty Serv ces D slflct)/ Ra¡dy

2 5 3 3 3 5 31

84
AMI P lor Project/ C ty of Santa Bãrbar¿/ Thercsa Lancy

4 3 4 l 5 3 ll

SB IRWM: Reprioritized Projects líL/2712072)
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92

:orohà Del MarwaÞrTreatmañt Pl¿ñt Sludge DrvìnE géds

,rolect/ 6oleb WâÞr 0lsicv chr¡s Rlch

4 3 4 3 1 3 1 31

93

;olel¿ Water District-Cit! ofSãnta B¡rbara lnterconned
,rojecl Golet¡ Water Dllrlct(Co-spoñsori c¡ty ofSanb
Isrbarål/chr¡s Rich f 4 A 3 l 3 2 t1

97

'åjin8u¿s C.eek sleelhead Recovêry/ south coast Habital
lestorat¡on {Co-spoMr: Landowner, Cachuñå Resource

:onseN¿t¡on Distr¡ct, Potentiâl pâfrneß includei N¿luràl

leþurce ConseNalion Seru¡ce, Depadmenl of Flsh and

4 3 5 2 3 3 1 2 31

t02

ilenn Anne Dam and Reseruoar for Emeßèncls,

4 5 4 1 1 3 1 4 31)perât¡on ðnd Mà¡nÞnañce Board/ Meg¿n Emami

t+

lecVcled W¿ter Plpel¡ne Extension/Retrofìt ãt Rancho Maria

;ollCou6e/ Þgunâ county sânitàtlon Þistricì/ Martin
Vildèr 2 4 A 3 1 2 ¡0

3S

Vâþrrhed lnvãsive Plånt Rehoval Pro8ram/c¡¡y ofsånta
lãrbarè/ Cârcron Benson

3 3 5 3 1 1 1 29

ower M¡ssion Creek Flood Control & Restoråtion Prcj€d-
ieqch 18/5¿nta Barbàra co!nry FloÖd conûol &Wâter
:onsflation Þlstrld (Co-sponson Clty ofsèntå B¿rbàÊ,

rrmy corps of Ent¡neeß)/ Jon F¡ye

3 4 2 4 3 1 1 a

79

ower Misslon Creek F¡ood control & Reslorãt¡on Projed-
ieach 14, Phase 2/ slnÞ g¿rbara counlv Flood control &
Veter Conseilåtion Distrlct (Co-sponsoil Cltv ofSàntå
iarbara, ArñV corps of En8iheeE)/ roñ Frye

3 2 5 f 5 1 1 3 E

a1

!orthview Roåd Sewer Extension/ CityofSåñb Bârbâra {Co-

;ponsori Heal the ocean, countv otSãôtå Bã.båÊ EHs)/

ìebecca Bjork 4 4 2 t 3 3 29

88

ìecycled WãÌer Pump UpBrades PrcJecl;/ Goletã Water
listr¡ct/ Chrls Rlch

3 2 4 4 5 3 5 1 1 I 29

103

.ower Reach A¡r Våc Valve/ElowoffVelve Rep¡acement
)rojed/Cachuro Opeñtlon and MalntenaÉê 86rd/
Vletan Emãnl 1 5 3 1 z 4 a

På8e 2 of 11
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108

:ish Pasrãg€ lmprovement on Cross¡ñg3, qullo Creek/
:achurña OÞeÉtid àûd MairÈeEnæ Soard/Tìfrothy H.

lobinren 1 I 5 4 1 3 5 8

31 1 5 2 5 5 1 27

I 3 2 3 5

s3 1 1 1

¡,1ãter lnf¡ltrèUon Easlns/ elvofSãnlE ìràrla/ LiÉ LonB

5 4 3 z 0 3 ) ¿?

ao+ 2 z 4 1 I 2 s

2A 5 1 4 7 1 e6

55 A 3 2 1 1 26

E7

:åsl Viâ Rsl Stqrmwaterfrætñerl Plãnt/ CitV of
:argi¡teria/ Er¡t Mak€r

3 5 2 2 5 1 26

91 3 2 4 1 ß

98 4 5 3 2 l 26



' Pro¡ed Name
Number

*"0'::i:f:i"t" sÈtorord*rrn 
Hrthædrenmchrnt

- åg€ncyåfticip¡bd

Coâst Slee head Recovery/ South Co¿sl Habhãt

Rcstore0o¡ (co-sponsor: Landownors, cahfornrê coàstàl

Reh¿bìlitauon Prolect/Cjty of Solvãng / Matl V¿n

Tunnel Ro¿d Sewer Main Extension/County of s¿nl¿ Bârb¿ra

Public Works Depãtment/Mårtin Wrlder

Recyc ed Water Pipellne Exlensioñ to Wãller CountV P:rk
Areã/ Lãgun¿ co!nty s¿nitation Dislnct/ Mad n Wrlder

Mrd-Arroyo BJrro Resrordúon ProJed/Crty of 5ånta Bè.b¿r¿/

Andree cl¿rk Eird RefuBe Wåter Quallty and H¡bilat

Enh¿ncement ProjecÌ/ Crty of Sãntâ 8¿rbãr¿/ cåmeron

Ben9on

Las Vegas - San Pedro Creeks cãpacity lmprovement Project

- Ph¿se 2/ Sanlã Bãrbârå cou¡ty Flood Conrol & w¿ter

serv¿tjon Drstnct {Co-sponsorsr City of Golet¿, Clty ol

Sãnt¿ B¿.b¿ra, Jiron Pàcúic Rà.lroãd)/ Jor Erye

Br¿emêr Areà Scwer Extcnsion Projecl/ Crty ol Sente

Barbarê/ Thercsa Lenry

Pump Arc Flèsh lmprovcments/ Golel¿

SB IRWM: Reprioritized Projects lILlz7lzoLzl
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Proiect- . Proied Nãme
Number

Multlole MuldDle

ob¡edlv6' ¡"nir
Fund¡hq inforñetìon HIth ærent màlchlnt

pìovt¿e¿ sÞtu9o[detlgn funds from vou'
' ð8€ncy¡nti.ipehd

M¡lch¡n8tundt Mrtçt¡ntfund rourcee 8€netlÈ to oAG or lDt€gEtion b.lw€€n
@hmlftd identltled lrlbalcommun¡ty multlpl€ ocenlzetlont

Tobl

1-5 s@le 1-r sb 1-S s6le 1{S@le" 1-5 Sêle No{01 orYes l1l 1.S Salê 1-5 Sqle

11

Los OIvos W¿stewãter Col]ectron ¿nd Tre¿lment

Facrlty/County of 5åntå B¿rbarã Publc Hcalth DepaÊment
(Co-sponsor: County of Sãntã Barbara Public Works

Depèdment)/Dãv d Br!ñmond
5 1 3 l l 23

;ludge Dryrng Beds lmprovements/L¿gun¡ County 5à¡itailor
)rsrrcvMaû n W ldcr

1 2 2 3 5 23

22

:overed 5oIds F¿ndllng Area Structur€ at WWTP /City of

iolvang (Co{ponsor 5ênt¿ Yne¿ Communrtv 5eñrces

DisÍ ctl/Mêt V¿n der LrndPn 2 2 2 3 5 1 z3

Rcservo r 1 Roof Replãcemc¡t/ Crly of Solvânt/Matt Vãn de'

Lrnden

2 2 3 2

25

Ncw Rcscruo r 4 lo Replace Ciçterns/Crty of Solvang/Mett

l 3 l 5 1 23

75

Lower M ssion Crcek F ood Co¡tol & Restoraùon Prolcct -
Reach 28, Phase 2/ Sanla B¿rb¿rà Counry F ood Control &
Wãtcr Conscrvãl oñ Distr ct (Co spo¡sor C ty of Sanla
Bårbàrå)/ Jon Frye

2 2 l 1 3 z3

7(r

ower M ssron Creek F ood Confol & Restorà!on Prolect

ìeàch 2A/ 5¿nlå B¿rb¿ra Countv Flood Control & W¿ter

:onserua¡on D stflct (Co5ponsor Ctry of S¿nr¡ Bãrbã¡¿,
\rmy Corps of Ensrnecrç)/ ion Fryc

) 3 1 3 23

99

lpper Reàch Second Barrel from Glen Anne Turnout to
:orona Del M¿r W¿ter Treàtment Pl¿nt/ Cachum¿ Operat or

rnd Mà nten.nce Board/ Megån Emam 2 z 3 5 0 0 0 23

ñater|ne from AIsal Ro¿d to WWTP/C]tV of Solv¿nB (Co,

;ponsor Sêñt¿ Ynez CoñmunrtV Servrces Drstr ct)/ Matt Van

2 I 5 5 1 1 zz

13

EÀsl S dc WaslcwaterTreåtment Plånt/ L¿guna County
S¿¡ tãtron Distr ct (Co-sponsor: County of Sãnta 8àrbâra

PubIc Heâ1th DeÞ¿dmenl)/ lúadrn W lder 5 1 3 1 0 2 22

18

lackup Gencrator System/ Lagune County 5anûaton
)istnct/ Mãrtin Wilder

2 z 3 5 22
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30

Vllssion Creek Lagoon/b8unå creek RestoÊt¡on and

Vlanagement Pfojecì,/ Clty ofSenÞ B¿rbarè/ Cameron
3 3 4 2 1 1 1 Ð

40

:lectricå¡ Upgrade åt WWTP/C¡ty of guellton/ Rose Hess

2 4 7 3 2 5 1 1 1 22

4S

¡rlåterTreåhent Plðm Upgrades and Safety lmprovements/

:itv of Bue llan/ Rose Hss
2 2 z 2 5 1 1 1 2

56

n/ Rose Hes6

3 l 1 z 2 5 1 I 22

73

as Vegas-San Pedro Creeks Capec¡ty lmprovenenl Projecl
- Phâse 3 /Sântâ Barbârð Countv tlood Cont¡ol & Wâter
lonseñatian 0istrid (Co-sponsoEr Cily ofGoletâr C¡ty of
;ênb Bârbãrè, Union Pacific Råilroadl/Jon Frye

2 1 2 3 3 3 3 1 I 3 22
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Project

Nuñber
Projed Nàme

Mulllole MulttDlê

objedlve' U"nit

lobl

1-5 sele l-5 s€¡e 1-5 ¡@le 1-4sca e"
ø - 4%=o; 9-15%=\ Þt;

l_5 Scåtê 16.25=2 pts;26.50=l
pts;51-75:4 ptsjTô

1æ=5 pts.

1-5 Sele No lol orY6 11) 1-5 Scale 1-5 tule

iycàmore Creek Restoralron/Crty of Santa Barbara/

:ameron Benson

2 I z 1 1 27

46

VTP/WWTP B¡ck'up Power ceneretion/ Cily of Euel ton/
iose Hess

3 2 2 5 1 1 27

sz

McMurr¿y WTP Euildrng Expansro¡/ C ty oF Buelllon / Rose

Hest

2 5 21

Buellton Rrver Tr¿ l/ CrtV of Eucllìon / Rose Hesç

l 5 2 3 2I

s8

;antã Ynez Rrver Tàmårsk ànd Arundo Protcct/ County of
;¿¡l¿ Bê¡bãr¿ Agflculturàl Comñ ssroner's Offrcc/ Davrd

:h¿ng 5 1 z 2 3 0 27

64

i¿ t & Nutflenr ManêBemenl P an Mrtrgatioñ Measures/ Crty

f Santa Mafla/ [sa Long

1 5 7 3 0 3 21

7

;econd Street Drã nage lmproveñent Project/Crty ol
jolvâ¡g (Co-sponsor: Caltrans)/ M¿ttV¿n de Llnden

z 2 2 2 3 I zo

12

W¿ ley'stubbs Lisl Station/Lagunê County Sanrt¿!on
Drsùrct/Mad n wllder

4 2 1 1 zo

17

UV Drs nfection System Optimrz¿tron Prolecl/Lagunã countv

Sãnrtalron Disr ctlMariln Wilder
3 1 l z0

;¿ntê Barbêrâ County Water Loss Control Program/ Sêntê

]arbarã Co!nty Wãter ABcnq (Co-sponsoßi C ty of Santa

larb¿r¿, City of Sànt¿ Mâri¡, Carplntefla VålleV W¡ter
)istrict, ånd Golet¿ Water DisrrctÌ/ R¿ndv lurner

0 7 0 0 l 5 20

3a

:ommercial ¿nd lndustn¿ Wâter Conserv¿¡on Program/

;ant¿ Barbara County Wâter Agency (Co-sponsoß: Cûy of
,anta Bårbàrâ, Crty ot SànÌà Mãri¿, City of Lompoc,

:ârpi¡tena Vålley Wåtêr Distnct, Goletè W¿ler District,
/a¡denberÊ Villape Communrtv Services Diçk ct ând 5åñrå

5 0 1 0 0 3 5 20

SB IRWM: Reprioritized Projects (7t/27/2OL2l
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' Proled Nâme
Number

Muhlple Mult¡D¡ê RMS..objedlve' benefÈ
Fundln! lnforhåt¡on twt of d6l8n

provEed

lobl

l-srÉ1. 1.5 sBle 1-S sÉle 1{þl¿" 1-S Sole 1.5Sqle t€sele

CADA System Upgr¿de/ City B!ellton/ Rose Hess

2 2 3 2 2 5 I 1 20

z

Vater lreatment Plânt FEcilities Expansio¡/ Cty of Buel ton

iose Hess
) 1 2 5 1 1 z0

49

Vàstewåter Tre¿tment Plant Secur ty lmprovements/ City of

luel ton / Rose Hess

2 z 3 2 5 1 1 20

51

VWTP BurldinB and Srte lmprovements/ Crly of Buellton /

4 3 1 2 l 1 20

54

tro o8lcal NLtrient Removels (BNRi lmprovemen!s/ Crty of

luel ton / Rose Hess

3 1 z 0 1 20

96

lecycled Water FacrIles Up¿rade / city of Guåd¿ upe/

)ennrs Dclzerl
2 1 3 2 3 0 0 5 20

10

,àlomrno Road Sewer Mãrn Extenslon/Coun!y of S¿ntà

tarbãr¡ Public works Depåftment/Mãdin Wilder
4 2 3 0 1 19

+4

vater Meter Upgrâdes/ City of Buel toñ/ Rose Hes5

l z 2 5 1 19

roosler Pump Statron lmprovements/ City of 8ue lton/ Rose

2 l z 2 5 1 1 19

7A

¿s VeB¿r Sân Pcdro Creeks C¿p¿ctry lmproveñcnt Prolcct-
,håse 1/ sãnla Bàrbarà Flood Conirol & Wãler conseruàtio¡

)rstûct lCo-sponsori City of Sånlâ B¡rb¿râ, Army Corps of

nßineers)/ lon Frye

3 3 1 2 19

90

llwood Hydroelecric Projccl/ Golct¿ W¿ter Drsûrcr/ Chr s

l¡ch

2 2 z I 1 1 19

SB IRWM; Reprioritized Projects Ífl27|^OLZ)
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Project
ProJed Name

Mulllole MultlDlê
objedl;6' ¡"n"iiu

. Hiah percent metchlngtundhc htormÐtiôn
oìov¡de¿ Sbtui of derltn fundr from you.
' ¡Senqanllcip¿hd

ïobl

113

ruWlP Effluent Drspos¿1 Facillty lmprovemenE/ City of
iuàda upc/ Denn s De zert

2 3 0 2 0 1 19

66

Sàntâ Maria V¿l ey Groundwater Bank nB Feaslbi rty

Study/City ofSãnta Mar¿/ Lsa Long

3 2 z 1 0 3 18

111

:ty of Lompoc Tre¿tment B¿srn Upßrades/ Crty of Lompoc/
;!s¿n 5eßovra

1 1 3 2 2 2 0 18

)lânt F¿cility F ood Protect oh/LaBUnà County SãnitaUon

)r!trid/Madrn Wilder
2 z z o t7

62

üater QualitV Tre¿tment/ City of5¿nt¡ Mãria/ Liså Long

1 3 1 0 0 5 L7

94

lrrgã!on System for WWTP Drsch¿rBe/ Cuyam¿ Commun[y
Seru cos D strict/ U 5 Wrlson

2 l 3 0 5 t7

tl4

WWP Gr l System ànd lnfluent P!mp mprovements/ Cty
of Guadãlupe/ Dennir Delzelt

2 z 2 5 0 o 1 1

4A

BlendinB 5t¿t on Projecl/ City of Buel ton/ Rose Hess

3 2 l 0 1 16

65

:enFêl lrngãtion Conrol System/ crty of Santã Mâía/ Lrs¿

ong

l 1 z 0 l I t6

6'7

;towell Ro¿d DrarnãBe lmprovcments/ City of S¿ntè Mârê/
så Long

3 1 2 0 3 3 16

95

ilãter Tower Repår Prolect/ Cuyama Communrty Services

)isrnc!/ u S wilson

0 o 0 0 5 1 14
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58 I R\,lf M : Re piio ritized P rojects (lU 27 | z0fll

L10 3 3 2 t4

19 1 1 1

'63 2 3 I t ¡3

6 0 0 1 1 D

4 1 1 11

4 I 1 0 1 0 1 1

z L 2 0 1 I ú

1 0 I a

7 4 1 I

106 0 1 4 1 o 0 0 I I

s9 0 1 0 1 1 1 7



Project
Projed Nåme

MulllÞle MultlDle
objeclves' ¡eni¡a

. Hlßh percent m¿ßchlngtundrn! ¡nlofmåtlDn
pìovided shtut ofdeslSn fundt f'om voul
' agencY anl¡c¡paEd

Matrhln8tundr Måtdl¡n8fuodeorce' &netlEtoOAGor totêtEtlonbeMê.h
ommÌfred ldentlfled frlbel@mmun¡ty mult¡ple oGðnlzetlonl

loÈl

o _ 4%=o; S-1S%=L pt..

I-ssøre 1-55care l-s'cate l{scte.. l.sscate tïï-2Jsï::jri-j l-ssqte No(otoryer(1t l.ssc¡te l-sscteo 
a*=, o,r,

60

Uãtrorral W¿y Creek Ariâ Cross nB Sewer Replècement
,rolcct/ Goletà 5ãnrtary D slncl/ Kathleen Werncr

I 0 0 I 0 7

Modoc Ro¿d New Sewer Lrne nst¿ l¿ùon Protect/ coleta
San t¿rv D srrc/ K¿thlcen Werncr

1 o 0 1 0 7

t07

SheFfield Tunnel P pel ne Rep ãcemenl/ Càchumã

Operation and M¿ ntenånce Boârd/ Meg¿n Em¿ñr

0 1 3 0 0 0 0 7

10

(oilh Pofr¿1 Sccunty Upgrade/ Cachuma Operàl on ãnd

/¿ nten¿nce Bo¿rd/ Mesan Eñãmr

0 1 l 0 0 0 0 0 6

s {€#"diþ+:H€ð++he€Ée
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