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Appendix D: IRWMP Adoption Resolutions 
 
NOTE: The resolution and signatures of the USR Regional Water Management Group (RWMG) 
adoption are on the following pages, and are immediately followed by individual organizations’ 
adoption resolutions, as they are signed and available. For the most up-to-date list of adoptees, 
please contact the RWMG directly. 
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Appendix C: MOU Text and Signature Pages 
 

The MOU text is included on the following pages, with the signature pages for those entities signing 
on to the MOU included immediately following the MOU. 
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REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT GROUP 

 
 
 
 

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 
September 1, 2013 
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UPPER SACRAMENTO-MCCLOUD-LOWER PIT 

REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT GROUP  
 

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 
THIS MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING (“MOU”) is entered into with 

an assigned effective date of September 1, 2013. Parties to this MOU shall be 
recognized when a “Confirmation and Signature for Approval” form, attached to this 
MOU as Exhibit B, has been completed and, when applicable, new members have 
been approved pursuant to Section 2.10 herein. 

 
The following list indentifies (in alphabetical order) agencies and entities 

which, due to their standing and interests in the region and participation in the IRWM 
process, are initially considered as appropriate potential parties for this MOU. This 
list does not intend to presume whether each entity will choose to adopt this MOU, 
nor is this list exclusive. Entities not included in this list may also be considered as 
appropriate parties for this MOU. When determined to be applicable by the RWMG, 
potential new members to this MOU may be considered pursuant to Section 2.10 
herein. 

  
CalTrout 
Campbell Timberland 
City of Dunsmuir 
City of Mt. Shasta 
Community of Big Bend 
County of Shasta 
County of Siskiyou 
Hancock Natural Resources Group 
Hearst Forests 
McCloud Community Services District 
McCloud Local First Network 
McCloud Watershed Council 
Modoc Nation 
Mount Shasta Bioregional Ecology Center 
Pacific Forest Trust 
Pit River Tribe 
River Exchange 
Roseburg Forest Products 
Shasta Indian Nation 
Shasta Nation 
Shasta Valley RCD 
Sierra Pacific Industries 
Siskiyou Land Trust 
Trout Unlimited 
Western Shasta RCD 
Winnemem Wintu Tribe 
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RECITALS 
 
 WHEREAS, the Integrated Regional Water Management Planning Act (Water 
Code Sections 10530 to 10547) authorizes three or more local agencies, at least two 
of which have statutory authority over water supply or water management, to enter 
into a memorandum of understanding (“MOU”) or other legal agreement to establish 
a Regional Water Management Group (“RWMG”); and 
 
 WHEREAS, the parties to this MOU desire to develop and adopt an 
Integrated Regional Water Management (“IRWM”) Plan and to increase coordination 
and collaboration among stakeholders in the Upper Sacramento-McCloud-Lower Pit 
Region (“Region”); and 
 
 WHEREAS, the River Exchange (“REX”) entered into a Grant Agreement on 
October 7, 2011 with the California Department of Water Resources (“DWR”) to 
develop a new IRWM Plan for the Region. 
 
 WHEREAS, the parties to this MOU seek to ensure that an appropriate share 
of the $73 million in IRWM funding available in the Sacramento River funding area is 
allocated to the Region; and 
 

WHEREAS, the parties to this MOU seek to implement a long-term IRWM 
Program within the Region which will be closely coordinated with other planning and 
land and water resource management interests and agencies; and 
 

WHEREAS, the parties to this MOU seek to provide stability and consistency 
in the planning, management, and coordination of resources within the Region and 
to implement projects to benefit the Region; and 
 

WHEREAS, the parties to this MOU seek to ensure that IRWM funding and 
any other future funding is expended in the best way possible to enhance the many 
beneficial uses of water and other resources in the Region for the benefit of the 
Region itself and for downstream water users. 

   
 NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the above premises and of the 
mutual promises and agreements herein contained, the parties to this MOU agree as 
set forth below to work together in the RWMG for the Upper Sacramento-McCloud-
Lower Pit Region to carry out the purposes of this MOU. 

Page 4                                                      Appendix C: MOU Text and Signature Pages                                                  



Upper Sacramento, McCloud and Lower Pit Watersheds 
Integrated Regional Water Management Plan  

 
ARTICLE I 

DEFINITIONS 
 
Section 1.01.  Definitions.  Unless the context otherwise requires, the words and 
terms defined in this Article I shall, for the purpose hereof, have the meanings herein 
specified. 
 
“Consensus” means approval of the Members to move forward with a particular 
action.  “Consensus” does not necessarily mean that all Members affirmatively 
support an action but rather that no Member has opposed the action. A Member may 
verbally note disagreement with an action but still allow consensus on an action 
without the Member’s support if the action does not affect the Member or 
compromise the Member’s interests.   
 
“Coordinating Council” means the Coordinating Council of the Upper Sacramento-
McCloud-Lower Pit Regional Water Management Group having the responsibilities 
and composition described herein. 
 
“Fiscal Year” means the period from July 1st to and including the following June 30th. 
 
“Integrated Regional Water Management Plan” or “IRWM Plan” or “IRWMP” has the 
meaning set forth in Water Code Section 10534, which is a comprehensive plan for 
a defined geographic area, the specific development, content, and adoption of which 
shall satisfy requirements developed pursuant to Part 2.2 of Division 6 of the Water 
Code. At a minimum, an Integrated Regional Water Management Plan describes the 
major water-related objectives and conflicts within a region, considers a broad 
variety of water management strategies, identifies the appropriate mix of water 
demand and supply management alternatives, water quality protections, and 
environmental stewardship actions to provide long-term, reliable, and high-quality 
water supply and protect the environment, and identifies disadvantaged communities 
in the region and takes the water-related needs of those communities into 
consideration. 
 
“IRWM Planning Act” means the Integrated Regional Water Management Planning 
Act, Part 2.2 of Division 6 of the California Water Code (commencing with section 
10530). 
 
“Member of the Regional Water Management Group” or “Member” means a local 
agency, tribe, or non-governmental organization that has become a party to this 
MOU.  Federal and State agencies are not Members of the Regional Water 
Management Group, but such agencies may be parties to this MOU and may 
designate liaisons to the RWMG as provided herein. 
 
“MOU” means this Memorandum of Understanding. 
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“Regional Water Management Group” or “RWMG” means the Regional Water 
Management Group for the Upper Sacramento-McCloud-Lower Pit Region. Regional 
Water Management Group has the meaning set forth in Water Code Section 10539, 
which is a group in which three or more local agencies, at least two of which have 
statutory authority over water supply or water management, as well as those other 
persons who may be necessary for the development and implementation of a plan 
that meets the requirements in Water Code Sections 10540 and 10541, participate 
by means of a joint powers agreement, memorandum of understanding, or other 
written agreement, as appropriate, that is approved by the governing bodies of those 
local agencies. 
 
“Secretary” means the secretary appointed by the Regional Water Management 
Group. 
 
“Upper Sacramento-McCloud-Lower Pit Region” and “Region” mean those portions 
of the Sacramento, McCloud, and Pit River watersheds depicted in the map attached 
hereto as Exhibit A. 
 

  
ARTICLE II 

PURPOSE, ORGANIZATION, OPERATION, AND MEMBERSHIP  
 
Section 2.01.  Purpose.  This MOU is entered into in accordance with the 
provisions of the IRWM Planning Act for the purposes of permitting a Regional 
Water Management Group to carry out the Region’s IRWM Program and further 
develop, implement, and periodically update the Region’s IRWM Plan.  In carrying 
out the IRWM Program, the RWMG shall work to: 

• Support the objectives of the California Department of Water Resources’ 
IRWM Program, which seeks to ensure sustainable water uses, reliable water 
supplies, better water quality, environmental stewardship, efficient 
development, protection of agriculture, and a strong economy. 

• Promote communication and collaboration in the Region to identify and 
implement resource management strategies and projects with broad-based 
stakeholder support. 

• Facilitate local investment in projects that can minimize costs and maximize 
regional benefits through economies of scale or through projects with 
compound resource benefits. 

 
Section 2.02.  Term.  This MOU shall become effective on the assigned date of 
September 1, 2013. This MOU shall continue in effect until terminated by mutual 
consent of all current Members. The inclusion of additional Members pursuant to 
Section 2.15 or withdrawal of some, but not all, of the Members pursuant to Section 
2.16 shall not be deemed a termination of this MOU, so long as at least three local 
agencies, two of which have statutory authority over water supply or management 
remain signatories. 
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Section 2.03.  Regional Water Management Group.  Pursuant to the IRWM 
Planning Act, the signatories to this MOU have agreed to work together to serve as 
the Regional Water Management Group for the Upper Sacramento-McCloud-Lower 
Pit Region and to carry out the IRWM Program in the Region.   
 
Section 2.04.  Member Representatives; RWMG Decision-Making; Coordinating 
Council; Technical Committees. 
 
(a) Member Representatives: Each Member shall be represented by an individual 

designated from time to time by the Member’s governing body or executive 
officer. Member Representatives will attend meetings consistently and will 
regularly communicate information about the process to the entity they represent. 
Each Member’s governing body or executive officer may designate one alternate 
representative to represent the Member in the absence of the primary 
representative. It is expected that alternate representatives have been briefed on 
all pending decisions and are vested with the same authority as the primary 
representative. 
 
• Active Member: In order to be considered an Active Member of the RWMG, 
a Member Representative or designated alternate of the Member shall have 
attended at least 2/3 of the RWMG or Coordinating Council meetings in the 
previous 12 months. 

 
8. RWMG Decision-Making:  Every Member of the RWMG will have one vote and 

the RWMG shall make decisions by Consensus or, when necessary, through the 
resolution process described in this section. The RWMG may approve elements 
of the IRWM Plan, project proposals, grant applications, and any other decisions 
that may or must be made regarding approval or implementation of the IRWM 
Plan. The RWMG may delegate authority to make certain types of decisions to 
the Coordinating Council or Secretary in addition to the authorities provided 
herein. If the RWMG is unable to reach Consensus by a second meeting at 
which a matter is considered, any Member may make a motion to initiate the 
Formal Issue Resolution (“FIR”) Process and, upon an affirmative vote of at least 
75% of the Members in attendance, the matter shall be referred to the FIR 
Process. 
 
The FIR Process consists of a voting mechanism where the Members are 
classified into three subgroups with representation as described below:    
 

• Statutory Authorities: participating statutory authorities have one seat 
each. Potential Members in this category, if party to the MOU, include: 
Siskiyou County (including the Siskiyou Power Authority and the 
Siskiyou County Flood Control and Water Conservation District), Shasta 
County, the Cities of Dunsmuir and Mt. Shasta, and McCloud 
Community Services District.  
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• Tribal Authorities: participating Tribal Authorities have one seat each. 
Potential  Members in this category, if party to the MOU, include: the 
Modoc Nation, Pit River Tribe, Shasta Indian Nation, Shasta Nation, and 
Winnemem Wintu Tribe. 

• Resource Management Interests: participating Resource Management 
Interests, including non-governmental organizations, resource 
conservation districts, and industrial timberland owners, shall appoint or 
elect one voting representative from each of the following broad areas of 
interest: fisheries management, timber/ag. management, resource/land 
management, and environmental advocacy. 

 
A motion may only be adopted with the approval of at least two-thirds of the 
Active Members of each of the three subgroups (3 members requires 2 votes; 4 
members requires 3 votes; 5 members requires 4 votes). 
The RWMG shall not approve a grant application for any project located within 
the jurisdiction of any one of the statutory authorities described in Section 
2.04(b)(i) that contravenes any authority of the affected statutory authority, and 
any element or policy of the IRWM Plan shall only be effective within the 
jurisdiction of a statutory authority described in Section 2.04(b)(i) if it does not 
contravene any authority of the affected statutory authority.   
 

9. Coordinating Council: The Coordinating Council shall consist of one 
representative from each of the three subgroups identified in Section 2.04(b), the 
Fiscal Agent, any Member who is a party to an IRWM grant agreement with the 
Department of Water Resources, and the Secretary. The Coordinating Council 
shall be responsible for overseeing routine administrative matters, developing 
agendas for meetings of the RWMG, and performing any other responsibilities 
delegated by the RWMG. 

 
10. Technical Committees: Technical committees may be established as standing 

committees or ad hoc committees by the RWMG to consider issues of 
importance upon referral from the RWMG. Technical committees shall report all 
findings or recommendations to the RWMG.   

 
Section 2.05.  Meetings. 
 
• Meetings: 
 

• Regional Water Management Group.  The RWMG shall meet from time 
to time as necessary to conduct business and no less frequently than 
every six months.     
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13. Coordinating Council.  The Coordinating Council shall meet from time to 

time as necessary to conduct business or at any such other regular 
frequency as the Bylaws may provide.   

 
(b) Notice and Conduct of Meetings:  All meetings of the RWMG shall be open to the 

public. An agenda for each meeting shall be prepared with a brief description of 
each item on which action may be taken by the RWMG. No later than 72 hours 
before a meeting, the agenda for the meeting shall be posted on the Region’s 
website and distributed by email to all persons who have requested notice of the 
meetings of the RWMG .   

 
Section 2.06.   Meeting notes.  The Secretary shall cause to be kept a record of the 
meetings of the RWMG and shall, as soon as possible after each meeting, cause a 
draft copy to be forwarded to each Member Representative and any other interested 
parties who have requested to be included on the distribution list. 
 
Section 2.07.  Bylaws and Policies.  The RWMG may, from time to time, adopt 
Bylaws or policies and procedures for the conduct of business 
 
Section 2.08.  Annual Budget.  If any funds are in the custody and control of the 
RWMG, the RWMG shall approve an annual budget for each Fiscal Year in 
consultation with the Fiscal Agent.   
 
Section 2.09.  Annual Operational and Fiscal Report.  The Secretary shall cause 
an annual operational report and annual fiscal report to be prepared and provided to 
each Member. 
 
Section 2.10.  Addition of New Members.  After establishment of the RWMG, any 
local agency, non-governmental organization, or other entity that is not a Member 
and desires to become a Member shall have attended at least two meetings of the 
RWMG and shall submit a written request to the Secretary.  Upon approval by the 
RWMG at a duly convened meeting, a new Member shall be allowed to execute an 
amendment to this MOU adding the new Member as a party. This MOU shall be 
deemed amended to reflect the addition of a new Member upon execution of the 
amendment by the new Member and by the Secretary. 
 
Section 2.11.  Withdrawal of Member.  Any Member may withdraw from this MOU 
at any time by providing written notice of such withdrawal to the Secretary.  Upon the 
effective date of withdrawal, this MOU shall be deemed automatically amended to 
reflect the deletion of the withdrawing Member.   
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ARTICLE III 
OFFICERS AND ADMINISTRATION 

 
Section 3.01.  Secretary.  The River Exchange, or such other Member as the 
RWMG may designate from time to time, shall serve as the Secretary to perform 
such duties as may be necessary to operate and administer the RWMG and to 
maintain a record of its activities.  The Secretary shall be responsible for the call and 
noticing of all meetings of the RWMG and Coordinating Council.  The RWMG may 
further provide for the duties and responsibilities of the Secretary through 
administrative and fiscal policies. 
 
Section 3.02.  Fiscal Agent.  The River Exchange, or such other Member as the 
RWMG may designate from time to time, shall serve as the Fiscal Agent to receive, 
disburse, and account for funds related to this MOU.  Members may make 
contributions to the Fiscal Agent to support the IRWM Program in such amounts as 
the Members may agree, in their individual discretion, to contribute from time to time.  
Funding received by the Fiscal Agent to carry out projects shall be disbursed to 
other Members or to cooperating entities only after the Fiscal Agent enters a funding 
agreement or collection agreement (“Project Contracts”) with the other Member or 
entity, as may be appropriate or required depending on the source of the funding 
and any requirements of the recipient party or entity.  The Fiscal Agent shall be 
responsible for any necessary financial reporting under this MOU, including reports 
needed to comply with the terms of any grant agreement.  
 
Section 3.03.  Relationship of the Parties.  In entering into this MOU, it is the 
intention of the Parties that this MOU shall not be construed to be an enforceable 
contract or agreement, but rather a statement of principles, and shall not be the 
basis for litigation between the parties or by any third party.  This MOU is not 
intended to, and does not create, any right, benefit, or trust responsibility, 
substantive or procedural, enforceable at law or equity, against any of the Parties or 
their agencies or officers or against any person.  
 
Section 3.04   Relationship to Existing Plans, Ordinances, and Regulations. 
Although the IRWMP refers to many legally binding statutory and regulatory 
provisions—such as general plans, zoning ordinances, water quality plans, and 
various permits, licenses, and approvals— its purpose in doing so is to ensure that 
the IRWMP is consistent and compatible with those existing legal obligations. Rather 
than adding to or modifying the present legal and regulatory environment, the 
IRWMP is intended to streamline and improve the stakeholders’ ability to operate 
and succeed within that environment.  
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Exhibit A: Upper Sacramento/McCloud/Lower Pit Region 
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Exhibit B 
 

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 
CONFIRMATION AND SIGNATURE FOR APPROVAL 

 
UPPER SACRAMENTO/MCCLOUD/LOWER PIT REGION 
INTEGRATED REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN 

REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT GROUP 
 

This statement by the authorized official named below hereby confirms that the 
governing body of the identified agency or entity, on the date indicated, approved 
and agreed to be party to the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) concerning the 
above referenced Integrated Regional Water Management program and the related 
Regional Water Management Group (RWMG). Signature via this confirmation form 
shall be incorporated by reference into said MOU as being signatory to the MOU 
provided that, when applicable, the RWMG has approved the necessary amendment 
of the MOU for addition of the new member pursuant to Section 2.10 of the MOU. 
 
 
 
__________________________________ 
Agency or Entity Approving the MOU 
 
 
______________________________________ 
Name of person initially appointed to represent 
this entity on the RWMG  
 
 
 
 
 
 
____________________________________ 
Name and Title of Authorized Official hereby 
confirming approval of the MOU 
 
 
_________________________________ 
Signature of Authorized Official 
 
 
_______________________ 
Date of Approval 
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MOU signature pages follow on next pages: 
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September 2009 RAP Cycle 

No. 40 - Upper Sacramento River-McCloud Integrated Regional 
Water Management Region 

Region Acceptance Process Summary 

General Description of Region 
The Upper Sacramento River-McCloud Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Region 

encompasses portions of Shasta and Siskiyou Counties in the Sacramento River Hydrologic Region.  

Aging infrastructure is the number one water-related issue of the Upper Sacramento River-McCloud 

IRWM Region, followed by water supply and water quality.  The effects of climate change are also noted 

as potentially having a large impact on this Region’s water supply.  The lack of water supply capacity has 

led to a building moratorium in some communities within this Region.  

Interview Conclusions- Approved 
The minor boundary overlaps and gaps between the western boundary of the Upper Pit River 

Watershed IRWM Region and the eastern boundary of the Upper Sacramento-McCloud IRWM Region 

will need to be resolved between these two IRWM Regions. 

  





INTRODUCTION

DEFINITION OF TABLE HEADINGS

IRWM Plan Standard:  As named in the November 2012 IRWM Prop 84 and 1E Guidlelines.

Overall Standard Sufficient:
This field is either "YES" or "NO" and is automatically calculated based on the "Sufficient" column described below. If all fields 
are "y", the the overall standard is deemed sufficient. Any entry other than a "y" in the Sufficient column (i.e. "n", ?, not sure, 
more detail needed, etc.) results in a NO. 

Plan Standard Requirements Fields with an asterisk * are required by legislation to be included in an IRWM Plan.
Which Must Be Addressed

Requirements are taken directly from the November 2012 Guidelines.
Is the Guideline Requirement included in the IRWM Plan? The options are: y = yes, requirement is included in the IRWMP; or 
n = no, requirement is not included in the IRWMP. If only y or n then presence/absence of the requirement is sufficient for 
evaluation. If there is a "q" (qualitative) then add a brief narrative, similar to a Grant Application Review public evaluation or 
supporting information.

2012 IRWM Grant Program Guidelines 
Source Page(s)

Page(s) in the Guidelines (November 2012) which pertain to the Requirement.

Legislative Support and/or Other Citations
The CWC or other regulations that pertain to the Requirement, if applicable. This is for reference purposes. The cell links to a 
weblink of the regulatory code.

Location of Standard in Grantee IRWM Plan
The page(s) or sections in the IRWM Plan where information on the Requirement can be found. This can be specific 
paragraphs or entire chapters for more general requirements.

Brief Qualitative Evaluation Narrative
Supporting information for the Requirement if a "q" is in the Included column. This can be just a few sentences or a paragraph 
and can be taken directly from the IRWM Plan. Comments or supporting information may be entered regardless of whether 
required.
Is the Guidelines requirement sufficiently represented in the IRWM Plan (y/n). 

Evidence of Sufficiency

Sufficient

IRWM planning regions must have an IRWM Plan that has been reviewed and deemed consistent with the 2012 IRWM Plan Standards by DWR for eligibilty to receiving Round 3 
Proposition 84 funding. This 2012 IRWM Plan Standards Review Form for DWR staff use provides a consistent means in determining whether the 2012 IRWM Guidelines are 
being addressed in the IRWM Plan. It is part of the Plan Review Process that will begin prior to Round 3 solicitation. The form is similar to a grant application review form in that 
there is a checklist for each of the 16 Plan Standards and narrative evaluations where required. However, the evaluation is pass/fail; there is no numeric scoring. Each Plan 
Standard is either sufficient or not based on its associated requirements. Each Standard consists of between one and fourteen requirements. A Yes or No is automatically 
calculated in each Plan Standard header based on the individual requirement evaluations. In general, a passing score of "C" (i.e. 70% of the requirements for a given Plan 
Standard) is required for a Standard to pass. Standards with only one or 2 requirements will need one or both of those requirements to pass. Standards with 3 requirements will 
need at least 2 of the requirements to pass. Standards with 4 or 5 requirements will need at least 3 to pass. Some plan elements are legislated requirements. Such plan elements 
must be met in order to be considered consistent with plan standards. A summary of the sufficiency of each Standard is automatically calculated on the Standards Summary 
worksheet. A "No" evaluation indicates that a Standard was not met due to insufficient requirements comprising the Standard. The evaluation for each Plan Standard and any 
associated insufficiencies is automatically compiled on the Standards Summary page. Additional reviewer comments may be added at the bottom of each standards work sheet.  

Requirement

Included

Plan Standard Source

Note: This review form is meant to be a tool used in conjunction with the 2012 IRWM Guidelines document to assist in the evaluation of IRWM plans. It is not designed to be 
a substitute for the Guidelines document itself. Reviewers must use the Guidelines in determining plan consistency.



2012 IRWM Plan Standards Review Form

Regional Acceptance Process Planning Region:
Regional Water Management Group: Upper Sacramento, McCloud, Lower Pit Regional Water Management Group
IRWM Plan Title: Upper Sacramento, McCloud, Lower Pit Integrated Regional Water Management Plan

PLAN IS SUFFICIENT

IRWM Plan Standard
Overall Standard 

Sufficient
Requirement(s) Insufficient

Governance Yes
Region Description Yes
Objectives Yes
Resource Management Strategies Yes
Integration * Yes
Project Review Process Yes
Impact and Benefit Yes
Plan Performance and Monitoring Yes
Data Management Yes
Finance Yes
Technical Analysis Yes
Relation to Local Water Planning Yes
Relation to Local Land Use Planning Yes
Stakeholder Involvement Yes
Coordination Yes
Climate Change Yes
* If not included as an individual section use Governance, Project Review Process, and Data Management Standards per
   November 2012 Guidelines, p. 44.

Additional Comments:

Two standard elements within the Governance Standard were not met. In both instances, the plan seems to document past outreach and participation  
efforts.  It is not clear that the processes used in past efforts are the processes the Plan is carrying forward as established methodology for the IRWM 
region.  DWR recommends that clarifications be made in future versions of the IRWM Plan. 



Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Requirement Included Sufficient

From IRWM Guidelines

y/n - 
Present/N
ot Present 

in the 
IRWMP. If 

y/n/q 

2012 IRWM Grant 
Program Guidelines 

Source Page(s)

Regulatory and/or 
Other Citations

Location of Standard 
in Grantee IRWM Plan

Brief Evaluation Narrative y/n

The name of the RWMG responsible for 
implementation of the IRWMP

y/n 18/35 16.1
y

A description of the IRWM governance structure
y/n 19/36 16.2; 2.2.7

y

Public outreach and involvement processes y/n/q 19/36-37 2.2
While the plan documents past IRWM processes that provided  
opportunities for outreach and involvement in plan development, it 
is not clear if these processes will be utilized in the future.

n

Effective decision making y/n/q 19/37 2.2.7; 16.3
The plan contains provisions for decision making.

y

Balanced access and opportunity for participation 
in the IRWM process

y/n/q 19/37 16.4
While the plan documents past IRWM processes that provided  
opportunities for participation in plan development, it is not clear if 
these processes will be utilized in the future.

n

Effective communication – both internal and 
external to the IRWM region

y/n/q 19/37-38 16.5
Chapter 16 discusses both internal and external communication.

y

Long term implementation of the IRWM Plan y/n/q 19/38 15,16
Long term implementation of the plan is discussed in both Chapters 
15 and 16.

y

Coordination with neighboring IRWM efforts and 
State and federal agencies

y/n/q 19/38 16.7; 2.3.1
The plan describe methods of interaction and opportunities for 
coordination

y

The collaborative process(es) used to establish 
plan objectives

y/n/q 19/38 16.2; 16.8; 2.2.8; 7.1
The plan contains an accounting of the collaborative effort to 
establish plan objectives.

y

How interim changes and formal changes to the 
IRWM Plan will be performed

y/n/q 19/38 16.5.3
The plan describes how revisions are performed.

y

Updating or amending the IRWM Plan y/n/q 19/38 12.1.2 ; 16.5.4 Plan includes a section describing the process to update or amend 
the plan.

y

Publish NOI to prepare/update the plan; adopt 
the plan in a public meeting  

y/n/q 35 CWC §10543 16.5.1
A discussion of the public notification process to adopt the plan is 
presented in Section 16.

y

IRWM Plan Standard: Governance

§10540, §10541

A description of how the chosen form of governance addresses and ensures:

Document a governance structure to ensure updates to the IRWM Plan

Plan Standard Source Evidence of Sufficiency

CWC §10539



Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Requirement Included Sufficient

From IRWM Guidelines

y/n - Present/Not 
Present in the IRWMP. If 

y/n/q qualitative 
evaluation needed.

2012 IRWM Grant 
Program Guidelines 

Source Page(s)

Legislative Support 
and/or Other 

Citations

Location of Standard in 
Grantee IRWM Plan

Brief Evaluation Narrative y/n

If applicable, describe and explain how the plan 
will help reduce dependence on the Delta supply 
regionally

y/n 20 -- 5.1; 10.1.1 Y

Describe watersheds and water systems y/n 19/39
PRC §75026.(b)(1) and 

CWP Update 2009
3.7; 3.7.1 Y

Describe internal boundaries y/n 19/39 -- 3.2 Y
Describe water supplies and demands for 
minimum 20 year planning horizon

y/n 19/39 -- 3.5.4 Y

Describe water quality conditions y/n 19/40 -- 3.7.2 Y

Describe social and cultural makeup, including 
specific information on DACs and tribal 
communities in the region and their water 
challenges.

y/n/q 19/40 -- 3.4

The Regional Water Management Group did a good 
describing the social and cultural makeup of the region 
and job incorporating the tribal perspective into the 
plan. Tribal water management challenges are also 
discussed.

Y

Describe major water related objectives and 
conflicts * y/n/q 19/40 §10541. (e)(3) Sec. 7; 6.4

Section 7 contains a table and discussion of objectives 
and metrics for meeting them. "Challenges" are 
discussed in Section 6.3.

Y

Explain how IRWM regional boundary was 
determined and why region is an appropriate 
area for IRWM planning.

y/n/q 19/40 -- 3.2.1
Plan discusses how regional boundaries were 
determined and why the region is appropriate for IRWM 
planning.

Y

Describe neighboring and/or overlapping IRWM 
efforts

y/n 19/40 -- 3.2.4; 16.7 Y

Explain how opportunities are maximized (e.g. 
people at the table, natural features, 
infrastructure) for integration of water 
management activities

y/n 38 -- 3.5.7 Y

* Requirement must be addressed.

Plan Standard Source Evidence of Sufficiency
IRWM Plan Standard: Region Description



Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Requirement Included Sufficient

From IRWM Guidelines

y/n - Present/Not 
Present in the IRWMP. If 

y/n/q qualitative 
evaluation needed.

2012 IRWM Grant 
Program Guidelines 

Source Page(s)

Legislative Support 
and/or Other 

Citations

Location of Standard in 
Grantee IRWM Plan

Brief Qualitative Narrative y/n

Through the objectives or other areas of the plan, 
the 7 items on pg 41 of GL are addressed.* y/n 20/40 - 41 §10540.( c ) Sec 7; 7.4 Y

Describe the collaborative process and tools used 
to establish objectives:
     - How the objectives were developed
     - What information was considered (i.e.,
       water management or local land use
       plans, etc.)
     - What groups were involved in the process
     - How the final decision was made and
       accepted by the IRWM effort

y/n 20/41 -- 7.1 Y

      
measureable objectives:
Objectives must be measurable -  there must be 
some metric the IRWM region can use to 
determine if the objective is being met as the 
IRWM Plan is implemented. Neither quantitative 
nor qualitative metrics are considered inherently 
better. *

y/n/q 20/41 - 42 10541.(e) 7.4
Section 7.4 provides metrics for measuring progress 
towards meeting objectives. Many of the objective's 
metrics are qualitative. 

Y

Explain how objectives are prioritized or reason 
why the objectives are not prioritized

y/n/q 20/42-43 -- 7.2
Section 7.2 explains the reason for not prioritizing 
objectives.

Y

Reference specific overall goals for the region:
RWMGs may choose to use goals as an additional 
layer for organizing and prioritizing objectives, or 
they may choose to not use the term at all.

y/n 43 -- 7.3 Y

* Requirement must be addressed.

IRWM Plan Standard: Objectives
Evidence of SufficiencyPlan Standard Source



Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Requirement Included Sufficient

From IRWM Guidelines

y/n - Present/Not 
Present in the 

IRWMP. If y/n/q 
qualitative 

2012 IRWM Grant 
Program Guidelines 

Source Page(s)

Legislative Support 
and/or Other Citations

Location of Standard 
in Grantee IRWM 

Plan
Brief Evaluation Narrative y/n

Identify RMS incorporated in the IRWM Plan:
Consider all California Water Plan (CWP) RMS criteria (29)  

listed in Table 3 from the CWP Update 2009 *
y/n 20/43

CWP Update 2009 
Volume II; 10541(e)(1)

8.1 Y

Consideration of climate change effects on the IRWM region 
must be factored into RMS

y/n 20/43 -- 8.1 Y

Address which RMS will be implemented in achieving IRWM 
Plan Objectives

y/n 44 -- 8.3; table 8.1 Y

* Requirement must be addressed.

Plan Standard Source Evidence of Sufficiency
IRWM Plan Standard: Resource Management Strategies (RMS)



Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Requirement Included Sufficient

From IRWM Guidelines

y/n - Present/Not 
Present in the 

IRWMP. If y/n/q 
qualitative evaluation 

needed.

2012 IRWM Grant 
Program Guidelines 

Source Page(s)

Legislative Support 
and/or Other Citations

Location of Standard 
in Grantee IRWM 

Plan
Brief Evaluation Narrative y/n

Contains structure and processes for developing and 

fostering integration 1:
     - Stakeholder/institutional
     - Resource
     - Project implementation

y/n/q 20/44 - 45
§10540.(g); 

§10541.(h)(2)
2.3

Multiple sections of the plan contain structure and 
processes for developing and fostering integration. 
Section 2.3 Integration, describes the process for the 
region with references to Section 10, Project Integration 
and Implementation.

Y

1. If not included as an individual section use Governance, Project Review Process, and Data Management Standards per
   November 2012 Guidelines, p. 44.

Plan Standard Source Evidence of Sufficiency
IRWM Plan Standard: Integration



Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Requirement Included Sufficient

From IRWM Guidelines
y/n - Present/Not Present in the 

IRWMP. If y/n/q qualitative evaluation 
needed.

2012 IRWM Grant 
Program Guidelines 

Source Page(s)

Regulatory and/or 
Other Citations

Location of Standard in 
Grantee IRWM Plan

Brief Evaluation Narrative y/n

Process for projects included in IRWM plan must 
address 3 components:
 - procedures for submitting projects
 - procedures for reviewing projects
 - procedures for communicating lists of selected 
projects

y/n 20/45 10.2 y

Does the project review process in the plan 
incorporate the following factors:

How a project contributes to plan objectives
y/n 20 10.6; Table 10.3 Y

How a project is related to Resource 
Management Strategies identified in the plan.

y/n 20 10.6; Table 10.4 Y

The technical feasibility of a project. y/n 20 10.5 Y

A projects specific benefits to a DAC water issue.
y/n 20 10.7 Y

Environmental Justice considerations. y/n 20 10.5 Y
Project costs and financing y/n 20 10.5 Y
Address economic feasibility y/n 21 10.9; 10.5 Y
Project status y/n 21 10.8; 10.5 Y
Strategic implementation of plan and project 
merit

y/n 21/48 10.8 Y

Project's contribution to climate change 
adaptation

y/n 21 10.5; 10.9 Y

Contribution of project in reducing GHGs 
compared to project alternatives

y/n 21 10.5 Y

Status of the Project Proponent's IRWM plan 
adoption

y/n 21 App. D; 10.2.2 Y

Project's contribution to reducing dependence on 
Delta supply (for IRWM regions receiving water 
from the Delta).

y/n 21 10.1.1 N/A

Plan Standard Source Evidence of Sufficiency

§75028.(a)

IRWM Plan Standard: Project Review Process



Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Requirement Included Sufficient

From IRWM Guidelines

y/n - Present/Not 
Present in the IRWMP. If 

y/n/q qualitative 
evaluation needed.

2012 IRWM Grant 
Program Guidelines 

Source Page(s)

Legislative Support 
and/or Other 

Citations

Location of Standard in 
Grantee IRWM Plan

Brief Evaluation Narrative y/n

Discuss potential impacts and benefits of plan 
implementation within IRWM region, between regions, 
with DAC/EJ concerns and Native American Tribal 
communities

y/n 21 --
11.1; 11.2; 11.3; 11.4; 

11.6; Table 11.1

The plan does a good job of describing the issues in the 
region. Most of the region is a DAC and tribes were well 
represented in work groups. 

Y

State when a more detailed project-specific impact and 
benefit analysis will occur (prior to any implementation 
activity)

y/n 49 -- 11.5 Y

Review and update the impacts and benefits section of 
the plan as part of the normal plan management 
activities 

y/n 50 -- 11.7 Y

Plan Standard Source Evidence of Sufficiency
IRWM Plan Standard: Impact and Benefit



Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Requirement Included Sufficient

From IRWM Guidelines

y/n - Present/Not Present 
in the IRWMP. If y/n/q 
qualitative evaluation 

needed.

2012 IRWM Grant 
Program Guidelines 

Source Page(s)

Legislative Support 
and/or Other 

Citations

Location of Standard in 
Grantee IRWM Plan

Brief Evaluation Narrative y/n

Contain performance measures and monitoring 
methods to ensure that IRWM objectives are met * y/n 21/53 12.1; Table 12.1 Y

Contain a methodology that the RWMG will use to 
oversee and evaluate implementation of projects.

y/n 21/53 12.1.2; 12.1.3 Y

* Requirement must be addressed.

Plan Standard Source Evidence of Sufficiency

PRC §75026.( a )

IRWM Plan Standard: Plan Performance and Monitoring



Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Requirement Included Sufficient

From IRWM Guidelines

y/n - Present/Not Present 
in the IRWMP. If y/n/q 
qualitative evaluation 

needed.

2012 IRWM Grant 
Program Guidelines 

Source Page(s)

Regulatory and/or 
Other Citations

Location of Standard in 
Grantee IRWM Plan

Brief Evaluation Narrative y/n

Describe data needs within the IRWM region y/n 54 --
13.1; 13.1.2; 14.3 Y

Describe typical data collection techniques y/n 54 --
13.2.2 Y

Describe stakeholder contributions of data to a 
data management system

y/n 54 -- 13.2.3; 13.2.4 Y

Describe the entity responsible for maintaining 
data in the data management system

y/n 54 --
13.2.5 Y

Describe the QA/QC measures for data y/n 54 -- 13.2.6; 13.2.1 Y

Explain how data collected will be transferred or 
shared between members of the RWMG and 
other interested parties throughout the IRWM 
region, including local, State, and federal agencies 
*

y/n 54 -- 13.2.1; 13.2.7 Y

Explain how the Data Management System 
supports the RWMG's efforts to share collected 
data

y/n 54 --
13.2.4 Y

Outline how data saved in the data management 
system will be distributed and remain compatible 
with State databases including CEDEN, Water 
Data Library (WDL), CASGEM, California 
Environmental Information Catalog (CEIC), and 
the California Environmental Resources 
Evaluation System (CERES).

y/n 54 -- 13.2.2 Y

* Requirement must be addressed.

Plan Standard Source Evidence of Sufficiency
IRWM Plan Standard: Data Management



Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Requirement Included Sufficient

From IRWM Guidelines

y/n - Present/Not Present in 
the IRWMP. If y/n/q 

qualitative evaluation 
needed.

2012 IRWM Grant 
Program Guidelines 

Source Page(s)

Legislative Support 
and/or Other 

Citations

Location of Standard in 
Grantee IRWM Plan

Brief Evaluation Narrative y/n

Include a programmatic level (i.e. general) plan for 
implementation and financing of identified projects and 

programs* including the following:
y/n 21 15.1; 15.2 Y

List known, as well as, possible funding sources, 
programs, and grant opportunities for the development 
and ongoing funding of the IRWM Plan.

y/n 21 15.1.3
The region has prepared a list of potential funding 
sources appropriate for the regional conditions.

Y

List the funding mechanisms, including water enterprise 
funds, rate structures, and private financing options, for 
projects that implement the IRWM Plan.

y/n 21
15.2.1; 15.2.2; 15.2.3; 

15.2.4
Y

An explanation of the certainty and longevity of known 
or potential funding for the IRWM Plan and projects that 
implement the Plan.

y/n 21
15.1; 15.2; Tables 15.3 

and 15.4
Y

An explanation of how operation and maintenance 
(O&M) costs for projects that implement the IRWM Plan 
would be covered and the certainty of operation and 
maintenance funding.

y/n 21 15.3 Y

* Requirement must be addressed.

Plan Standard Source Evidence of Sufficiency

§10541.( e )( 8 )

IRWM Plan Standard: Finance



Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Requirement Included Sufficient

From IRWM Guidelines

y/n - Present/Not 
Present in the IRWMP. If 

y/n/q qualitative 
evaluation needed.

2012 IRWM Grant 
Program Guidelines 

Source Page(s)

Legislative Support 
and/or Other Citations

Location of Standard 
in Grantee IRWM 

Plan
Brief Evaluation Narrative y/n

Document the data and technical analyses that were used in 
the development of the plan * y/n 22 -- 14.2 Y

* Requirement must be addressed.

Plan Standard Source Evidence of Sufficiency
IRWM Plan Standard: Technical Analysis



Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Requirement Included Sufficient

From IRWM Guidelines

y/n - Present/Not 
Present in the 

IRWMP. If y/n/q 
qualitative 

evaluation needed.

2012 IRWM Grant 
Program Guidelines 

Source Page(s)

Legislative Support 
and/or Other Citations

Location of Standard 
in Grantee IRWM 

Plan
Brief Evaluation Narrative y/n

Identify a list of local water plans used in the IRWM plan
y/n 22 Ch. 4; Table 4.1

Small population with large land area and mostly 
forested. Local plans are limited but plan includes a 
good discussion of those that exist. 

Y

Discuss how the plan relates to these other planning 
documents and programs

y/n 22
4.1; 4.2; 4.3; 4.4; 4.5; 

4.6
Y

Describe the dynamics between the IRWM plan and other 
planning documents

y/n 22
4.1; 4.2; 4.3; 4.4; 4.5; 

4.6
Y

Describe how the RWMG will coordinate its water mgmt 
planning activities

y/n 58 4.7 Y

Plan Standard Source Evidence of Sufficiency

§10540.( b )

IRWM Plan Standard: Relation to Local Water Planning



Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Requirement Included Sufficient

From IRWM Guidelines

y/n - Present/Not 
Present in the IRWMP. 

If y/n/q qualitative 
evaluation needed.

2012 IRWM Grant 
Program Guidelines 

Source Page(s)

Legislative Support 
and/or Other Citations

Location of Standard 
in Grantee IRWM 

Plan
Brief Evaluation Narrative y/n

Document current relationship between local land use 
planning, regional water issues, and water management 
objectives

y/n 22/59 - 62 --
5.0; 5.1; 5.2; 5.3; 5.4; 

5.5
Y

Document future plans to further a collaborative, proactive 
relationship between land use planners and water managers

y/n 22/59 - 62 -- 5.6 Y

Plan Standard Source Evidence of Sufficiency
IRWM Plan Standard: Relation to Local Land Use Planning



Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Requirement Included Sufficient

From IRWM Guidelines

y/n - Present/Not Present in 
the IRWMP. If y/n/q 

qualitative evaluation 
needed.

2012 IRWM Grant 
Program Guidelines 

Source Page(s)

Legislative Support 
and/or Other Citations

Location of Standard 
in Grantee IRWM 

Plan
Brief Evaluation Narrative y/n

Contain a public process that provides outreach and 

opportunity to participate in the IRWM plan * y/n 22/63 §10541.( g ) 2.2; 16.5 Y

Identify process to involve and facilitate stakeholders during 
development and implementation of plan regardless of ability 

to pay; include barriers to involvement *
y/n 64 §10541.(h) (2) 2.2

Good effort to engage stakeholders. Barriers to 
involvement are implied. Plan development was 
communicated with stakeholders like Shasta County, 
PG&E and Bureau of Reclamation,  through email 
notifications even thought they were not actively 
participating pg 2-6.

Y

Discuss involvement of DACs and tribal communities in the 
IRWM planning effort

y/n 23 -- 2.2.4; 2.2.5
The region is almost entirely a DAC and tribal outreach 
efforts are well documented through out the plan.

Y

Describe decision-making process and roles that stakeholders 
can occupy

y/n 23 -- 2.2.7; 16.2; 16.3; 16.4
Clearly stated in these sections and supported 
throughout the document.

Y

Discuss how stakeholders are necessary to address objectives 
and RMS

y/n 23 -- 2.2.8; 16.8 Y

Discuss how a collaborative process will engage a balance in 
interest groups

y/n 23 -- 2.2.8 Y

* Requirement must be addressed.

Plan Standard Source Evidence of Sufficiency
IRWM Plan Standard: Stakeholder Involvement



Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Requirement Included Sufficient

From IRWM Guidelines

y/n - Present/Not Present 
in the IRWMP. If y/n/q 
qualitative evaluation 

needed.

2012 IRWM Grant 
Program Guidelines 

Source Page(s)

Legislative Support 
and/or Other Citations

Location of Standard 
in Grantee IRWM 

Plan
Brief Evaluation Narrative y/n

Identify the process to coordinate water management 
projects and activities of participating local agencies and 
stakeholders to avoid conflicts and take advantage of 

efficiencies *

y/n 23/65 §10541.( e )(13) 16.7 Y

Identify neighboring IRWM efforts and ways to cooperate or 
coordinate, and a discussion of any ongoing water 
management conflicts with adjacent IRWM efforts

y/n 23/65 -- 16.7 Y

Identify areas where a state agency or other agencies may be 
able to assist in communication or cooperation, or 
implementation of IRWM Plan components, processes, and 
projects, or where State or federal regulatory decisions are 
required before implementing the projects.

y/n 23 -- 16.7 Y

* Requirement must be addressed.

IRWM Plan Standard: Coordination
Plan Standard Source Evidence of Sufficiency



Overall Standard Sufficient Yes
Requirement Included Sufficient

From IRWM Guidelines

y/n - Present/Not 
Present in the IRWMP. 

If y/n/q qualitative 
evaluation needed.

2012 IRWM Grant 
Program Guidelines 

Source Page(s)

Legislative Support 
and/or Other Citations

Location of Standard 
in Grantee IRWM 

Plan
Brief Evaluation Narrative y/n

Evaluate IRWM region's vulnerabilities to climate change and 
potential adaptation responses based on vulnerabilites 
assessment in the DWR Climate Change Handbook for 
Regional Water Planning *

y/n 23/66 - 73 9.4 Y

Provide a process that considers GHG emissions when 
choosing between project alternatives * y/n 23/68 9.6 Y

Include a list of prioritized vulnerabilites based on the 
vulnerability assessment and the IRWM’s decision making 
process.

y/n 23/66 - 73 9.5 Y

Contain a plan, program, or methodology for further data 
gathering and analysis of prioritized vulnerabilities

y/n 23/66 - 73 9.1 (Paragraph 3) Y

Include climate change as part of the project review process y/n 23/68 9.6; 10.5 Y

* Requirement must be addressed.

Climate Change 
Handbook vulnerability 
assessment: 
http://www.water.ca.g
ov/climatechange/CCH
andbook.cfm; 
November 2012 
Guidelines Legislative 
and Policy Context, p. 
66

§10541.( e )(11)

IRWM Plan Standard: Climate Change
Plan Standard Source Evidence of Sufficiency



Regulatory Citation Link Notes

IRWM Prop 84 and 1E Guidelines
http://www.water.ca.gov/irwm/grants/docs/Guidelines/GL_2012_FI
NAL.pdf

DWR November 2012 Guidelines - Final

CWC §10539
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-
bin/displaycode?section=wat&group=10001-11000&file=10532-
10539

CWC §10540, §10541
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-
bin/displaycode?section=wat&group=10001-11000&file=10540-
10543

CWC §10543
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-
bin/displaycode?section=wat&group=10001-11000&file=10540-
10543

http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-
bin/displaycode?section=prc&group=75001-76000&file=75020-
75029.5

The Department of Water Resources shall give preference to 
proposals that satisfy the criteria specified in PRC §75026.(b)(1). 
§75028.(a) - the department shall defer to approved local project 
selection, and review projects only for consistency with the purposes 
of Section 75026.

http://www.waterplan.water.ca.gov/cwpu2009/index.cfm 2009 California Water Plan Volumes I and II
http://www.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/watershedportal/Pages/Index.
aspx

California Watershed Portal

§10541. (e)(3)
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-
bin/displaycode?section=wat&group=10001-11000&file=10540-
10543

PRC §75026, §75028, CWP Update 
2009, and California Watershed 
Portal

http://www.water.ca.gov/irwm/grants/docs/Guidelines/GL_2012_FINAL.pdf
http://www.water.ca.gov/irwm/grants/docs/Guidelines/GL_2012_FINAL.pdf
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=wat&group=10001-11000&file=10532-10539
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=wat&group=10001-11000&file=10532-10539
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=wat&group=10001-11000&file=10532-10539
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=wat&group=10001-11000&file=10540-10543
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=wat&group=10001-11000&file=10540-10543
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=wat&group=10001-11000&file=10540-10543
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=wat&group=10001-11000&file=10540-10543
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=wat&group=10001-11000&file=10540-10543
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=wat&group=10001-11000&file=10540-10543
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=prc&group=75001-76000&file=75020-75029.5
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=prc&group=75001-76000&file=75020-75029.5
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=prc&group=75001-76000&file=75020-75029.5
http://www.waterplan.water.ca.gov/cwpu2009/index.cfm
http://www.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/watershedportal/Pages/Index.aspx
http://www.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/watershedportal/Pages/Index.aspx
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=wat&group=10001-11000&file=10540-10543
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=wat&group=10001-11000&file=10540-10543
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=wat&group=10001-11000&file=10540-10543
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View this email in your browser 

Upper Sacramento, Mccloud and Lower Pit River IRWM Region (USR) 

Hello USR Regional Water Management Group Members and Related Staff: 

On June 18th, the motion below was raised by City of Mt. Shasta, and was seconded 

by Jeffery Kelley of Modoc Nation. Voting on this motion ended at 5pm June 21st. 

Out of the 16 RWMG member groups, votes have been received from 13 groups, 

which constitutes a quorum for voting purposes. It was mentioned in previous emails 

that the motion will pass only by consensus, meaning that no dissenting votes are 

returned. 

Motion for consideration: The RWMG authorizes the City of Mt. Shasta to submit 

a proposal for funding to the California Department of Water Resources 2014 

IRWM Drought Solicitation Integrated Regional Water Management 

Implementation Grant Program Funded by Proposition 84 for two projects 

(Supply Line Replacement Project and the Water Meter Installation Project), 

both sponsored by the City of Mt. Shasta, as included in the IRWM Plan as 

Priority 1 projects, and authorize the chair of the RWMG to sign the 2014 JRWM 

Drought Grant Acknowledgement Form (as attached) with the 'Applicant Name' 

identified as The City of Mt. Shasta. 

Further, Mt. Shasta City wishes to acknowledge that although both projects being 

proposed for funding are sponsored by the City of Mt. Shasta, the RWMG supports 

these projects and their integration with water monitoring and education efforts in 

partnership with RWMG members, including CalTrout. Be it also acknowledged that 

there are no other IRWM plan projects of the USR RWMG that have been identified 

as feasible for DWR's Drought Funding Round at this time. 

Trans 
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Results: 13 yes votes, 0 abstain, 0 noes 

Based on these results, the motion raised on June 18th, 2014 has passed. 

This email constitutes the closing of the special electronic meeting to call for a 

vote to authorize the City of Mt. Shasta to submit a proposal for funding to the 

California Department of Water Resources 2014 IRWM Drought Solicitation 

Integrated Regional Water Management Implementation Grant Program. 

Regards, 

Robin 

Robin Singler, Administrative Director 

The River Exchange 

PO Box 784, Dunsmuir, CA 96025 

Email: irwm@riverexchange.org 

Phone: (530) 235-2012 

Copyright© 2014 The River Exchange, on behalf of the USR IRWM's Regional Water Management Group, All 
rights reserved. 

unsubscribe from this list update subscription preferences 
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Upper Sac RWMG - Results of Motion to Adopt 2 New Projects 

Hello Upper Sac RWMG Members, Potential Members and Staff: 

On June 3rd, the motions below were raised by City of Mt. Shasta, and were seconded by 

California Trout's representative, Meadow Fitton. Voting on these motions ended at 5pm 

June 6th (today). Out of the 16 RWMG member groups, votes have been received from 

12 groups, which constitutes a quorum for voting purposes. The results for each motion 

are below. It was mentioned in previous emails that the projects will only be adopted with 

consensus, meaning that no dissenting votes are returned. 

RWMG Vote to Adopt Supply Line Project: 

Motion for consideration: The RWMG hereby approves the Supply Line Replacement 

Project sponsored by the City of Mt. Shasta for inclusion in the Upper Sacramento, 

McCloud, and Lower Pit Integrated Regional Water Management Plan as a Priority 1 

Project. 

Results: 12 yes votes, O abstain, 0 noes 

RWMG Vote to Adopt Water Meter Installation Project: 

Motion for consideration: The RWMG hereby approves the Water Meter Installation 

Project sponsored by the City of Mt. Shasta for inclusion in the Upper Sacramento, 

McCloud, and Lower Pit Integrated Regional Water Management Plan as a Priority 1 

Project. 

Results: 12 yes votes, O abstain, O noes 

Based on these results, it appears that both projects have been adopted by the RWMG 

members. 

This email constitutes the closing of the special electronic meeting to call for a vote 

to adopt 2 new projects in to the USR's IRWM plan as Priority One projects. 

Thank you and enjoy your weekend, 

Robin 

Trans 
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Regional Water Management Group (RWMG) Special Meeting  

April 30, 2015, 1:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. 
5727 Dunsmuir Avenue, Dunsmuir, CA 96025  

 
Meeting Notes  (DRAFT) 

 
RWMG Members (i.e., MOU signatories): 
Geoff Harkness – City of Mt. Shasta, RWMG Chair 
Mark Miyoshi – Winnemem Wintu Tribe  
Angelina Cook – McCloud Watershed Council 
Kathleen Hitt – Siskiyou Land Trust (SLT) 
Bryce Craig – City of Dunsmuir 
Robert Blankenship – Trout Unlimited 
Janie Painter – Medicine Lake Citizens for Quality 

Environment 
Meadow Fitton – California Trout 
Wayne Grisby – McCloud Community Services 

District 
Michelle Berditschevsky – Mt Shasta Bioregional 

Ecology Center (MSBEC) 
Jennifer Witherspoon – MSBEC 
Felicia Schneider – MSBEC 

 
RWMG Member Alternates: 
Luisa Navejas – Representing The Modoc Nation 
Randy L. Johnson – City of Dunsmuir 
Dennis Heiman – Western Shasta RCD 
Molly Hansen – The River Exchange (REX) 
 
Attending as Guest: 
Mary Randall – Department of Water Resources 
Elizabeth Betancourt – Forsgren Associates 
Raven Stevens – Gateway Neighborhood Assoc. 
Roslyn Johnsen – Public 
 
Attending by Teleconference: 
Paul Eckert – City of Mt Shasta 

 
The following meeting notes present a summary of discussion and outcomes from the Upper Sacramento, 
McCloud, and Lower Pit RWMG meeting on April 30, 2015. This summary does not provide a specific transcript 
of the discussion or all individual attributions of comments; however, attribution is provided for RWMG 
support staff and presenters. Action items and decisions are noted where appropriate by highlighting.   
 
Links to the handouts referred to in these notes can be accessed in the RWMG Website Reference Library folder 
misc. by going to http://uppersacirwm.org/news.  
 
1. Opening Business, Geoff Harkness 
 Molly Hansen was assigned as note taker 
 March 19, 2015 minutes adopted. Bob made the motion, Dennis seconded the motion. All ayes. 
 Action: Molly upload summary of attendance 
 Action: Geoff send addendum to the Plan to designated website administrator 
 Action: Designated administrator update plan and upload to uppersacirwm.org website 
 Action: Kathleen Hitt will donate $ for re-registering the domain. 

 
2. Bylaws Adoption With Name Change, Kathleen Hitt 
 Jennifer and Kathleen will continue to work on. 
 CC will have next IRWM mtg May 28 as deadline 
 Also talk about CABY task at this time 

http://uppersacirwm.org/news
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 Phil talk about DOC watershed position at this time 
 

3. TAC Overview Of Grant Specific Scoring Criteria, Mark, Angelina, Geoff 
 Developed scorecard for Prop 84 funding round from DWR. Took from guidelines as a template 

therefore very similar to how state scores projects. Angelina looked at Inyo-Mono scorecard to 
compare, then the TAC synthesized the values of Inyo-Mono elements into the scorecard. This 
increased possible score from 33 to 61. Want each scorecard to be weighted the same. Regional 
(IRWM) 100 possible pts. Grant specific 61 possible pts.  Then regional and grant specific scores 
married. Intent is that the TAC will create a grant-specific score for any project to be considered for 
next round of funding.  

 Mary Randall stated that DWR averages all RWMG project scores, therefore the two lowest from last 
year projects brought the whole region’s funding down. VERY IMPORTANT to have good scoring all 
around so doesn’t bring the overall funding down. 

 10.1 million available for the entire Sacramento hydrologic region funding. 
 Mary suggests putting in projects that can score as high as possible for the regional scoring criteria so 

that all of the projects don’t suffer. 
 A potential question for project sponsors is “can your project take place with partial funding?” 
 EB suggests not going over 4 million. 
 May 8th project sponsors must tell TAC if want to be scored for funding this round. 
 May 21st TAC send out list of top-ranked projects by DWR standards, USRWMG group and combined. 
 May 22 agenda sent out for next RWMG meeting. 
 June 4th RWMG meeting. 
 August 1st grant. 
 Questions for sponsors: 

o If projects put forth as phased, can the phase stand alone? 
o Is there partial funding? 
o Are there other sources of funding available? 

 Mark asked if TAC will allow sponsors to make adjustments to projects to score higher? 
 TAC commits that they will inform sponsors of their project scores before the next meeting, and stay 

open to dialogue with sponsors to potentially make changes before the next meeting. 
 End of May is when DWR will put out the new criteria. 

 
4. Funding Committee Update 
 Grant administration at 5%. Funding for other tasks need to be task related, ie, collaboration meetings, 

ie ongoing administrating of the IRWM group. Specific projects need to write in their own project 
administrative tasks. Include labor compliance (DIR state board)  

 Action: Elizabeth will supply an example plan 
 Angelina suggests a conversation voluntary Headwaters Stewardship Fund surcharge, hotels, 

fisherperson organizations, cities, etc (Diane Strachan San Luis Obispo) (Lake Tahoe region has one). 
 

5. Sierra Water Workgroup Update, Janie 
 Liz Mansfield calling for input for agenda regarding which of the following are top priorities (these will 

be the focus of workshop is as it relates to water rights):  
o ‘Quantification’, ‘Beneficial and regional use’, ‘Water quality’, or ‘How do we interact with 

pressures regarding water supply and meet the needs of the rest of the state?’ 
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 Mark suggests restoration should be considered as an agenda topic. Janie will bring Mark’s suggestion 
to the SWWG. 
 

6. Update of DWR Funding of Studies, Meadow 
 The types of studies or projects that DWR funds varies from bond measure to bond measure and from 

solicitation to solicitation. The types of studies allowed in implementation funding rounds are dictated 
by the bond measure and the specific Guidelines/Proposal Solicitation Package, this can lead to some 
confusion because it does change from solicitation to solicitation.     

 There are two ways that a study or plan can be funded with implementation dollars: 
1. If the proposed study is directly related to an implementation project in the same round of funding 
2. If the proposed study will lead to the implementation of a project in a later round and benefits a 

Disadvantaged Community 
 

7. Present revised and new projects to be adopted in the IRWM Plan 
Directions for accessing USR Project materials: Website / sign in / click on “Sections for review” at top of 
page/click on “Project Proposals” following first body of text (or just scroll down page) *this is the 
application only, and is missing budget, schedule and GHG information (these need to be added). 

 
 McCloud Watershed Council – CASGEM compliant groundwater monitoring effort (Bob Blankenship) 

o Select wells different densities, different locations. Help County turn this unfunded 
mandate of monitoring in basins into a revenue stream. Tied to high mountain meadow and 
beaver restoration (instrumental to return of salmon). Base groundwater measuring program 
needed. Easier if County on board with a GW project. Bob would like to see the project 
considered as a Priority 1. Bob ensures that all elements of the grant application will be ready. 

 Dunsmuir – All Priority 1 (Could be phased. Partial funding could work.) (All ready to go except #3.) 
1. North Dunsmuir Water Main Replacement ($1,580,000 budget):  Consists of replacing old, leak-prone, 

steel pipelines in the following Streets: 
a. N. Dunsmuir Ave: 1,240' of 12" to 18" water main and appurtenances; 
b. Prospect Ave: 1,000' of 6" to 10" water main and appurtenances; 
c. Needham and Scenic Ave: 1,600' of 6" to 10" water main and appurtenances; 

2. Siskiyou Ave (near Elementary School): 1,300' of 6" to 8" water main and appurtenances. ($650,000 
budget) 
3. Downtown Water Tank Relocation and Replacement Project ($2,900,000):  Eliminates a constant tank 

overflow and raises the tank elevation to provide more stable system pressures in Downtown, South 
Dunsmuir and higher elevation water services, especially during high demand emergency conditions, such 
as fire.  The project consists of the following 

a. 1,900' of 8" to 12" water main and appurtenances; 
b. Tank site acquisition; 
c. New 900,000-gallon tank; 
d. Demolish existing 105 –year old concrete tank 

4. South Dunsmuir Water Main Replacements ($650,000 budget):  Consisting of replacing water mains 
that were earmarked for replacement as part of the CDBG-funded project, but due to higher than 
anticipated construction cost increases and scope adjustments during design, there is not adequate 
funding to complete all of the desired work. 
 MSBEC – Not incorporating their Mount Shasta project (previously conceptual / Priority 2) with their 

Medicine Lake project (priority 1). 



Upper Sacramento, McCloud, Lower Pit Integrated Regional Water Management 

4 

o Making some revisions to Medicine Lake project: MLCQE as co-sponsors. Have met with 
Pit River tribe to include tribal monitors in the project, waiting to hear back from them whether 
they will agree to be co-sponsors and to receive their input. Baseline hydrologic data for 
Medicine Lake Volcano, McCloud River – baseline conductivity. Linking with on-the-ground 
monitoring. 

 City of Mt Shasta 
1. Spring Hill Water Source Project ($4,200,000). Project Application Status-completed. 

o Mark expressed concern about the need for EIS due to location of proposed new well in 
vicinity of Crystal Geyser leachfied. 

 
2. Big Lakes Water Line Replacement Project ($1,200,000) - Project Application Status-complete 

by Mid April. 
3. Interceptor Line (sewer) Replacement Project ($4,800,000) - Project Application Status-

complete by Mid April. 
4. Tank 1 Replacement Project (Quail Hill) ($1,600,000) - Project Application Status-complete by 

Mid April. 
 Cal Trout 

1. Remove Glacier Monitoring from IRWM Plan. 
2. Northern California Volcanic Springs Base-lining, Analysis and Monitoring Project. 

 Siskiyou Land Trust (not an implementation project therefore holding off presenting to the group. 
Would like to include it in the future. 

o Material to be sent out directly to members. 
 MLCFQE 

o No materials submitted - We have some changes regarding the Medicine Lake 
Monitoring Project, including the addition of the Medicine Lake Citizens as a co-sponsor.  
 

 McCloud Community Services District 
o Projects can be phased as stand-alone. 
 

 Angelina motioned to adopt projects into the Plan. Bryce seconded. Michelle, Janie and Meadow voted 
‘Aye’ prior to leaving. 3 oppose (Mark Luisa, Bob), motioned failed. Further discussion called for. 
 Luisa as tribal rep would like each project considered individually for a vote of adoption, as opposed to 

adopting all as a group. (E.g., issues with Panther Meadows tribal consultation). 
 
 Angelina motioned to adopt McCloud projects.  Mark seconded. All ayes. 
 Mark motioned to adopt the Dunsmuir North project. Bob seconded. All ayes. 
 Mark motioned to adopt the Dunsmuir Downtown project. Luisa seconded. All ayes. 
 Angelina motioned to adopt the South Dunsmuir project. Kathleen seconded. All ayes. 
 Angelina motioned to accept MSBEC ‘s revised changes. Bob seconded. Kathleen, Molly, Luisa and 

Mark abstained.  All others (5) voted Aye. 
 Bob motioned to accept CalTrout’s project name change. Wayne seconded. 7 ayes, Luisa and Mark 

abstained. 
 Randy motioned to adopt the Mt Shasta interceptor project. Geoff seconded. 5 ayes.  Luisa, Mark, and 

Angelina abstained.  Bob opposed. 
 Randy motioned to make the project a priority level 2.  Kathleen seconded. 8 ayes. Bob abstained.  
 Kathleen motioned to adopt the Mt Shasta City tank replacement (Quail Hill) project.  Wayne 

seconded. All ayes. 
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 Randy motioned to adopt the MS Big Lakes project. Wayne seconded. 8 ayes, Angelina abstained. 
 Geoff motioned to adopt the MS Spring Hill project. Randy seconded. 5 ayes. Luisa, Mark, and Kathleen 

abstained. Bob opposed. 
 Geoff motioned to move the project to a priority level 2. Wayne seconded. 5 ayes. Bob, Angelina, 

Mark, and Luisa abstained. 
 

8. Review Action Items and Confirm Next Meeting Dates, Molly, all. 
a. Review Action Items 

o Action: Molly upload summary of attendance 
o Action: Geoff send addendum to the Plan to designated website administrator 
o Action: Designated administrator update plan and upload to uppersacirwm.org website 
o Action: Kathleen Hitt will donate $ for re-registering the domain. 
o Action: Elizabeth supply an example plan 

b. Next Meeting Dates 
 June 4, 2015, REX building, 1-5 pm. 

 
Meeting adjourned at 5:35 pm 
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