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Regional Water Management Group 

Monday, February 11, 2013 1:30 to 4:00 pm 
        Location: Sierra Ambulance, Conference Room 

40755 Winding Way, Oakhurst, CA 93644 
Highway 41 North to Oakhurst to the North end of town.  Make a right onto Winding Way (on the 
right hand corner there is a Fly Fishing Shop) and turn into the 2nd driveway: Sierra Ambulance. 

 

 
1. Open – Flag Salute 
 - Introductions 
Jeannie Habben – CSWC/ Admin Asst 
Carl Janzen – Madera Irrigation District  
Doug Welch – Chowchilla Water District 
Don Roberts – Gravely Ford Water District   
Ken Vang – Madera Cnty Special Districts 
Phil Pierre – Root Creek Water District 

Amber Adams – Quad Knopf 
Michelle Dooley – Dept. Water Resources 
Al Solis – SEMCU 
Brittany Dyer – Y/S RC & D & CSWC 
Steve Haze – Y/S R C & D 

Tom – Quad Knopf 
Sarge Green – San Joaquin Valley Partnership 
 
2.  Review & Approval 
 - Agenda & Minutes 

Phil P made a motion to approve the agenda as is; Al S second the motion; all voted; 
motion is passed. No changes made. 
Doug W made a motion to approve the Minutes as is; Al S second the motion; all voted; 
motion is passed. No changes made. 

 
3.  Public Comment –  
The first 15 minutes of each regular meeting is set aside for members of the public to comment on any item within the 
jurisdiction of the Commission, but not appearing on the agenda. Items presented under public comment may not be 
discussed or acted upon by the Commission at this time. For items appearing on the agenda, the public is invited to 
comment at the time the item is called for consideration by the Commission. Any person addressing the Commission 
under public comment will be limited to a 3 minute presentation to ensure that all interested parties have an 
opportunity to speak. Also, all persons addressing the Commission must state their name and county of residence for 
the record.  
 

4. Guest Speaker – Sargeant Green 
 “12 County Water Work Group” of the San Joaquin Valley Partnership and the Delta Counties Coalition  
This partnership was created to develop a strategic plan and operating principles that have 
allowed significant discussion on how to move forward on water management activities we can 
agree on while leaving more controversial issues behind. They are requesting that there is at 
least one county supervisor involved from each county in this 12 County Water Work Group. 
Sarge requested that the RWMG make a recommendation to encourage the supervisors to 
attend and be involved.   
 
Sarge presented a list of projects that his group has come up with for the 12 counties; there 
were three projects listed for Madera County.  These three projects were projects that appear 
on the list in the region’s IRWM Plan.  Sarge requested that the Madera RWMG review the list 
and accept the projects listed.  The group chose to have this and the above recommendation as 
action items on the March agenda.  
 
5.  Members Reports 

 You are invited to join the “visioning workshops” and provide input on the 2014 
Madera County Regional Transportation Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy 
(RTP/SCS): Tuesday, February 12 in Oakhurst – Wednesday, February 13 in 



2 
 

Madera – Tuesday, February 19 in Madera – Thursday, February 21 in Chowchilla. 
For more information: contact MCTC 559-675-0721 or www.maderactc.org 
 

 2013 Sierra Water Workgroup Summit will be held on June 11-13, 2013 in King's 
Beach, CA (Tahoe).  The 2013 Sierra Water Work Group Summit, will focus on three 
broad topics: integrated regional water management, policy and legal issues 
surrounding water and watershed management, and engaging and serving 
disadvantaged communities and Native American tribes. To find out more about the 
Sierra Water Workgroup event, please contact Sierra Nevada Alliance Program 
Associate Gavin Feiger by email gavin@sierranevadaalliance.org or by phone 530-
542-4546 ext. 302 or SWWG Coordinator Liz Mansfield by email 
lhmansfield@gmail.com or by phone (916)273-0488. 
www.sierrawaterworkgroup.org 

  
 Sarah R sent an e-mail stating that she had to undergo another eye surgery.  She is 

in recovery and will continue to stay in touch and work with us as much as possible. 
She has recently assisted Jeannie H with the next round Facilitation Support 
Services application. 
 

 As a reminder, DWR has scheduled two workshops to assist potential Proposition 84 
Implementation Grant Round 2 Solicitation applicants.  Two workshops are: February 
12, 2013 at 10:00 a.m. - 12:30 p.m., Los Angeles County Department of Public 
Works &  February 14, 2013 at 10:00 a.m. - 12:30 p.m., Sacramento, CA.  The 
workshop presentation is posted on the IRWM Grants website at 
http://www.water.ca.gov/irwm/grants.  For those planning on attending one of the 
upcoming Proposition 84 Round 2 workshops, please bring a copy of the 
presentation as well as a copy of the Round 2 Proposal Solicitation Package (PSP). 
The Round 2 PSP can also be found at: http://www.water.ca.gov/irwm/grants.   

 
 It was reported that there is currently about eight weeks of water available to run in 

the summer.  If it does not rain it could be less. There is currently 65% to 70% class 
one water available. 

 
6.  Discussion and Approval – Financial Report/Warrant Approvals 

Al S made a motion to approve the Income Statement as of 02/05/13; Phil P second the 
motion; all voted; motion is passed. No changes made. 

 
New Business: 
7.  Discussion and Approval - Round II Implementation Grant Proposals 

Ken V discussed the projects that he would like to submit to DWR for the Round II 
Implementation grant process. It was decided after discussions that there would be five out of 
the seven projects to be submitted: 

 MD – 33 Fairmead Sewer System 

 MD-19 A/B Parkwood Water System 

 Madera Ranchos Multi-Use Basin/Brockman Park 

 CSA- 14 Chuk-Chanse 

 MD- 08 
 
Phil P made a motion to recommend that Madera County is the Applicant for the 5 projects, 
for a total of about $8.4 million; Steve H second the motion; all voted; motion is passed. No 
changes made.  
 

http://www.maderactc.org/
http://cts.vresp.com/c/?SierraNevadaAlliance/a0f418bc81/b35e54c816/341742c917
mailto:gavin@sierranevadaalliance.org
tel:530-542-4546%20ext.%20302
tel:530-542-4546%20ext.%20302
mailto:lhmansfield@gmail.com
tel:%28916%29273-0488
http://www.sierrawaterworkgroup.org/
http://www.water.ca.gov/irwm/grants
http://www.water.ca.gov/irwm/grants
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Don R made a motion to recommend Yosemite/Sequoia Resource Conservation & 
Development Council as the Grantee for the above application, for a total of about $8.4 
million; Al S second the motion; all voted; motion is passed. No changes made.  
 

8.  Discussion and Approval – DAC Member Application 
A discussion was held and a review was made on the DAC Member Application that was 
presented at the January meeting. It was suggested that a link to this application is added to 
the RWMG webpage. 
 
Phil P made a motion to approve the DAC application as presented; Steve H second the 
motion; all voted; motion is passed. No changes made.  

 
9.  Discussion and Approval – New Member Packet 

A discussion was held and a review was made on the New Membership Packet that was 
presented at the January meeting. Two suggestions were made: remove the Madera County 
logo from the front page and add contact information with the website information.  It was 
suggested that a link to this packet is added to the RWMG webpage. 
 
Doug W made a motion to approve the New Member Packet with the suggested corrections; 
Al S second the motion; all voted; motion is passed.   

 
10. Discussion and Approval – Round II Facilitation Support Services Application 

Jeannie H, with the assistance from Sarah R submitted the application for review to Michelle 
D of DWR. There have been some suggested changes to the application; these will be 
completed and reviewed.  Al S made a motion to move the Facilitation Support Services 
Application forward to submittal with the approval and recommendations made by DWR; Phil 
P second the motion; all voted; motion is passed.   

 
11.  List of IRWM Plan Projects – All Projects 

The group reviewed the long list of projects for the IRWM plan update.  This is a working 
document that the group will continue to work on through the plan update process.    
Steve H made a motion to approve the Project List as currently presented; Al S second the 
motion; all voted; motion is passed. 

 
Old Business: 
12.  Report – Grant Application Updates 

 Implementation Grant 
Root Creek submitted the second/revised version of the pay request to DWR on 
02/11/13. This was re-submitted because the Forest Service in-kind was sent back due 
to the lack of CEQA so the reporting was redone and sent back. (DWR is checking if the 
Forest Service is required to have CEQA going back to 2008 match) All projects are 
moving forward.  
 

 Planning Grant 
Commitment letter should be received this week.  Y/S RC & D has requested all of the 
paperwork/application details in electronic form from Provost and Pritchard. This will be 
a 14 month process with nine task deliverables.  
 

13.  Discussion and Report – Overlap Area/MOU with San Joaquin/Westside   
San Joaquin/Westside has not yet had a meeting to sign the MOU; the meeting continues 
to get postponed. 
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14.  Discussion of New or Suggested Memberships to RWMG 
Ken V reported that the City of Madera is reviewing all paperwork and is voting to become 
a member soon. Other suggestions for membership are: North Fork Rancheria of the Mono 
Indians, Ron Goode – North Fork Mono Indians, and the Mono Nation.  

 
15.  Groundwater Management Plan and Groundwater Subsidence 

Provost  & Pritchard did an excellent presentation to both the Madera County WAC and the 
Madera Coutny Board of Supervisors about the groundwater and subsidence issue.  This 
can be viewed online. (Jeannie H will locate the link for the group) 

 
It was reported that overdraft is an issue partly because more land is being added to 
production with more straws going into the ground. Land that used to be rangeland is now 
in tree and crop production. Chowchilla loses 4 feet a year; Madera Ranchos loses 5 feet a 
year; and Gravelly Ford loses 5 feet a year.  The Groundwater Management Plan 
committee met last Thursday and has the plan 95% complete. They are waiting for all of 
the final comments and reports from partners. 

 
16.  Future Agenda Items  
Action item: vote on the acceptance of the SJV Partnership list of water management projects 
 
17.  Next Meeting Location and Time – Monday, March 11, 2013 - 1:30 to 3:30;  

Location:  Chowchilla City Hall (aka Civic Center), 130 S. Second Street, Chowchilla – 
in the Training Room.  Directions: Highway 99 to Robertson Blvd. – Go West to 2rd 
Street and make a Left - The City Hall is on the Right. Access the Training Room thru 
doors located on alley side of the building closest to Third Street (not Second Street). 
Parking is along Third Street or along Trinity Avenue or in Second Street Parking lot. 
 

 
18.  Adjourn/Action Items: 3:35 

 Rewrite FSS application 

 e-mail SWWG information to the group 

 e-mail MCTC information to the group 

 Send Brittany info on 215 water and Eddie Ocampo contact information 

 e-mail to brittany re project of water conservation on list for SJV Partnership 

 email – P & P Ground water powerpoint to group 

 Add a link to the DAC application to the Web page 

 Add a link to the Membership package when corrected 

 Contact Ron Goode re: membership 
  









Standard Specific Standard Questions Status/Response

Governance

Will the governance structure need to be 

altered in the Updated IRWM Plan in order to 

ensure that balanced access and opportunity 

for particiapation in the IRWM effort is 

provided? 

Yes. Task 2 of the work plan for the Madera IRWMG's approved grant application, states that 

a Gevernance section will be added to the plan and will address the following:            The 

governance structure will be documented from existing documents and policies, and any 

newly developed policies.  Existing documents  include an MOU, Bylaws and Rules of Order, 

Mission Statement, and Member Code of Ethics.

• Document a governance structure that  addresses: 

• Describe new planning framework and integration strategy

Region 

Description

Has the regional description changed 

significantly from the current IRWM Plan?

Yes.  Task 3 states that the Region Description will be updated in the following manner:      • 

Update the Description of Region Section to include a basis for the region’s boundaries, 

identify neighboring IRWM efforts, and explain gap areas and overlaps.

• Incorporate information from new members 

Objectives
Will your objectives change from those in the 

current IRWM Plan? If so, how?

Yes.  Task 5 states the IRWMP Objectives will be updated to include the following:                • 

Review and update list of objectives to include new considerations, such as 20 x 2020 water 

efficiency goals, and increased focus on disadvantaged communities

• Assign qualitative or quantitative metrics to each objective.

• Prioritize the objectives or include reasons why they are not prioritized

• Update water supply reliability and demand variations based on climate change scenarios

Resource 

Management 

Strategies

Will the Updated IRWM Plan consider the 

resource management strategies from the 

California Water Plan, Update 2009?

Yes.  Task 6 states the Resource Management Strategies section will be updated as follows:  • 

Update Chapter to include additional water management strategies discussed in the 2009 

California Water Plan Update, including: agricultural water efficiency, urban water efficiency, 

precipitation enhancement, incentive programs, rain-fed agriculture and others.  Discuss 

their applicability in the region.

• Consider the effects of climate change on the applicability and effectiveness of each water 

management strategy.

Table 1 – IRWM Plan Standards Questionnaire



Standard Specific Standard Questions Status/Response

Integration

Will the process used in the Updated IRWM 

Plan allow, encourage, and actively pursue 

integration in both the planning process and 

project formulation and implementation? 

Yes.  The update to the IRWMP will include development of a new Project Review and 

prioritization process, detailed in the approved grant application as follows:                           • 

Document the current Project Screening and Prioritization Process

• Document the current Project Submittal Process

• Document improvements and changes to the Project Review Process

Project Review 

Process

Will the project review process consider 

climate change vulnerabilities and greenhouse 

gas emissions (for both construction and 

operation)?

Yes.  See bullet 6 in the response to Climate Change below.

Technical 

Analysis

Have any data gaps been identified and how 

will the Updated IRWM Plan help fill the gaps?

Not at this time.  However, task 12 of the approved Grant Application describes the process 

that will be used to evaluate the adequacy of the IRWM's technical analysis during the 

IRWMP update:                                                                                                                                           • 

Identify and describe technical information used in developing IRWMP

• Evaluate adequacy of information

• Describe how technical information aids in understanding the region’s water management 

picture.

Relation to Local 

Water Use 

Planning

Will changes to the existing IRWM Plan be 

needed in order to improve coordination with 

local water use planning efforts?

Chapter 3 of the current IRWMP outlines the IRWM's relationship to local water use planning 

efforts.  During the Update, Task 13 describes tasks that will be completed to help assure that 

this coordination is satisfactory for all parties:                                                             • Update list of 

local water and land-use plans

• Discuss how IRWMP relates to the local documents, and the dynamics between IRWMP and 

local water plans

• Discuss future collaborations between land use planners and water managers

Relation to Local 

Land Use 

Planning

Will changes to the existing IRWM Plan be 

needed in order to improve coordination with 

land use planning efforts?

Chapter 2 of the current IRWMP outlines the IRWM's relationship to local land use planning 

efforts.  During the Update, Task 13 describes tasks that will be completed to help assure that 

this coordination is satisfactory for all parties:                                                             • Update list of 

local water and land-use plans

Stakeholder 

Involvement

Will changes or improvements to the 

stakeholder involvement process be needed to 

ensure effective stakeholder participation?

• Discuss how IRWMP relates to the local documents, and the dynamics between IRWMP and 

local water plans

Coordination
Has the RWMG identified a need for 

changes/improvements to the ongoing 

coordination efforts?

• Discuss future collaborations between land use planners and water managers



Standard Specific Standard Questions Status/Response

Climate Change Will the Updated IRWM Plan contain:

       A climate change vulnerability assessment 

of the IRWM region that is at least equivalent 

to the qualitative check list assessment in the 

Climate Change Handbook for Regional Water 

Planning (Handbook) ? 
         A list of prioritized vulnerabilities derived 

from the vulnerability assessment and the 

IRWM’s decision making process?
         A plan, program, or methodology for 

further data gathering/analyzing of the 

prioritized vulnerabilities? 

Yes.  Task 15 of the approved grant application sets forth six criteria by which the IRWMG 

will consider Climate Change in setting policy, preparing responses, and project selection:  • 

Review Climate Change documents, including the Climate Change section of the California 

Water Master Plan Update 2009, the Awhanee Principle for Climate Change, 2009 California 

Climate Adaptation Strategy, and others listed in the DWR Climate Change Clearinghouse

• Discuss potential effects of climate change on the IRWMP region

• Evaluate the IRWM region’s vulnerabilities to the effects of climate change

• Identify potential adaptation responses to those vulnerabilities

• Incorporate climate change elements from local plans into the IRWMP

• Develop a CEQA-compliant process to disclose and consider GHG emissions when choosing 

between project alternatives 
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