u,. f' -
Integrated Regional Water
Management

Status of Draft Guidelines




Summary of Funding

— Prop 84 $1 Billion for IRWM
» $900M Allocated to 11 Funding Areas
« $100M Interregronaf

— Prop 1E Sto;‘rhWater Flood Mgmt
. $300 M :




Prop 84 Requirements

Provides funding for projects that:

— “...assists local public agencies to.meet long
term water needs of the state.including the
delivery of safe drinking water and the
protection of water quallty and the
environment.”




Prop 1E Requirements

General Requirements:

— Secure the maximum feasible amounts of
federal and local matching funds

— Prioritize project selection-and project design

to achieve maximum public beneflts from the
use of these funds "




Prop 1E Requirements

Fund stormwater flood management
projects that:

— Have a non-state cost shareﬁc)'ffh'dt'-< 50%
— Are not part of the State Plan of Flood Control

— Manage stormwater to 'r'édqce flood damage
- Consistent with RWQCB. Basin Plan .

— Are consistent with: an, appllcable .ﬁw
* Are Ilsted in an ,IRWM Plan versus: ot







Content of Guidelines. Package

Omnibus Proposal

— Grant Solicitation Process

« Eligibility, General RequwementSv Rewew &
Approval Processes, etc. . RN

— IRWM Plan Standards _,37' e
 “Compliance Standard™ Ian_guége
e Plus guidance/assisfénce'"rﬁaterials

— Proposal Sohmtaﬂon Packages -.
* SBx2-1 Funds.q-htfﬂanmng & ImpI ment
° Subsequen ‘Rounds




Content of Guidelines. Package

Establishes Component Grant Programs

— IRWM Planning Grants

 Limiting scope to “developmenp;-ujo‘d‘aﬁng, or

improvement of IRWM Plans?

* But need to be inclusive of related planning needs
~ IRWM Implementation Grants
~SWFM Grants = -
— Region Aécepta%%;ﬁfbcess (Re\_#

| R s g .




Program Preferences

Prop 84 IRWM Program

— Effectively resolve significant watersrelated
conflicts within or between regions:

— Contribute to the attainm_e,nt-JOf one or more of
the CALFED Bay-Delta -Progra-m objectives

— Address statewide pnorltles

— Address crltlcal water supply or water ‘
needs for dlsad\@htaged commng
the region & %




Program Preferences

Prop 1E SWFM Funds

— Projects not receiving other state funding for
flood control or prevention
— Projects with multiple benefits

* For SBx2-1 appropriation, prOJects must have
multiple benefits




Program Preferences

Statewide Priorities (under consideration)
— Drought Preparedness

Adaption to Climate Changej,:-'-f“‘-"' ’
Reduction of Greenhouse_-‘é'as Emissions

_ow Impact Development =




IRWM Plan Standards

Governance Data Management
Description of Region Finance
Obijectives Technical Analysis

Resource Mngmt Re-l’étion to Local
Strategies _.Water Planning

Integration _ 4 Relation to Local Land
Project Selection :_,-_;‘Use Planning :
Process i

Impacts & Benefltg

Plan Performan e

Monitoring =& 4 o

ltalics = New Standai




Significant Modifications/Deleted

P50 IRWM Plan Standard Action/Reasoning
Regional Agency/RWMG Part of Governance;

=

deletmg “regional agency
Regional Priorities Part of Objectives
Implementation Replaced by Governance

Tech Analysis & Plan _Separated & covered by
Performance - other standards _

o Sy ,'.i
Statewide Priorities oy Addressec
T Preferenc




Climate Change

Addresses

— Mitigation

— Adaptation
Source material:

— Climate Change Scopmg Plan (CARB 2008)
— Climate Change Whlte Paper (DWR

— California CImaﬁAd.aonn Stratﬁw (




Climate Change - Guidance

Legislative and Policy Context
Implications of the Effects
Consideration of Effects
Mitigation/GHG Reductic‘)h '

Implementatlon of Standard
Reference Ilst "




rant Solicitation




Planning PSP

Considering 2 cycles
— Cycle 1 - $20M
— Cycle 2 - $10M

Benefits

— Run Plannlng & Implementaﬂon solicitations
concurrently o

— Reserve PlannlngFunds for “Ne\“eg
- Obviate need fgfearty 2010 RAFﬁ"”"*

& '—.1




Implementation PSP

Grandfather Clause Issue

— QOriginal assumptions _

— Variation from original assurpptibhs
- Plan that meets new standards

“Streamlined” Process?™
Plan Review? A




Implementation PSP

Funding Targets

Using Allocation Schedule W/ by Fundlng
Area — 1/9™ +/-

Other Allocations

— Project types
e SBx2-1 Obllgatlons . i
« SWRCB Recycle’g*Wat.er Pollcy Rewt :

— Slngle Plan Fu[ﬁmg Areas *W'-

"-.




Schedule

February 2010— Release Draft

— Guidelines

— IRWM Plan Standards e
— SBxx1 Implementation and PlanningPSPs

March 2010 — Public Comment Perlod (w/ workshops)
April 2010 — Final Documents*

— Guidelines, Standards, PSP, and‘"RAP Decision

May 2010 — Appllcatlon.-;Workshopsl)

June 2010 — Appllcatwns’”duel)
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Region Acceptance Process

2009 Final Decision Approved

— 35 Regions Approved _

— 11 Regions Conditionally AppmVéd
Schedule Lessons Learned/Process

Improvement dlscussmns

RPB working on plan for DWR assi
— Conditions Ilstedm cahdltlonally appro\
— Needs |dent|f|e&'1h[.0ugh the RAlf» ’




IRWM Region Statistics

82% Land included
— Up from 54% in Pro

98% Population Inc
— Up from 94% In Pro

iIn a Region

0 50 R
uded inﬁa"'-'Region
050 2

Largest Region — 12. 5M Acres (19,500 Mi?)
Smallest Reglon ~ 170 000 Acres (260 Mi
Average 2M Ag;t‘es (3 000 Mlx-, ‘
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