Introduction
The challenges of California’s diverse and extreme climatic, natural, and sociological conditions require a new and more innovative approach to water management—one that is fluid, multi-faceted, creative, flexible, and focused on the long term. That said, integrated water management actions provide a broad variety of benefits, including:

· meeting existing and future water demands; 

· improving the quality of water sources and supplies; 

· providing flexibility to deal with extreme hydrological events, such as droughts and floods; and 

· restoring and enhancing ecosystems to help sustain and enhance our natural resources in the region.

Integrated water management is a systems approach that explores the cause-and-effect relationships affecting water resources wherever operations affect water use, quality, and supply. It analyzes all interrelated water-management components in a given region, among regions, and statewide. The focus must be on the interrelationships of different water-management components with the understanding that changes in management of one component will affect all others. Because these components are not confined to the boundaries of a single water management agency, county, or city, a consensus-based, cross-jurisdictional, regional broad-based watershed approach is required to formulate comprehensive, win-win solutions to identified regional problems.  Effective integrated regional water management will be determined by effectively ending competition characterized by a sense of “ownership” of our water resources, replacing it with cooperation to assure sustainability for the long-term in a region.  

Managing water by regions creates opportunities not available to individual water suppliers. Water suppliers and watershed stewards that form partnerships with each other and with local governments, tribes, and organizations in their region can prioritize, plan and accomplish projects and provide benefits that no single agency can do alone. Ultimately, regional partnerships will enable optimal and effective management of water quantity and quality, and water’s other supportive resources within a region.  The resulting regional plans will provide efficient solutions, consider multiple conservation resource issues, have broad public support, and benefit the state as a whole.

Watershed management involves more than simply assembling stakeholders and involving the public.  It requires building a committed, community-based management team capable of sustaining the planning process as well as supporting important economic, social and resource-based relationships.  Moreover, it requires the expertise and experience that will allow application of integrated, active, adaptive management techniques into the future.  Participants in the Central California (CenCal) IRWM planning effort have emphasized their commitment to an inclusive, functional, forward-thinking foundation built upon strong collaborative cross-jurisdictional relationships assuring successful planning and implementation of projects.

The CenCal region is optimally sized. It is neither too big to exclude important stakeholders and identify regional issues, nor too small to undertake substantive improvements significant to our local communities as well as to benefit the state as a whole. 

The CenCal region is strategically located.  Water from this region naturally flows north towards San Francisco Bay via the San Joaquin River.  At Friant Dam, 70% of the water from the Upper San Joaquin is diverted south to Bakersfield and the southern Central Valley.  (The remaining 30% flows north as described above.)   

The region has representative stakeholders.  These are residents, organizations and political bodies, each of which is individually experienced and proven capable to plan and implement large-scale projects. The foundation that these entities have established within the past months is a testament in itself to how collectively we believe in the importance of integrated water management.  It is why we demonstrated the ability to quickly collaborate and cooperate together.
The CenCal IRWM is committed to building and maintaining an effective governance structure. This is a structure that effectively includes all interested and vested stakeholders while maintaining an efficient process for project prioritization, planning and accomplishment.  We completely understand the significance regional watershed-based planning offers to sustain and enhance our world-class water resources for human consumption, food and fiber production, natural and cultural environmental quality, and recreational opportunities now and well into the future. 

Submittal Information

In March 2009, the Department of Water Resources (DWR) published guidelines concerning the Proposition 84 Integrated Regional Watershed Management Plan (IRWMP) Regional Acceptance Process (RAP).  The guidelines address a variety of topics including: the Regional Water Management Group (RWMG), stakeholders, public involvement, governance, regional boundaries rationale, water management, and adjacent IRWMP relationships.  

The Central California (CenCal) IRWM group has prepared this regional acceptance packet in direct response to the DWR-published guidelines.  The document has been organized following the topics identified in the guidelines and each guideline section is considered to be a “stand-alone” discussion.  Several of the sections resulted in the creation of appendices and/or maps.  The table of contents provides a listing of all sections, graphics, and appendices.  

This document is meant for DWR evaluation of CenCal boundaries in the context of the San Joaquin River funding region, as well as watershed and watershed management principles.  

Section 1

Submitting Entity: Mariposa County Resource Conservation District, Glenn Franklin, PO Box 746, Mariposa, CA 95338, (209) 966-3431 voice, (209) 742-7508 fax, mcrcd@sti.net.

Contact: Brenda Ostrom, Project Manager, PO Box 913, Mariposa, CA 95338, (209) 966-8432 voice, (209) 966-4141 fax, bostrom@sti.net

The Mariposa County Resource Conservation District (MCRCD) is the submitting entity for the Regional Acceptance Process (RAP) phase of the Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) process for the proposed Central California planning region. Acknowledged by the Regional Water Management Group (RWMG), the MCRCD is the selected entity for this phase.  MCRCD received a $10K grant from Mariposa County and it has a contract in place to prepare the materials. The MCRCD also received $50K in funding from Sierra Nevada Conservancy (SNC) to complete the future Department of Water Resources (DWR) planning grant application. The agency responsible for the management of the Integrated Regional Water Management Plan (IRWMP) will be determined by the RWMG and confirmed by the submittal of the future planning grant application.

The CenCal IRWMP effort is a multi-dimensional, dynamic, inclusive, flexible planning process. It is engaged in concurrent ongoing public and stakeholder outreach and involvement, ongoing pursuit of alternative funding, and ongoing organization efforts. For example:

· DWR assistance is being sought to help finalize the governance structure before submission of the planning grant application

· RCDs within the area are discussing whether it makes sense to broaden the current project management to a collaboration of RCDs within the region

· Additional and alternative funding is being sought (the state budget situation has delayed the availability of the SNC grant).

The RWMG clearly understands what needs to be done and group members are working on myriad avenues to sustain the effort. These ideas will continue to work their way into the process, so that the group can continue to arrive at decisions collectively in the best interests of the region. Consequently, although the MCRCD is the submitting entity for the CenCal IRWMP RAP, as the pre-planning phase process continues in this region, things may change based on the outcome of the RWMG’s efforts as discussed above.  Details that are not finished now will be completed by the time of submittal of the future DWR planning grant application; until then, we are committed to continue working together toward the success of the region.

The Mariposa County Resource Conservation District has a $50K Sierra Nevada Conservancy grant with a contract in place to continue its pre-planning IRWM phase and prepare a planning grant application to meet the new Proposition 84 requirements. The funding was applied for and awarded prior to the release of the draft and final RAP guidelines.  Access to this funding is delayed due to the state budget crisis.  The subsequently received RAP guidelines are a new step in the process not known at the time of the original pre-planning grant application.  Because the State funds are delayed, Mariposa County granted this IRWM effort $10K in matching funds to prepare the RAP packet. 

For this effort to move forward, it is critical to achieve regional acceptance.  Acceptance will enable the CenCal RWMG to continue public and stakeholder involvement, complete our governance structure, continue to coordinate with adjoining regions, continue to define issues and determine resulting projects, address the needs of disadvantaged communities, gather remaining reference material, and prepare a planning grant application. 

The costs for these tasks are included in the contract to prepare the planning grant application. CenCal has “filled in the map” to match the regions adjoining our proposed region.  We are requesting the State’s acceptance so that we can proceed to develop our Proposition 84 planning area and build the necessary public and stakeholder involvement appropriately.

Section 2

The CenCal IRWMP represents a unique planning effort. Initially begun by Madera County subsequent to Proposition 50, then starting in Mariposa County subsequent to Proposition 84, the process has regionalized.  Adapting and appropriately expanding the region consistent with the State’s overall goals and vision have established a truly regional planning boundary for effective collaborative water management. The earlier adopted Madera IRWMP provides a baseline from which to propagate a broader regional planning process that completely incorporates and considers connectivity of neighboring watershed areas that ultimately combine into the San Joaquin River. 

Because Madera County has a Proposition 50 funded IRWMP (accepted by their Board of Supervisors April 14, 2008) completed prior to the new regional planning guidelines; after regional acceptance of the CenCal region, it is expected that priority projects in Madera County will be able to proceed with implementation at the same time the planning process is completed for the larger watershed-based region. The CenCal IRWMP will be a combined regional planning process and document that includes updating the Madera County Plan to meet the new Proposition 84 requirements. This situation offers a unique opportunity to simultaneously start implementing much-needed improvements while the planning process is completed for the entire region. There are no known conflicts between simultaneous undertaking of planning and implementation projects within the region. The key is public and stakeholder involvement to ensure the success of both processes for the benefit of the region as a whole.

The ongoing planning process continues to make a concerted effort to include and engage all the stakeholders within the region to participate in IRWMP implementation and development.  Table 2A lists the agencies and organizations that are currently part of the CenCal RMWG.  The RWMG is supported by additional agencies and organizations as listed below (support letters included as part of this RAP application).  Table 2A also lists the stakeholder group and category into which each fits according to the RAP guidelines and CWC §10541(g).  Appendix A provides meeting attendance records of stakeholders including water management agencies, conservation groups, counties, regional watershed collaboratives, tribal governments, recreational interests, agricultural interests, State and federal entities, and disadvantaged communities. 

Currently, all RWMG members as well as many stakeholders and members of the public have served as part of a work group to develop this RAP application. As we continue to move through the pre-planning phase of our developing region, we will refine the roles that each stakeholder group or individual will play in the CenCal IRWMP.  These roles may include planning committee, coordinating committee, work groups, and interested parties.  Also during the preparation of the planning grant application we will identify the level and requirements of participation for each entity from high, medium, low, technical reference to contact list.  

Agencies and Organizations supporting and committed to participating in the IRWMP process:

1. Bureau of Land Management, Folsom Field Office

2. Chowchilla/Fresno River Watershed 

3. East Merced Resource Conservation District

4. Economic Development Corporation of Mariposa County

5. Lake Don Pedro Community Services District 

6. Mariposa County Agricultural Commissioner  

7. Mariposa County Board of Supervisors 

8. Mariposa County Department of Public Works

9. Mariposa County Economic Development Office

10. Mariposa County Farm Bureau 

11. Mariposa County Fire Department

12.  Mariposa County Planning Department

13. Mariposa County Unified School District

14. Mariposa Public Utility District

15. Mariposans for the Environment and Responsible Government

16. Merced Irrigation District

17. Merced River Conservation Committee

18. National Park Service, Yosemite National Park

19. Natural Resources Conservation Service

20. Ponderosa Basin Mutual Water Company

21. United States Forest Service, Sierra National Forest

22. United States Forest Service, Stanislaus National Forest

23. University of California, Merced 

24. Yosemite Area Audubon Society

25. Yosemite Association 

26. Yosemite/Mariposa County Tourism Bureau

27. Yosemite/Sequoia Resource Conservation & Development Council

Regardless of roles and participation level, the CenCal RWMG has established a website to facilitate education and communication to assure a transparent, informed process for both stakeholders and the public alike.  Because the CenCal RWMG is still in the pre-planning phase and has neither completed its governance structure nor begun to write its plan, the willingness to participate in the process is the best indication we have that a member group intends to adopt the plan.  Since this process is voluntary, it is acknowledged that for one reason or another, stakeholders may choose not to participate, as is within their prerogative.  As the IRWM process is non-regulatory, it cannot delegate, limit, or expand any agency's jurisdictional, statutory, and/or other authorities, regardless of whether or not the agency is participating in the process.

Table 2A: CenCal IRWMP Regional Water Management Group

	Agency/Organization
	Contact
	Phone
	Org Type
	Statutory Authority over water
	Signatory Authority

	Fire Safe Council
	Jan Hamilton
	209-966-2387 
	community
	no
	Jan Hamilton 

	Lake Don Pedro Community Services District
	Charise Reeves
	209-852-2331
	Special District (public, not for profit, water company)
	   yes
	Charise Reeves, Financial Administrator 

	Mariposa County
	Kevin Cann
	(209) 966-3222
	Land Use Authority 
	    yes
	Brad Aborn, Chairmen of the Board

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Mariposa County Resource Conservation District
	Glenn Franklin
	(209) 966-6328
	Special District
	no
	Glenn Franklin, MCRCD President

	Mariposa Public Utility District
	Mark Rowney
	(209) 966-2515
	Special District /Public Utility
	yes
	Brian Mueller, Chairman of Board of Directors

	Mariposans for the Environment and Responsible Government (MERG)
	Tony Kidd, Rita Kidd
	(209) 966-3212
	Environmental Stewardship, Non-Profit
	no
	Bart Brown, Chair

	Sierra Club Tehipite Chapter
	K. John Flaherty
	(209) 742-4668
	Environmental Stewardship, Non-Profit
	Sierra Club Tehipite Chapter
	K. John Flaherty 

	 Upper Merced Watershed Council
	 Terry McLaughlin
	(209) 966-2221 
	 Environmental Stewardship, Non-Profit
	 no
	Sue Overstreet President, Board of Directors 

	USDA Forest Service, Sierra National Forest
	Keith Andy Stone
	(559) 877-2218 ext.3143
	Federal land management and water agency
	yes
	David Martin, District Ranger

	USDA Forest Service, Stanislaus National Forest
	Jim Frazier
	(209) 532-3671 x205
	Govt.
	yes
	Maggie Dowd, District Ranger

	
	
	
	
	
	

	USDA Natural Resource Conservation Service, Merced Service Center
	Malia Hildebrandt
	(209) 722-4119
	 Govt.
	   no
	District Conservationist

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Yosemite National Park
	Joe Meyer
	(209) 379-1185
	Federal - Land Mgmt.
	yes
	Dave Ubervaga (Acting), Superintendent


The earlier adopted Madera IRWMP developed an advisory work group focused specifically on completing implementation projects within Madera County.

New work groups are anticipated as necessary to focus on such topics as project development, data management, and strategic planning. The project development work groups are integral to the creation of large-scale multi-stakeholder, multi-objective projects that focus on local and regional issues such as watershed restoration and health, stream bed/bank protection; watershed holding capacity, water supply infrastructure, fisheries habitat quality, fish passage, working landscapes, and surface and ground water quantity and quality.  These work groups are expected to develop a variety of specific project proposals for prioritization, planning and implementation as well as inclusion in the updated broader regional plan.

As a developing planning region we are agreeing to the following:

We are voluntary private and public entities (organizations and individuals) forming a Regional Water Management Group (RWMG) that have agreed to participate in the process of:

1) establishing an Integrated Regional Water Management Plan boundary; 

2) preparing a planning grant application to complete an IRWMP for our accepted region; 

3) completing and adopting an IRWMP; and 

4) implementing projects prioritized in our completed IRWMP. 

Our RWMG consists of stakeholders and water management authorities that represent the majority of interests within our regional boundary.

We acknowledge all local agencies within our regional boundary with statutory authority over water supply, water quality, water management, and/or flood protection. We acknowledge each other’s local and regional interests in water management and planning. We agree to mitigate competing interests or conflicting policies among members at least to the point that those issues do not interfere with progress in integrated water planning and management. 

As a developing region, we agree to continue pursuit of understanding the full range of needs within our region including those of disadvantaged communities, other stakeholders, and the public.

We agree to develop a governance structure acceptable to all RWMG members and include additionally identified stakeholders during preparation of our future grant applications. We will submit our final governance structure with our future grant applications.

Agency Lists and Contacts The following lists have been assembled for CenCal IRWM (sources cited):

· Wholesale and retail water purveyors; including a local agency, mutual water company, or a water corporation as defined by Section 241 of the Public Utilities Code:

Obtained from the California Department of Public Health for Mariposa County and for purveyors within Madera and Merced Counties with over 200 hook ups (see Table 2B). Madera and Merced County Public Health Departments have provided the information for 15 to 200 hook ups.

Table 2B: Wholesale and Retail Water Purveyors

	
	MADERA COUNTY
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2000521
	Broadview Terrace Mutual Water Company  
	Dick                
	Webb                
	(559) 683-8513
	P.O. Box 1454                           
	Oakhurst                
	CA
	93644

	2010003
	BASS LAKE WATER COMPANY                 
	Stephen             
	Welch               
	(559) 692-8813
	P.O. BOX 113                            
	Bass Lake               
	CA
	93604

	2010800
	Central Ca Womens Facility              
	Ron                 
	Phillips            
	(559) 665-5531
	P.O. Box 1501                           
	Chowchilla              
	CA
	93610

	2010001
	CHOWCHILLA CITY WATER DEPT              
	David               
	Phillips            
	(559) 665-8615
	130 S. Second Street                    
	Chowchilla              
	CA
	93610

	2010013
	HILLVIEW WATER CO-COARSEGOLD            
	Roger               
	Forrester           
	(559) 683-4322
	P.O. Box 2269                           
	Oakhurst                
	CA
	93644

	2010014
	HILLVIEW WATER CO-GOLDSIDE-HIL          
	Roger               
	Forrester           
	(559) 683-4322
	P.O. Box 2269                           
	Oakhurst                
	CA
	93644

	2010012
	HILLVIEW WATER CO-RAYMOND               
	Roger               
	Forrester           
	(559) 683-4322
	P.O. Box 2269                           
	Oakhurst                
	CA
	93644

	2010007
	HILLVIEW WC-OAKHURST/SIERRA LAKES       
	Roger               
	Forrester           
	(559) 683-4322
	P.O. Box 2269                           
	Oakhurst                
	CA
	93644

	2010008
	Madera County M.D. #10A - Madera Ranchos
	Steve               
	Norman              
	(559) 675-7817
	2037 W. Cleveland Avenue                
	Madera                  
	CA
	93637

	2010004
	MADERA CMD NO 19 PARKWOOD               
	Steve               
	Norman              
	(559) 675-7817
	2037 W. Cleveland Avenue                
	Madera                  
	CA
	93637

	2010011
	MADERA CO SA #1-INDIAN LAKES            
	Steve               
	Norman              
	(559) 675-7817
	2037 W. Cleveland Avenue                
	Madera                  
	CA
	93637

	2010009
	MADERA CO SA NO 19-ROLLING HILLS        
	Steve               
	Norman              
	(559) 675-7817
	2037 W. Cleveland Avenue                
	Madera                  
	CA
	93637

	2010006
	MADERA CSA NO 3 PARKSDALE               
	Steve               
	Norman              
	(559) 675-7817
	2037 W. Cleveland Avenue                
	Madera                  
	CA
	93637

	2010010
	MADERA VALLEY WATER COMPANY             
	Greg                
	Rodgers             
	(559) 674-2407
	18454 Road 26                           
	Madera                  
	CA
	93638-0299

	2010002
	MADERA-CITY                             
	Matt                
	Bullis              
	(559) 661-5466
	1030 South Gateway Drive                
	Madera                  
	CA
	93637

	2010300
	MILLERTON SRA MEADOW tank hill          
	Henry               
	Fernandez           
	(559) 822-2550
	P.O. Box 205                            
	Friant                  
	CA
	93626

	2010301
	Rocky Point SRA Millerton               
	Henry               
	Fernandez           
	(559) 822-2550
	P.O. Box 205                            
	Friant                  
	CA
	93626

	2010801
	VALLEY STATE PRISON FOR WOMEN           
	Gerald              
	Hazelwood           
	(559) 665-6100
	P.O. Box 99                             
	Chowchilla              
	CA
	93610

	2010500
	Yosemite NPS - Big Tree Mariposa        
	Paul                
	Laymon              
	(209) 379-1077
	P.O. Box 700W                           
	El Portal               
	CA
	95318

	2010005
	YOSEMITE SPRING PARK UTIL CO            
	Ken                 
	Harrington          
	(559) 658-7451
	30250-B Yosemite Springs Pkwy           
	Coarsegold              
	CA
	93614

	
	MARIPOSA COUNTY
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2210933
	BLM-Briceburg Water System              
	William             
	Haigh               
	(916) 985-4474
	63 Natoma Street                        
	Folsom                  
	CA
	95630

	2204090
	BOOTJACK STOMPERS HALL                  
	Phyllis             
	Spooner             
	(209) 966-7579
	P.O. Box 2071                           
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2208056
	BUCK MEADOWS LODGE-Yosemite Westgate    
	Lucy                
	Patel               
	(415) 681-7368
	2126 14th Ave                           
	San Francisco           
	CA
	94116

	2210900
	Cedar Lodge Resort                      
	Gerald              
	Fischer             
	(209) 742-7106
	P.O. Box 1989                           
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2203021
	CAMP CHILNUALNA WATER SYSTEM            
	Harold              
	May                 
	(209) 375-6337
	P.O. Box 2095                           
	Wawona                  
	CA
	95389

	2210851
	CDF - Mt. Bullion Camp #39              
	Bill                
	Hodson              
	(209) 966-2116
	P.O. Box 5006                           
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2210908
	COULTERVILLE - GREELEY HILL SCHOOL      
	Doug                
	Fieldsted           
	(209) 742-0275
	P.O. Box 8                              
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2210003
	Delaware North Parks Services at Tenaya 
	Tom                 
	McCann              
	(559) 683-6555
	P.O. Box 159                            
	Fish Camp               
	CA
	93623

	2210903
	Fishcamp Mutual Water Company           
	Jeff                
	Cerioni             
	(559) 706-5936
	420 Camden Way                          
	Madera                  
	CA
	93637

	2210904
	Golden Hill Mobile Home and RV Park     
	Andy                
	Smith               
	(530) 673-1285
	2301 Gold Leaf Court                    
	Yuba City               
	CA
	95993

	2202048
	INDIAN FLAT R V PARK and CAMPGROUND     
	Gerald              
	Fischer             
	(209) 379-2817
	P.O. Box 1989                           
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2203059
	JACK BOYD SCHOOL                        
	Peter               
	Leinau              
	(559) 642-0122
	P.O. Box 69                             
	Fish Camp               
	CA
	93623

	2202036
	KOA CAMPGROUND                          
	Fritz               
	Bailey              
	(209) 966-2201
	P.O. Box 545                            
	Midpines                
	CA
	95345

	2210937
	Mariposa County Public Works Department 
	Dana                
	Hertfelder          
	(209) 966-5356
	4639 Ben Hur Road                       
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2210909
	Mariposa Junior High School             
	Doug                
	Fieldsted           
	(209) 742-0275
	P.O. Box 8                              
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2210906
	Mariposa Pines Mutual                   
	Steve               
	Jennings            
	(209) 742-7129
	7126 Hites Cove Road                    
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2210902
	Mariposa Pines Villa - SSWS             
	Stacey              
	Millard             
	(209) 966-8080
	5201 Crystal Aire Drive                 
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2210919
	Midpines Timber Mobile Home Park SSW/04 
	Al                  
	Abbott              
	(831) 758-2242
	220 Abbott Street                       
	Salinas                 
	CA
	93901

	2201070
	MARIPOSA DISTRICT FAIRGROUND            
	Brian               
	Bullis              
	(209) 966-2432
	5007 Fairgrounds Road                   
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2210001
	MARIPOSA PUBLIC UTILITY DIST            
	Mark                
	Rowney              
	(209) 966-2515
	P.O. Box 494                            
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2210905
	MCCLURE BOAT CLUB, INC.                 
	Dean                
	Sheehy              
	(661) 303-8303
	3404 Belle Terrace                      
	Bakersfield             
	CA
	93309

	2204101
	MCPR - DARRAH SCHOOL PARK               
	Dana                
	Hertfelder          
	(209) 966-5356
	4639 Ben Hur Road                       
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2204054
	MCPR- Woodland Park                     
	Dana                
	Hertfelder          
	(209) 966-5356
	4639 Ben Hur Road                       
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2207094
	MCPR-Cathey s Valley Park               
	Dana                
	Hertfelder          
	(209) 966-5356
	4639 Ben Hur Road                       
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2207070
	MCPR-Hornitos Co. Park                  
	Dana                
	Hertfelder          
	(209) 966-5356
	4639 Ben Hur Road                       
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2202131
	MCPR-Midpines Park                      
	Dana                
	Hertfelder          
	(209) 966-5356
	4639 Ben Hur Road                       
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2208107
	MCPR-Red Cloud Park                     
	Dana                
	Hertfelder          
	(209) 966-5356
	4639 Ben Hur Road                       
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2209035
	MID - BARRETT COVE                      
	Bill                
	Latronica           
	(209) 378-2520
	9090 Lake McClure Road                  
	Snelling                
	CA
	95369

	2209063
	MID - MC CLURE POINT REC AREA           
	Bill                
	Latronica           
	(209) 378-2520
	9090 Lake McClure Road                  
	Snelling                
	CA
	95369

	2209065
	MID - MC SWAIN REC AREA                 
	Bill                
	Latronica           
	(209) 378-2520
	9090 Lake McClure Road                  
	Snelling                
	CA
	95369

	2208033
	MID -HORSESHOE BEND REC AREA            
	Bill                
	Latronica           
	(209) 378-2520
	9090 Lake McClure Road                  
	Snelling                
	CA
	95369

	2208067
	MID-Bagby Recreation Area               
	Bill                
	Latronica           
	(209) 378-2520
	9090 Lake McClure Road                  
	Snelling                
	CA
	95369

	2210901
	MPWD-Coulterville CSA 1                 
	Dana                
	Hertfelder          
	(209) 966-5356
	4639 Ben Hur Road                       
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2202012
	MUIR LODGE                              
	Michael             
	Han                 
	(209) 966-2468
	P.O. Box 85                             
	Midpines                
	CA
	95345

	2210907
	MUSD - Catheys Valley Elementary School 
	Doug                
	Fieldsted           
	(209) 742-0275
	P.O. Box 8                              
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2210930
	New Life Christian Fellowship           
	Debbie              
	Sutherland          
	(209) 966-7734
	5089 ColeRd.                            
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2210913
	North Wawona Estates (B System)         
	Jennifer            
	Bailey              
	(209) 375-6670
	P.O. Box 2085                           
	Wawona                  
	CA
	95389

	2210912
	North Wawona Park Mutual (A System)     
	Jim                 
	Allen               
	(559) 641-2952
	40656 Goldside Dr.                      
	Oakhurst                
	CA
	93644

	2210515
	NPS-YOSEMITE-EL PORTAL                  
	Paul                
	Laymon              
	(209) 379-1077
	P.O. Box 700W                           
	El Portal               
	CA
	95318

	2210934
	Outward Bound Wilderness                
	Henry               
	Florschutz          
	(303) 915-5021
	P.O. Box 150                            
	Midpines                
	CA
	95345

	2210914
	Porta Yosemite Mobile Home Park         
	Hubert              
	Heipe               
	(209) 374-3461
	P.O. Box 8                              
	Catheys Valley          
	CA
	95306

	2210002
	PONDEROSA BASIN MUTUAL WTR CO           
	Roger               
	Matlock             
	(209) 742-6572
	5623 Parker Drive                       
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2210940
	R AND T RANCH                           
	TINA                
	MARSH               
	(209) 838-8771
	4584 PENON BLANCO ROAD                  
	COULTERVILLE            
	CA
	95311

	2210915
	Redwoods Main Water System              
	Jennifer            
	Bailey              
	(209) 375-6670
	P.O. Box 2085                           
	Wawona                  
	CA
	95389

	2210928
	Redwoods 70's Water System              
	Jennifer            
	Bailey              
	(209) 375-6670
	P.O. Box 2085                           
	Wawona                  
	CA
	95389

	2210939
	Savages Trading Post                    
	Gerald              
	Fischer             
	(209) 379-2817
	P.O. Box 1989                           
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2210911
	Spring Hill High School                 
	Doug                
	Fieldsted           
	(209) 742-0275
	P.O. Box 8                              
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2203051
	SEVEN DAY ADVENTIST CAMP                
	Norman              
	Peterson            
	(209) 375-6231
	P.O. Box 2055                           
	Wawona                  
	CA
	95389

	2208034
	SHORE FUN R.V. PARK                     
	Bunny               
	Chang               
	(925) 462-6731
	3627 Annis Circle                       
	Pleasanton              
	CA
	94588

	2210936
	STONERIDGE MOBILE HOME PARK             
	Jim                 
	Hackman             
	(209) 966-4878
	4878 Leonard Road                       
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2203069
	SUMMERDALE CAMPGROUND                   
	Wayne               
	Oneal               
	(559) 642-3212
	39900 Road 222                          
	Bass Lake               
	CA
	93604

	2210918
	Tavis Corporation                       
	Jack                
	Wurmnest            
	(209) 966-2027
	3636 Hwy. 49 South                      
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2203024
	THE COTTAGES AT TENAYA LODGE            
	Tom                 
	McCann              
	(559) 692-8900
	P. O. Box 159 .                         
	Fish Camp               
	CA
	93623

	2210921
	Whispering Pines Apartments             
	Barry               
	Brouillette         
	(209) 742-5380
	P.O. Box 826                            
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2210910
	Woodland Elementeray School             
	Doug                
	Fieldsted           
	(209) 742-0275
	P.O. Box 8                              
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2203023
	WHITE CHIEF MOUNTAIN LODGE              
	Wallace             
	Stovall             
	(559) 683-5444
	P.O. Box 70                             
	Fish Camp               
	CA
	93623

	2210923
	Yosemite Alpine CSD                     
	Eugene              
	Glendenning         
	(559) 299-1172
	P.O. Box 31                             
	Fish Camp               
	CA
	93623

	2210927
	Yosemite Bug Hostel                     
	Douglas             
	Shaw                
	(209) 966-6666
	P.O. Box 81                             
	Midpines                
	CA
	95345

	2210511
	Yosemite National Park - Glacier Point  
	Paul                
	Laymon              
	(209) 379-1077
	P.O. Box 700W                           
	El Portal               
	CA
	95318

	2210513
	Yosemite National Park-Badger Pass      
	Paul                
	Laymon              
	(209) 379-1077
	P.O. Box 700W                           
	El Portal               
	CA
	95318

	2210922
	Yosemite Resort Properties              
	John                
	Jameson             
	(626) 577-1130
	2 North Lake Avenue Suite 800           
	Pasadena                
	CA
	91101

	2210917
	Yosemite Ridge Resort                   
	Joe                 
	McGrath             
	(209) 962-6877
	7589 Highway 120                        
	Groveland               
	CA
	95321

	2210926
	Yosemite View Lodge                     
	Gerald              
	Fischer             
	(209) 379-2817
	P.O. Box 1989                           
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2210924
	Yosemite West Water System              
	Dana                
	Hertfelder          
	(209) 966-5356
	4639 Ben Hur Road                       
	Mariposa                
	CA
	95338

	2210925
	Yosemite Westlake Mobile Estates        
	Malcolm             
	Hiett               
	(209) 878-3246
	6554 Greeley Hill Road                  
	Greeley Hill            
	CA
	95311

	2210512
	YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK - BRIDALVEIL CRK 
	Paul                
	Laymon              
	(209) 379-1077
	P.O. Box 700W                           
	El Portal               
	CA
	95318

	2210510
	YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK - WAWONA         
	Paul                
	Laymon              
	(209) 379-1077
	P.O. Box 700W                           
	El Portal               
	CA
	95318

	2210518
	YOSEMITE NPS - VERNAL FALLS             
	Paul                
	Laymon              
	(209) 379-1077
	P.O. Box 700W                           
	El Portal               
	CA
	95318

	2210516
	YOSEMITE NPS-ARCH ROCK                  
	Paul                
	Laymon              
	(209) 379-1077
	P.O. Box 700W                           
	El Portal               
	CA
	95318

	2210508
	YOSEMITE NPS-CRANE FLAT                 
	Paul                
	Laymon              
	(209) 379-1077
	P.O. Box 700W                           
	El Portal               
	CA
	95318

	2210500
	YOSEMITE NPS-MAY LAKE CAMP              
	Paul                
	Laymon              
	(209) 379-1077
	P.O. Box 700W                           
	El Portal               
	CA
	95318

	2210504
	YOSEMITE NPS-MERCED LAKE CAMP           
	Paul                
	Laymon              
	(209) 379-1077
	P.O. Box 700W                           
	El Portal               
	CA
	95318

	2210505
	YOSEMITE NPS-SUNRISE HI                 
	Paul                
	Laymon              
	(209) 379-1077
	P.O. Box 700W                           
	El Portal               
	CA
	95318

	2210509
	YOSEMITE NPS-VOGELSANG                  
	Paul                
	Laymon              
	(209) 379-1077
	P.O. Box 700W                           
	El Portal               
	CA
	95318

	2210503
	YOSEMITE NPS-YOSEMITE VALLEY            
	Paul                
	Laymon              
	(209) 379-1077
	P.O. Box 700W                           
	El Portal               
	CA
	95318

	
	MERCED COUNTY
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2410001
	ATWATER, CITY OF                        
	Jeff                
	Mondloch            
	(209) 357-6372
	470 Aviator Drive                       
	Atwater                 
	CA
	95301

	2400057
	Cal Trans Erreca Rest Area              
	Steve               
	Stolp               
	(209) 948-7530
	P.O. Box 2048                           
	Stockton                
	CA
	95201

	2410303
	CDPR Four Rivers District-Basalt        
	Lee                 
	Sencenbaugh         
	(209) 826-1197
	31426 Gonzaga Rd                        
	Gustine                 
	CA
	95322

	2410304
	CDPR Four Rivers District-San Luis Creek
	Lee                 
	Sencenbaugh         
	(209) 826-1197
	31426 Gonzaga Rd                        
	Gustine                 
	CA
	95322

	2410307
	CDPR-Dinosaur Point                     
	Lee                 
	Sencenbaugh         
	(209) 826-1197
	31426 Gonzaga Rd                        
	Gustine                 
	CA
	95322

	2410302
	CDPR-Hatfield                           
	Lee                 
	Sencenbaugh         
	(209) 826-1197
	31426 Gonzaga Rd                        
	Gustine                 
	CA
	95322

	2410305
	CDPR-Los Banos Creek                    
	Lee                 
	Sencenbaugh         
	(209) 826-1197
	31426 Gonzaga Rd                        
	Gustine                 
	CA
	95322

	2410301
	CDPR-McConnell                          
	Lee                 
	Sencenbaugh         
	(209) 826-1197
	31426 Gonzaga Rd                        
	Gustine                 
	CA
	95322

	2410306
	CDPR-Medeiros                           
	Lee                 
	Sencenbaugh         
	(209) 826-1197
	31426 Gonzaga Rd                        
	Gustine                 
	CA
	95322

	2410006
	DELHI CWD                               
	Lyndal              
	Hibdon              
	(209) 632-8777
	P.O. Box 639                            
	Delhi                   
	CA
	95315

	2410002
	DOS PALOS-CITY                     FORCE
	Darrell             
	Fonseca             
	(209) 392-2174
	1546 Golden Gate Ave                    
	Dos Palos               
	CA
	93620

	2410950
	DWR - San Luis Division O&M             
	Scott               
	Crist               
	(209) 827-5415
	31770 Gonzaga Road                      
	Gustine                 
	CA
	95322

	2410003
	GUSTINE CITY                            
	Margaret            
	Silveira            
	(209) 854-6471
	682 Third Avenue                        
	Gustine                 
	CA
	95322

	2410012
	HILMAR COUNTY WATER DISTRICT            
	Dale                
	Wickstrom           
	(209) 632-3522
	P.O. Box 1060                           
	Hilmar                  
	CA
	95324

	2410011
	LE GRAND COMM SERVICES DIST             
	Richard             
	Kilgore             
	(209) 389-4173
	13038 E. Jefferson St.                  
	Le Grand                
	CA
	95333

	2410004
	LIVINGSTON-CITY                         
	Paul                
	Creighton           
	(209) 394-8044
	1416 C Street                           
	Livingston              
	CA
	95334

	2410005
	LOS BANOS-CITY                          
	Dwayne              
	Chisam              
	(209) 827-7056
	411 Madison Avenue                      
	Los Banos               
	CA
	93635

	2410008
	MEADOWBROOK WC                          
	David               
	Walker              
	(209) 722-1069
	2272 Meadowbrook Avenue                 
	Merced                  
	CA
	95348

	2410009
	MERCED, CITY OF                         
	John                
	Raggio              
	(209) 385-8892
	1776 Grogan Avenue                      
	Merced                  
	CA
	95341

	2410007
	PLANADA CSD                             
	Daniel              
	Chavez              
	(209) 382-0213
	P.O. BOX 905                            
	Planada                 
	CA
	95365

	2410018
	SANTA NELLA COUNTY WATER DISTRICT       
	Amy                 
	Montgomery          
	(209) 826-0920
	12931 South Hwy 33                      
	Santa Nella             
	CA
	95322

	2410010
	WINTON WATER & SANITARY DIST            
	Johnnie             
	Baptista            
	(209) 358-2367
	P.O. Box 970                            
	Winton                  
	CA
	95388


· Wastewater agencies;  

List obtained from the following website which has a complete list of wastewater agencies by county:

http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/operator_certification/docs/wwtp_list.pdf
State wastewater regulations are enforced by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board:

State Water Resources Control Board
1001 I Street   P.O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board-Fresno

1685 E Street 

Fresno, CA 93706

See website for list.

· Flood management agencies;

Federal Emergency Management Agency, contact made through the state office:

California Governor's Office of Emergency Services MAIN OFFICE
3650 Schriever Ave.
Mather, CA 95655-4203
(916) 845-8510
(916) 845-8511 FAX


Floodsmart.gov Contacts
Customer Service
Telephone: (800) 611-6122
TTY: (800) 427-5593
Fax: (202) 646-2818
Email Address: FloodSmart@dhs.gov
US Army Corps of Engineers 

Sacramento District (CESPK-PA) 
1325 J Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814-2922
California Department of Water Resources
3347 E. Shields Ave, Room A7
Fresno, CA 93726

Madera County Flood Control and Water Conservation Agency

Madera County Resource Management Agency

Merced County Department of Public Works

· Municipal and county governments and special districts:

Madera County: Ahwahnee, Auberry, Bass Lake, Coarsegold, Madera, Nipinnawasee, Oakhurst, and Raymond

Mariposa County: Bear Valley, Bootjack, Cathey’s Valley, Coulterville, Fish Camp, Hornitos, Midpines, Mariposa, and Mt. Bullion

Merced County: Atwater, Chowchilla, Le Grand, Livingston, Merced, Merced Falls, Planada, Snelling, and Winton

· Electrical corporations, as defined in Section 218 of the Public Utilities Code:

Pacific Gas & Electric, Merced Irrigation District, Southern California Edison; Federal Energy Regulatory Commission maintains quarterly report records of all electrical providers in the state

· Native American Tribes that have lands within the region:

American Indian Council of Mariposa County, Miwok, North Fork Rancheria, Chukchansi Yokotch Tribe, Western Mono, Madera Rancherias

· Land use authorities:

Federal: USFS, NPS, BLM

State: California State Parks and Recreation, California Department of Fish and Wildlife

Local: Madera, Mariposa and Merced County

· Watermaster (or Chief Operator) for adjudicated surface water or groundwater basins:

EPA Consumer Confidence Report (website has lists of systems and compliance reports); Chief Operators have certification from the state, responsible for annual reporting to State Department of Public Health

· Self-supplied water users, including agricultural, industrial, residential and park districts, school districts, colleges and universities, and others:

DWR has all well logs, county permits, public records, and irrigation districts

· State, federal, and regional agencies or universities that have specific responsibilities or knowledge within the region:

US Dept of Interior NPS and BLM 

US Dept of Agriculture USFS and Natural Resources  Conservation Service

Public Works, Parks and Recreation, and Planning Departments of Mariposa County, Madera County, Merced County

Resource Conservation Districts in all counties

CSU Fresno, UC Merced, Merced College, Community College-Oakhurst

State of California Departments

Forestry and Fire Protection, Cal-fire, CDF,

Parks and Recreation

CHP, Caltrans, PUC

· Environmental stewardship organizations including watershed groups, fishing groups, land conservancies, and environmental groups:

Yosemite/Sequoia Resource Conservation & Development Council, Resource Conservation Districts (Mariposa, Chowchilla Redtop, Coarsegold, Sierra, Madera, Eastern Merced), Central Sierra Watershed Council, NRCS, CDF, Fish & Game, NPS, MERG, Sierra Nevada Alliance, BLM, Sierra Club, ACOE, Audubon Society, Friends of Merced River, Sierra Foot Conservancy, Sierra Nevada Conservancy, Upper Merced River Watershed Council

· Community organizations, including land owner organizations, taxpayer groups, and recreational interests:

FFA and 4-H, Tourism/Chambers of Commerce, Coulterville Community Club, Coalition of County Governments, Don Pedro Community Service District, North Mariposa County History Center, Firesafe Council, Ducks Unlimited; Community Clubs: Lions, Rotary, Kiwanis; Landowner Organizations: Cotton Growers, Dairy, Almond Growers, Poultry etc Raison Bargaining Association

Mariposa County Tax Payers Association

· Industry organizations representing agriculture, developers, and other industries appropriate to the region:

Recreational Interests: Yosemite/Mariposa Tourism Bureau, private camping, rafting, fishing etc, KOA, municipal/recreational departments, sporting good stores, mountaineering school, DNC packing tours, golf clubs, recreational vehicle clubs, ski clubs, bow hunting, NRA,

Industry Organizations: Indian casinos, water well drillers assoc, EDC of all counties, irrigation suppliers, cattleman associations, boaters associations, Farm Bureaus, UC Merced, County Environmental Health Dept, Contractors Associations, Board of Realtors, MID- Madera, Chowchilla, Merced. MPUD Oakhurst, Madera, Merced, Madera acres, Winton water

· Members and representatives of disadvantaged communities, including environmental justice organizations, neighborhood councils, and social justice organizations; and

Earth Justice, Friends of Yosemite Valley

Neighborhood Councils: Neighborhood Watch, homeowners associations, Indian Council

Social Justice: Greeley Hill Community Club, Community Connections (Coulterville, Greeley Hill) SAFE Family, County Human Service Agency, CASA, YMCA

· Any other interested groups appropriate to the region.
Yosemite National Park has provided its agency and organization stakeholder list.

· Additional Madera County stakeholder lists have been shared by Madera County.
Disadvantaged Communities:
A number of cities and communities within the Region proposed by this submission would fall under the category of a disadvantaged community. The State of California defines a disadvantaged community as a community with an annual Median Household Income (MHI) that is less than 80% of the Statewide MHI. Using U.S. Census data, the updated MHI for the State of California in 2007 is $59,928.  At 80% of the statewide annual MHI, the bar for disadvantaged communities calculates to be $47,942, using the U.S. Census data for 2007.   

Mariposa County, with no incorporated cities, is reflected in 2007 updated census data to have a county-wide MHI of $42,757.  Madera County’s 2007 MHI, as provided by the U.S. Census, is $44,259.  Neighboring both Madera County and Mariposa County, Merced County’s 2007 MHI, as provided by the U.S. Census, is mid-range at $43,789.

Of the 150,887 people living in Madera, the 18,406 living in Mariposa, and the 255,250 living in Merced, 18.3%, 12.7%, and 18.6% live in poverty, respectively. The percentages of children in poverty are 27.3%, 18.3%, 25.6%, respectively. The total county revenue is $166.9M for Madera, $45.2M for Mariposa, and $374.7M for Merced. The median household income is $44,655 for Madera, $39,891 for Mariposa, and $40,039 for Merced (By the Numbers: Key County Characteristics, CSAC, December 2008). Note that the service areas for the water districts in Mariposa are particularly disadvantaged; for example, the average household annual income for the area served by the Mariposa Public Utility District is only $18K (Mariposa Public Utility District).

Individual communities within the three county area do not fare as well.  

We have also targeted other groups who might be considered disadvantaged due to language and cultural barriers:

1. Merced is home to the largest Hmong population in the United States.

2. Merced and Madera have large Spanish-speaking populations with a large majority employed in agriculture. Mariposa’s second-largest demographic is Hispanic, with a large majority employed in the hotel industry.

3. Mariposa and Madera have large American Indian populations.

We also are in the process of making contacts with Jobsearch and assistance agencies, Veteran’s services, and American Indian groups.

Working relationships: 

As counties, organizations, and citizens, Madera, Mariposa, and Merced have numerous diverse working relationships.  There are many examples of existing cooperative efforts.

· The Mariposa, Madera and Merced County Farm Bureaus are organized into one large Farm Bureau District. 

· Madera and Merced Counties are partners in the California Partnership for the San Joaquin Valley.

· The Upper Merced, Upper San Joaquin, Chowchilla and Fresno Watershed all participate in the Central Sierra Watershed Council. 

· The Upper Merced Watershed Council and the East Merced Resource Conservation District collaborated on the Merced River Alliance Grant.

· Cal Fire is organized across this three-county district. 

· The Yosemite Gateway Partners include multiple members from all three areas. 

· The Invasive Weed Alliance includes Madera and Mariposa members. 

· The Yosemite Area Regional Transportation System is a joint powers authority that includes Mariposa and Merced Counties. 

Geographically, the three county jurisdictions have mutual interests in shared lines of governance and transportation:

· Mariposa, Merced and Madera share miles of county jurisdictional lines, none of which are aligned with established watersheds.

· All three counties claim gateway status into Yosemite National Park.

· Mariposa and Madera share the public lands of Sierra National Forest.

· State Hwy. 140 travels through Merced County, then into Mariposa County to reach Yosemite National Park.

· State Hwy. 41 travels through Madera County, then into Mariposa County to reach Yosemite National Park.

· State Hwy. 59 travels through Merced and into Mariposa County to intersection State Hwys 132 then 120 to reach Yosemite National Park. 
State representation crosses jurisdictional boundaries:

· State senatorial areas

· State assembly areas

Water-related relationships: 

· Merced Irrigation District has facilities and water rights to the Merced River all the way to the South Fork of the Merced.

· Chowchilla/Redtop RCD covers both parts of Madera County and Merced County, yet the Chowchilla River emanates from Mariposa County.

· Mariposa Lower Streams Group flows from Mariposa County into Merced County and on to the San Joaquin River, with Army Corp of Engineers impoundments in Mariposa County to protect Merced County from flooding.

· Mariposa County, MPUD (Mariposa Public Utility District) and MID (Merced Irrigation District) are “joined at the hip” by the Merced River. MID has more surface water rights in Mariposa County than Mariposa County has itself.

· MPUD uses water from the Merced River for water supply in the Mariposa Town Planning Area (MTPA). This is accomplished through agreements between Mariposa County and MID. These written agreements from 1960 and 1990 define the relationship between Mariposa County and MID regarding water rights, hydroelectric power, and resources of the Merced River. MID’s State water right area of use includes the MTPA.

· Two of the three major impoundments of MID are in Mariposa County. MID is currently in the process of relicensing two hydroelectric facilities (under one license) with the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC). The current license expires in February 2014; the relicensing is anticipated to be completed by then.

· MPUD maintains a water right on Stockton Creek (within the Mariposa Creek Watershed) for domestic water supply. MPUD discharges treated wastewater (NPDES permit) into Mariposa Creek, which eventually runs through sloughs and canals in Merced County.

· On the northside of Mariposa County, Lake Don Pedro Water District utilizes Merced Irrigation District’s water rights to the Merced River to supply surface water to the Lake Don Pedro community.

· Mariposa County and Madera County share the Chowchilla watershed. Mariposa County has a large population base in the Chowchilla Watershed, estimated at 35 to 45% of Mariposa County’s total population.  Madera County has an interest in land use issues, flooding, and general watershed management of the Chowchilla watershed.

· A Department of Water Resources report documents water problems in the area of confluence of all three counties: Madera, Mariposa, and Merced.

· The MID provides irrigation water to Eastern Merced County's agricultural community. The watershed begins in Madera County and the water flows through Yosemite National Park and Mariposa County to Merced County. There are more than 140,000 acres of farmland located within the MID’s boundaries, of which approximately 70 percent are irrigated with the MID water. MID serves nearly 2,000 Merced County agricultural producers. MID irrigates more than 110,000 acres, using about 320,000 acre-feet of water. The water is stored in Mariposa County behind the New Exchequer and McSwain dams. More than 750 miles of canals bring the water to MID’s customers.
· MID produces hydroelectric power at its plants in Mariposa County at New Exchequer and McSwain dams on the Merced River. This power is provided to the electrical grid in the project area. MID also has its own electric distribution system that provides electric services to hundreds of customers in Eastern Merced County, including the cities of Livingston, Atwater and Merced as well as Castle Airport and Aviation Development Center.
· There are no pending litigation issues between Madera, Mariposa, and/or Merced Counties.

· There are no pending litigation issues between MPUD and MID.

· Working relationships within Madera County such as the Chowchilla Irrigation District and Special Districts are outlined in the existing Madera IRWMP.

Stakeholder Relationship with Merced County and Madera County:

· Mariposa RCD’s efforts have been successful in building a stakeholder relationship with Madera and Merced Counties. Section 3 will detail efforts and results.

Continuance of Stakeholder Outreach and Involvement

The CenCal IRWMP continues to work diligently to ensure broad stakeholder representation in our planning effort.  This has required an extensive search for potential interested parties using the knowledge of project staff and stakeholders.  The initial group of stakeholders provided baseline representation in terms of geography and water interests and the group continues to diversify and broaden. 

Fortunately, many of our stakeholders are also long-time residents and/or active participants in their communities, so we have been able to draw upon their knowledge of other potentially interested stakeholders to contact.  Project staff actively solicited information about new stakeholders during meetings and continued to encourage each other to make first contact if they had personal ties with new organizations and members.  Other outreach activities include fliers, public meetings, website, newspapers, agency and organization briefings, etc. (as described in Sections 3 and 4 below). Funding to continue this effort has been granted by the Sierra Nevada Conservancy and is scheduled to continue through the planning grant application. Afterward, outreach and involvement activities will continue as part of the planning process expected to last through 2011.

Since this is a developing planning region, the group is still actively considering additional members. Once the region is accepted, the group will evaluate diversity and representation within the region and then proceed with the governance structure process. Note that at every meeting there is an opportunity for group members to provide ideas and contact suggestions for public and stakeholder outreach and involvement. 

The existing RWMG for the proposed developing region currently has the foundational diversity and representation required to successfully and collaboratively manage water resources to enhance the supply and quality of water for the state of California. Combined with participating stakeholders and members of the public, the group has the organizational capacity and expertise to accomplish both regional planning and implementation projects as well as the capability of representing and meeting the needs of the disadvantaged communities within the region. 

The federal entities that are part of the group have extensive experience and can provide the broad perspective and regional orientation and leadership needed to develop successful regional water management. These federal entities include the National Park Service, US Forest Service, Bureau of Land Management, and the Natural Resources Conservation Service. These entities have long been “in the business” of managing large scale projects to benefit regional landscapes. In additional to federal agencies, Resource Conservation Districts, counties, local organizations such as non-profits, as well as private citizens who are mindful of the local details and communities within the region are participating in the process.

Section 3

The CenCal IRWMP continues to work diligently to ensure broad stakeholder representation in our planning effort.  This has required an extensive search for potential interested parties using the knowledge of project staff and stakeholders.  The initial group of stakeholders provided baseline representation in terms of geography and water interests and the group continues to diversify and broaden. 

Fortunately, many of our stakeholders are also long-time residents and/or active participants in their communities, so we have been able to draw upon their knowledge of other potentially interested stakeholders to contact.  Project staff actively solicited information about new stakeholders during meetings and continued to encourage each other to make first contact if they had personal ties with new organizations and members.  

The area constituting the Central California IRWM encompasses two and a half counties (Madera, Mariposa, and Eastern Merced) with an MOU with the Southern Sierra IRWMP for the upper portion of Fresno County within the Sierra National Forest.  All of the watersheds within the CenCal region drain into the San Joaquin River including the Upper San Joaquin, Merced, Merced, Mariposa, and Ahwahnee.  The terrain is divided into two distinct geographic regions: Mountain/Foothill (granitic fractured rock groundwater system and headwaters of key rivers and streams) and Valley Floor (ground water basins topped by creeks and rivers that meet at its western-most edge with the San Joaquin as it flows north to the Delta).  Note that one groundwater basin exists below the Yosemite Valley floor, a destination gateway designation claimed by all three counties.  The Mountain/Foothill area with its relatively sparser population is the source of water that flows to the more densely populated Valley Floor area.

It is important to state that geographically speaking, Mariposa County and Merced County together are the geographical equivalents of Madera County, as they share a common county line from eastern to western Madera County until it meets the eastern edge of the San Joaquin River.

.

This geographic area with diverse community interests creates unique challenges to recruiting RWMG members as well as informing constituent agencies and the general public about the IRWMP process

The goals of the CenCal RWMG to create a vibrant and engaged group of stakeholders has been successfully met in a short period of time.  Individuals and representative groups in all three counties “get it” that in order to effectively and efficiently manage the water resources in the San Joaquin and Merced drainages to meet the current and future water needs, assure supply and quality and to provide flood protection for the area that consideration must be given to all factors related to source, supply and end use.  The CenCal RWMG has effectively ensured sufficient representation and active participation of community interests, including disadvantaged communities, to achieve the creation of a technically and politically viable IRWMP.    

To accomplish these goals, the RWMG must not only participate in plan development, representing the issues and concerns of their organizations, but also to keep constituent organizations and the public abreast of developments in the planning process.  Because this is a developing region, stakeholder recruitment and outreach are an ongoing process ultimately designed to develop integrated, multi-benefit regional solutions to water management issues.  The outreach process is designed to empower local agencies, organizations, NGOs and citizens to engage in meaningful dialogue concerning regional water issues and to collaboratively seek solutions to the issues.

Initial Stakeholder Recruitment

During the latter part of 2008, fifty organizations and stakeholders were contacted through face-to-face meetings during the original launch grant application being prepared by the Mariposa County RCD (launch grant fiscal agent) for the Sierra Nevada Conservancy (SNC).  Directors from the Mariposa County Resource Conservation District met with key community members to discuss the DWR IRWMP process.  From these initial contacts, twenty-five letters of support for the launch grant were garnered and these organizations committed to participate in the process to develop an IRWMP.  These letters of support are attached at the end of the appendices.

Agencies and Organizations supporting and committed to participating in the IRWMP process:

28. Bureau of Land Management, Folsom Field Office

29. Chowchilla/Fresno River Watershed 

30. East Merced Resource Conservation District

31. Economic Development Corporation of Mariposa County

32. Lake Don Pedro Community Services District 

33. Mariposa County Agricultural Commissioner  

34. Mariposa County Board of Supervisors 

35. Mariposa County Department of Public Works

36. Mariposa County Economic Development Office

37. Mariposa County Farm Bureau 

38. Mariposa County Fire Department

39.  Mariposa County Planning Department

40. Mariposa County Unified School District

41. Mariposa Public Utility District

42. Mariposans for the Environment and Responsible Government

43. Merced Irrigation District

44. Merced River Conservation Committee

45. National Park Service, Yosemite National Park

46. Natural Resources Conservation Service

47. Ponderosa Basin Mutual Water Company

48. United States Forest Service, Sierra National Forest

49. United States Forest Service, Stanislaus National Forest

50. University of California, Merced 

51. Yosemite Area Audubon Society

52. Yosemite Association 

53. Yosemite/Mariposa County Tourism Bureau

54. Yosemite/Sequoia Resource Conservation & Development Council

Stakeholder Contact List Development

The current stakeholder list began with the contacts initially collected during the SNC launch grant application process.  To add to the list, the greater community was canvassed to generate as broad a list of contacts possible.  One week was spent researching the information for contacts within agencies and organizations as well as contact information for key stakeholders.

Using TimeBridge electronic meeting organizer, a kick-off meeting (February 19, 2009) was scheduled at a time when most interested parties could attend.  Stakeholders who could not attend the meeting were invited to participate via the website (www.irwmp.org).  In addition to stakeholders from Mariposa County, stakeholders from Madera County attended the February 19 meeting.  Sixty new stakeholders were identified and contacted as a result of the kick-off meeting.

At every CenCal meeting, the participants are canvassed for additional stakeholders who should be invited to subsequent meetings and added to the stakeholder list.  If a stakeholder requests to be removed from the list, that contact information is deleted.   Whether or not stakeholders attend meetings, they continue to receive email updates as interested parties and meeting invitations until they request removal from the contact list.

Disadvantaged Communities and Remaining Stakeholders

Once the regional boundary has been accepted, there will be confirmation of additional areas that need to be included in public outreach and involvement.  CenCal staff will then expand and continue the public outreach and stakeholder involvement process. This effort will be funded by the existing Sierra Nevada Conservancy grant. Additionally, funding has been requested from Patagonia to screen the movie “Flow: For the Love of Water” throughout the region at a variety of venues.  A presentation about regional water issues with public discussion will following the film. We are also seeking funding to produce a short film about water in our area that will be made available to schools, posted on the CenCal website, and also posted on other sites, accompanied by critical search engine optimization (SEO) methods. Other tasks to be completed that have been identified by stakeholders include outreach to youth and disadvantaged communities. These tasks are also funded by the Sierra Nevada Conservancy grant.

Other avenues of communication to be pursued include: County Public Access information channel, newspapers and publications (ag bulletins, RCD, Farm Bureau), radio, website, county/city websites, direct mailing, inserting flyers into water bills, posters, postcards with info, info at county fairs, ag trade shows, landscape trade shows, sportsman trade shows, farmers’ markets, refrigerator magnets, and signage along highways.

Although some stakeholders that are participating in the process reside in disadvantaged communities, we also are developing a plan to identify and involve members and representatives of additional disadvantaged communities. Other specific targets for additional stakeholder involvements include tribal governments, youth groups and students, community planning area advisory committees, neighborhood councils, veteran’s associations, town planning area advisory committees, environmental justice organizations, and social justice organizations.

Regional Presentations and Meeting Attendance 

In an effort to develop regional solutions that incorporate environmental stewardship into an IRWM plan, a broad net was cast for regional stakeholders.  CenCal staff and stakeholders from the foothill area of Mariposa County attended a MAGPI (Merced Area Groundwater Pool Interests) meeting hosted at MID (Merced Irrigation District) office on February 25, 2009.  The meeting discussed the IRWMP process and initiated a regional boundary discussion.

Madera-Mariposa-Merced County stakeholders met to begin discussions of regional boundaries and inter-IRWM collaboration strategies on March 5 in Madera County.

On March 25, CenCal staff attended a MAGPI meeting to further discuss regional boundaries.  At this meeting MAGPI voted not to participate in the larger regional boundaries, but to pursue a smaller constituent area limited to part of Merced County.

On March 26, at a work session in Mariposa County, at which representatives from Mariposa County, Madera County, Southern Sierra IRWM, and Merced County were present, the majority preference of those stakeholders attending from Mariposa, Madera and Merced Counties was to pursue a larger planning region. Subsequent to this discussion was a smaller group discussion, on April 6, facilitated by the Sierra Nevada Conservancy, that included participation from DWR, the Sierra Nevada Alliance, and CSU Fresno with all three counties, plus the Southern Sierra IRWM represented.

Ongoing outreach efforts will identify existing community meetings and provide CenCal staff to outreach to a broad variety of community members and groups.  The outcome of this meeting was agreement by all parties represented to pursue the boundaries included in this proposal.

Communication Systems

As a developing region, CenCal is establishing effective and reliable communication systems to integrate with existing organizations.  The internet, public media, fliers, presentations and meetings are being used reach as broad a constituent base as possible.  RWMG participants need to have reliable resources for current IRWM resources and updates, and the general public needs to have access to a transparent, participatory planning process.


Website



On March 1, 2009, the CenCal website was launched (www.irwmp.org). The website is a critical tool for communication with RWMG participants. Additionally, it gives us a tool for dispersal of information to the general public. The website URL is included on all CenCal correspondence and documents. 

Due to the large geographic area of the proposed region, the CenCal RWMG believes that the website is the most efficacious way to promote and encourage public participation in the process as well as to promptly return summary information to RWMG participants following meetings.  It provides an immediately transparent mechanism to collect and publicly share RWMG input.  

Making comments on the website can be done anonymously or with a signature.  The website describes the history and current state of the IRWM process.  Meeting agendas and meeting minutes are posted on the website which allows people who cannot attend the meetings to keep abreast of information and contribute to ongoing discussions.  The direct contact email addresses and phone numbers of the CenCal coordinators are posted on the website including contacts in Madera, Mariposa, and Merced Counties.


Feedback Systems


Currently the feedback systems in place are public meetings, the website, and electronic correspondence. As the planning process continues, feedback systems will next be addressed as part of the governance structure and then further established by the plan.


Briefing Documents


In order to effectively communicate with as broad a base of participants as possible, briefing documents are periodically sent out to the stakeholder list via e-mail and are available for broader distribution.  Our goal is to 
involve every engaged stakeholder.  


Currently the briefing documents include an explanation of the IRWMP process, describe proposed boundaries and associated issues, describe the RAP process and timeline, explain the next steps and include contact information for more information.  Future briefing documents will include a 
brief overview of the IRWMP process and outline current issues and 
events relevant to diverse stakeholder interests.

These briefing documents were sent to RWMG stakeholders to increase their individual knowledge of the IRWMP process.  The briefing documents 
were used  as well as to recruit new stakeholders into the RWMG and to educate the public about the process. The information contained in these briefing documents is also posted on the website.

PowerPoint Presentations

Ten to thirty minute PowerPoint presentations were developed by CenCal staff and used to educate and update RWMG participants about the IRWMP and RAP processes.  A PowerPoint presentation was made to the Mariposa County Board of Supervisors to inform them about the ongoing IRWMP process.  

As part of the ongoing outreach process, these PowerPoint presentations are available on the CenCal website (www.irwmp.org) to recruit participant organizations as well as build community knowledge and support for the IRWMP in addition, key stakeholder groups can request PowerPoint presentations done by CenCal staff. 
Mariposa County Outreach

Public Fliers

Eye-catching public fliers were designed and distributed in popular areas throughout Mariposa County. These fliers were designed to capture the reader’s attention, briefly explain the IRWM process and provide meeting dates and contact information for more information. Fliers will continue to be posted and their distribution expanded as well as translation into Hmong and Spanish.


Media

A press release was submitted for promotion of the IRWM planning process through electronic newspapers: the Daily Report (Yosemite National Park); Goldrushcam.com (Yosemite area online newspaper); broadcasts through stakeholder and third-party subscription e-mail lists; and local newspapers (the Mariposa Gazette and the Merced Sun-Star).  The Mariposa Gazette also featured an article about the IRWMP after the Mariposa County Board of Supervisors voted to join the RWMG.

Madera County Outreach


Participation by the public and county government stakeholders was vital to the development of the Madera IRWM Plan. The comments, recommendations, support, and endorsement of the local communities for the projects, programs, and policies developed as part of this Plan will facilitate implementation of the Madera IRWM Plan by Madera County.


Advisory committees were formed to assist in the deliberation of issues addressed in the Madera IRWM Plan. The Advisory Committees comprised over 80 individuals representing community organizations, municipalities, irrigation and water districts, and non-districted areas. This outreach was designed to elicit input from the local communities such that the Madera IRWM Plan will be afforded their local knowledge and address their concerns. Details on the Advisory Committees and the public participation are summarized as follows:


Foothills and Mountains Advisory Committees


Four Advisory Committees were formed to represent the community study areas in the foothills and mountains of Madera County. The Advisory Committees represented the communities of Oakhurst, North Fork, Coarsegold, and Raymond. Due to the commonality of certain issues, joint advisory committee meetings were occasionally held. Approximately 17 advisory committee meetings were held with the foothills and mountains committees to discuss Madera IRWM Plan development. In addition, numerous meetings were previously held during the Oakhurst hydrogeologic evaluation.


Valley Floor Advisory Committee


One committee represented the valley floor and held approximately ten committee meetings. The primary focus of the valley floor advisory committee was to develop water management strategies that will help alleviate the overdraft in the valley floor. There was a particular focus on the non-districted areas on the valley floor, where the estimated overdraft is the most severe because of an absence of surface water supplies and groundwater is the sole source of water.



Public Review of Draft Plan

A draft of the Madera IRWM Plan was made available for public review and comment. A copy of the draft Madera IRWM Plan was made available at several locations throughout Madera County and was also available on a project website (www.maderawater.com), which was also accessible through a link on the County’s website. The purpose of this exercise was for organizations, agencies, and individuals to provide comments and input to this Plan for consideration prior to its presentation to the Board of Supervisors for acceptance. In addition, three public meetings were held to present the draft Mariposa IRWM Plan and to receive public comments on the draft Plan. The County also accepted written comments. 


Plan Acceptance and Updates


Madera County’s IRWM Plan is to be a “living document” that will be updated and revised as conditions change or additional data and information is made available. The IRWM Plan is intended to provide guidance to Madera County in dealing with water resource issues now and in the future.


The Madera County Water Advisory Commission will review the IRWM Plan every 6 months, or more frequently if necessary, and make recommendations to the Board of Supervisors to ensure that it is kept current and modified as required due to changing conditions, new information or requirements, or changes in law. 
Madera County intends to apply for additional funding to update the IRWM Plan to meet the future guidelines and criteria.

Merced County Outreach

Merced County stakeholders were emailed a letter by the Merced IRWM planning team. In April 2009, the planning team began the process of outreach to stakeholders including the East Merced Resource Conservation District, during monthly meetings (CenCal representatives were also present and letters of support were garnered). The boundary of the developing Merced IRWM effort is essentially the same as the Merced Groundwater Basin Bulletin 118 boundary. Individuals currently working on the Merced IRWM are employed by Merced Irrigation District (MID) and directed by Merced Area Groundwater Pool Interests (MAGPI), a coalition of 15 water purveyor agencies within the Merced Groundwater Basin.
Section 4

From the kick off of the CenCal IRWM effort in early 2009, the group has proceeded with an open-door policy to include, invite, and welcome as many people as possible to attend meetings and/or provide input through its website. 

The desire to ensure public involvement is based on two main factors. First, philosophically, the group believes in the importance of an inclusive and transparent approach to identifying and addressing water related issues within the planning region. Moreover, the group maintains the philosophy that the general public consists of potential stakeholders representing various interests and each should be encouraged to participate. Secondly, the group has made a concerted effort to address the emphasis that has been placed on public involvement on the part of DWR.

In order to engage as broad an array of interested individuals and groups as possible, the group has pursued three primary strategies to involve the public: (1) development and circulation of communication materials, (2) presentations to representative and public forums about the CenCal IRWM effort, and (3) formation of a publicly-accessible website devoted to the CenCal IRWM effort. Each of these strategies is discussed below.

(1) Outreach materials:

The CenCal RWMG general outreach campaign includes a series of communication materials used to inform the public and targeted stakeholders about the IRWM process. These materials are provided to stakeholders, who circulate them to colleagues and other interested parties on an ongoing basis. In addition to providing outreach materials for distribution, the CenCal RWMG published, to local media outlets, press releases that provide information about the IRWM program and invite the public to get involved. The circulation of these media outlets is:

Print:

· Mariposa Gazette: 4,000 weekly

· Merced Sun Star: 15,952 daily

· Sierra Star (Madera County): 4,444 twice weekly

Electronic:

· Gold Rush Cam.com (Yosemite Communities): 50,000 hits monthly

· Yosemite Daily Report: published daily for National Park Service employees, park partners, and interested public (number of subscribers/hits not available)

· Rural Media Arts and Education Project’s email list (Mariposa/Madera Counties): 600 subscribers

· El Portal email list (Mariposa County): 100-200 subscribers

Finally, all of the information contained in the outreach materials is posted on the CenCal IRWM website (see #3, below). 

Public fliers were designed to capture the general public’s attention, inform them of the CenCal IRWM efforts and invite their participation in the process.  Over 50 fliers were posted in communities throughout Mariposa County.  Posting fliers regularly in popular public places throughout the CenCal region will encourage public knowledge of and engagement with the IRWM process. Locations include: post offices, coffee shops, community bulletin boards, and grocery and convenience stores.  The public will also continue to be encouraged to participate in the IRWM process through periodic press releases.  The releases will maintain a transparent IRWM process for the public and will encourage their involvement in the development of a multi-benefit IRWM plan. 

(2) Public presentations:

The CenCal RWMG holds that the IRWM process is made stronger by a well-informed regional populace and therefore makes concerted efforts to educate and notify the regional public via presentations at public and private meetings and forums. Presentations continue to be made by CenCal IRWM staff. Stakeholders are encouraged to schedule presentations for organizations in which they participate and/or represent. Private meeting presentations include conservation organizations and clubs (e.g., Audubon, Sierra Club, etc.), civic organizations, and tribal entities. CenCal IRWM staff typically make the public presentations, which, to date, include those made to Mariposa County Board of Supervisors, Mariposa County Water Advisory Committee, Mariposa County Resource Conservation District, Mariposa County Farm Bureau, East Merced Resource Conservation District, Merced County Farm Bureau, as well as to the CenCal stakeholders in general. To accommodate newcomers to the CenCal process, 30 minute briefings are offered directly proceeding meetings to provide an introduction to IRWM.

(3) CenCal IRWMP website:

The CenCal RWMG launched the publicly accessible website, www.irwmp.org on March 1, 2009 and has had almost 500 visits to date. The website is a work-in-progress with the ultimate goal being a data clearing house for all information related to the CenCal IRWM effort as well as to provide links to the DWR IRWM Program and other California water-related issues. The intention of the CenCal RWMG is to continue updating and expanding the website throughout the existence of the IRWM program.

The primary reason for launching the website during the initial stages was to provide interested parties with background information about the IRWM effort and to disseminate an open invitation and logistical information related to meetings and decision making. In addition to meeting schedules, the website informs the public and stakeholders about the IRWM status as well as providing a discussion platform for comments. If stakeholders or member of the public are not able to attend meetings, the website provides an alternative to include input. Meeting notes from each meeting are posted on the website making up-to-date information about current events and actions taken available. Throughout the website and on many of the documents accompanying it, there is clear language informing the web visitor about whom to contact and how to learn more about getting involved in the CenCal or Statewide IRWM efforts.

Example of recent Website comment: “Clean water is our most precious resource. The enforcement, education, and awareness of existing environmental laws pertaining to water quality require constant vigilance. It is critical that educational materials in our public schools, history museums, and visitor centers be updated to accurately reflect the extreme environmental damage done by legacy mining during the gold rush. The romantic notions of that tragic era must be removed, and the correct environmental information must take their place. Our motto must be ‘Water Is Gold In Gold Country.’ Ongoing in stream dredge mining continues to violate water quality, and threaten riparian habitat. According to the US Forest Service, in stream suction dredge mining is not in keeping with the Federal Clean Water Act. As a matter of serving the public trust, the CA Department of Fish and Game must cease and desist its illegal in stream dredging permit program. Also, in Mariposa County there are an estimated 1,200-abandoned gold mines spewing mercury and arsenic into our water ways. The DTSC and SWRCB have acknowledged this and addressed on-site clean-up costs. Funding must be made available to get the job done. Collaborative, inclusive, and co-operative efforts of all overlapping groups, agencies and individuals is paramount to the sustainable success of keeping our waters clean.” – post by Sarah Windsor, Mariposa County Resident
(4)Partner Organization Websites

Mariposans for the Environment and Responsible Government (MERG), a 21-year-old Mariposa NGO (501(c)(3) has on its home page a “Hot Topics” notice.  Since early April, this notice has contained the following public reminders:

Integrated Regional Water Management Planning (IRWMP) Meeting, McCay Hall, Catheys Valley
8:00 am to 12:00 noon

Thursday, April 9, 2009
Review web site - www.irwmp.org
Comments can be submitted directly to the web site by topic
 

Integrated Regional Water Management Planning (IRWMP) Meeting, American Legion Hall, Le Grand

1:00 pm to 5:00 pm

Thursday, April 16, 2009

12560 Le Grand Road

West of the town and high school

Review web site - www.irwmp.org
 

This is the last meeting before the application packet is prepared for submittal.

This message will read, until the RAP submission is completed:

Integrated Regional Water Management Planning RAP Process is in its final days.  If you have comments, please make them at the web site:  www.irwmp.org.  The application packet is due to the State Department of Water Resources on April 29, 2009.
Disadvantaged Communities and Continuing Outreach

The CenCal region has substantial economic need (another grant qualifier). Of the 150,887 people living in Madera, the 18,406 living in Mariposa, and the 255,250 living in Merced, 18.3%, 12.7%, and 18.6% live in poverty, respectively. The percentages of children in poverty are 27.3%, 18.3%, 25.6%, respectively. The total county revenue is $166.9M for Madera, $45.2M for Mariposa, and $374.7M for Merced. The median household income is $44,655 for Madera, $39,891 for Mariposa, and $40,039 for Merced. (By the Numbers: Key County Characteristics, CSAC, December 2008). Note that the service areas for the water districts in Mariposa are particular disadvantaged; for example, the average household annual income for the area served by the Mariposa Public Utility District is only $18K (Mariposa Public Utility District).

Once the regional boundary has been accepted, there will be confirmation of additional areas that need to be included in public outreach and involvement.  CenCal staff will then expand and continue the public outreach and stakeholder involvement process. This effort will be funded by the existing Sierra Nevada Conservancy grant. Additionally, funding has been requested from Patagonia to screen the movie “Flow: For the Love of Water” throughout the region at a variety of venues.  A presentation about regional water issues with public discussion will following the film. We are also seeking funding to produce a short film about water in our area that will be made available to schools, posted on the CenCal website, and also posted on other sites, accompanied by critical search engine optimization (SEO) methods. Other tasks to be completed that have been identified by stakeholders include outreach to youth and disadvantaged communities. These tasks are also funded by the Sierra Nevada Conservancy grant.

Other avenues of communication to be pursued include: County Public Access information channel, newspapers and publications (ag bulletins, RCD, Farm Bureau), radio, website, county/city websites, direct mailing, inserting flyers into water bills, posters, postcards with info, info at county fairs, ag trade shows, landscape trade shows, sportsman trade shows, farmers’ markets, refrigerator magnets, and signage along highways.

We also are developing a plan to identify and involve members and representatives of disadvantaged communities, including community planning area advisory committees, neighborhood councils, tribes and Rancherias, Veteran’s associations, town planning area advisory committees, environmental justice organizations, and social justice organizations.

Section 5

We agree to develop a governance structure and include additionally identified stakeholders during preparation of our planning grant application. We will submit our final governance structure with our planning grant application.

After the region is accepted, the next step is to complete a governance structure for the planning effort for the region. Note a governance structure process is concurrently underway in Madera County for the implementation of its existing Madera County IRWMP. This is because Madera County has a Proposition 50 funded IRWMP (accepted by its Board of Supervisors April 14, 2008) completed prior to the new regional planning guidelines. After regional acceptance of the CenCal region, it is expected that priority projects in Madera County will be able to proceed with implementation at the same time the planning process is completed for the larger watershed-based region. The CenCal IRWMP will be a combined regional planning process and document that includes updating the Madera County IRWM Plan to meet the new Proposition 84 requirements. This situation offers a unique opportunity to simultaneously start implementing much-needed improvements while the planning process is completed for the entire region. There are no known conflicts between simultaneous undertaking of planning and implementation projects within the region. The key is public and stakeholder involvement to ensure the success of both processes for the benefit of the region as a whole.

As a governance structure model, the CenCal RWMG would like to follow the steps undertaken by the Inyo-Mono RWMG. The Inyo-Mono process included DWR assistance and facilitation, which has recently been requested for the CenCal RWMG through the Sierra Nevada Conservancy. Meanwhile, this group is continuing public and stakeholder outreach throughout the region as well as identifying the needed reference materials and contacts to complete the planning grant application and plan. It is anticipated that between now and regional acceptance, there may be additional members to the RWMG.

The region has representative stakeholders.  These are residents, organizations and political bodies, each of which is individually experienced and proven capable to plan and implement large-scale projects. The foundation that these entities have established within the past months is a testament in itself to how collectively we believe in the importance of integrated water management.  It is why we demonstrated the ability to quickly collaborate and cooperate together.
Since this is a developing planning region, the group is still actively considering additional members. Once the region is accepted, the group will evaluate diversity and representation within the region and then proceed with the governance structure process. Note that at every meeting there is an opportunity for group members to provide ideas and contact suggestions for public and stakeholder outreach and involvement. The governance structure will be in place prior to submission of the planning grant application. Once the RWMG is formalized, the governance body will define the decision-making process by which additions and/or changes are made to the RWMG.

Once the region has been accepted, the processes of 1) continuing public and stakeholder outreach (sufficient for the planning grant application), 2) developing the governance structure, and 3) completing the planning grant application is estimated at six months, but could be accelerated if needed. If regional acceptance is achieved in 2009, it is projected that the planning grant application could be submitted in 2010 (or as soon as the opportunity is available), the plan completed by the end of 2011, and implementation grants pursued and projects started in 2012.

The existing RWMG for the proposed developing region currently has the foundational diversity and representation required to successfully and collaboratively manage water to enhance the supply and quality of water for the state of California. The group has the organizational capacity and expertise to accomplish both regional planning and implementation projects as well as the capability of representing and meeting the needs of the disadvantaged communities within the region. 

The federal entities that are part of the group have extensive experience and can provide the broad perspective and regional orientation and leadership needed to develop successful regional water management. These federal entities include the National Park Service, US Forest Service, Bureau of Land Management and the Natural Resources Conservation Service. These entities have long been “in the business” of managing large scale projects to benefit regional landscapes. In additional to federal agencies, Resource Conservation Districts, counties, local organizations such as non-profits, as well as private citizens who are mindful of the local details and communities within the region are participating in the process.

This combination of stakeholders who are willing to work together is considered key to the success of the process. As the region continues to develop, individuals and organizations will be invited to include themselves so that the region evolves a RWMG that is best suited to meet its needs as those needs grow and change.

As a developing region we are agreeing to:

We are voluntary private and public entities forming a Regional Water Management Group (RWMG) that have agreed to participate in the process of 1) establishing an Integrated Regional Water Management Plan regional boundary; 2) preparing a planning grant application to complete an IRWMP for our accepted region; 3) completing and adopting an IRWMP; and 4) implementing projects prioritized in our completed IRWMP. Our RWMG consists of stakeholders and water management authorities that represent the majority of interests within our regional boundary.

We acknowledge all local agencies within our regional boundary with statutory authority over water supply, water quality, water management, and/or flood protection. We acknowledge each other’s local and regional interests in water management and planning. We agree to mitigate competing interests or conflicting policies among members at least to the point that those issues do not interfere with the progress of integrated water planning and management. As a developing region, we agree to continue pursuit of understanding the full range of needs within our region including those of disadvantaged communities, other stakeholders, and the public.

We agree to develop a governance structure acceptable to all RWMG members and include additionally identified stakeholders during preparation of our future grant applications. We will submit our final governance structure with our future grant applications.

The governance structure will facilitate the sustained development of regional water management and the IRWM process, both now and beyond the State grant IRWM funding programs. It will discuss how decisions are made, the steps in which the RWMG arrives at decisions, and how RWMG members participate in the decision-making process. Examples of RWMG decisions to consider in the discussion include:

· Establishing IRWM plan goals and objectives

· Prioritizing projects

· Financing RWMG and IRWMP activities

· Implementing plan activities

· Making future revisions to the IRWM plan

· Hiring & managing consultants

· Coordination including MOU development with neighboring IRWM regions

· Establishment of feedback systems to assure a constant flow of input and actions

The governance structure will also describe how new members will be incorporated and how the balance of interested persons or entities representing different sectors and interests have been or will be engaged in the process, regardless of their ability to contribute financially to the plan. Finally, the governance structure will describe how it facilitates development of a single collaborative water management portfolio, prioritized on the regional goals and objectives of the IRWM region.

The following concepts have been identified by CenCal RWMG as foundational goals as development of the governance structure moves forward: transparent process for the public and organizations to provide input and propose projects; decisions by consensus with a “back up plan” to represent majority preference in extreme situations; requiring active participation; voting policy (consider one vote per signatory entity); inclusion of individuals/public at large members; substitution/alternate voting policy; financial considerations and policies; equitable financial balance of implementation projects (mountain/foothill vs. valley floor); clear language; practical decision-making process; effective project prioritization process based on the State’s future guidelines; and mandated considerations for disadvantages communities.

The location of the CenCal IRWM is significant.  According to the conservation organization American Rivers, it contains one of the most endangered rivers in the U.S. (the San Joaquin River).  The San Joaquin’s first major tributary to the north (the Merced River) runs through Yosemite Valley in full view of one of the most recognized landscape icons in the world – Half Dome.  Even with these considerations, the region’s biggest asset is the people who live and work in the area.  The State’s revised IRWM guidelines are bringing together an incredible pool of talent to benefit the region as a whole. 
Some specific examples of successful individuals and organizations who are now working together through IRWM: 

· Under the direction of Division Chief Niki Nicholas PhD, the Resources Management and Science Division of The National Park Service, Yosemite has in the last five years tripled its funding and increased its staff from 60 to 150 employees (during the summer).

· The Upper Merced Watershed Council through the Mariposa County RCD has received approximately $1 million in program and project grant money in the last seven years.

· Madera County Resource Management Agency under the direction of Ray Beach received $1 million in community services grant funding in 2008 alone.

· USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service has obtained millions in federal funding to complete projects on agricultural land throughout the entire region.

· Mariposa Public Utility District under the direction of Mark Rowney who has recently completed a $10M infrastructure project to serve the town of Mariposa, which is classified as a disadvantaged community.

Considering this demonstrated capacity and the expertise throughout the CenCal RWMG, it’s clearly in our best interest to work together to secure State as well as federal and private sector funding for regional water management efforts.

To develop the CenCal IRWMP, the Mariposa County Resource Conservation District has received $50K from the Sierra Nevada Conservancy and $10K from Mariposa County to date. Another $10K to $15K is being sought from Patagonia for public outreach in collaboration with the Food & Water Watch and the Rural Arts and Media Education Project. Once the region is established (accepted by the State), federal grants will be sought as well.

Section 6

Based on the regulations (Proposition 84), the subsequent DWR guidelines, the public review draft of the California Water Plan Update 2009, and coordination meetings among stakeholders, the proposal is for a Central California (CenCal) IRWMP region. The region and most of the communities contained within it are realistically connected and accessible through its roadway network (facilitating communication and optimizing opportunities for public involvement). This is especially critical for including the disadvantaged communities within the region.
The Central California IRWMP Proposed Regional Boundary consists of the southeastern section of the State’s San Joaquin River hydrologic region (which is the same as the State’s Water Quality Control Board Region 5S) and includes the two southern most major watersheds in the State’s Mountain County area of interest (the Merced and San Joaquin) along with the Chowchilla and Fresno Rivers, which are between these two major watersheds. The region includes Madera, Mariposa, and eastern Merced Counties. 

To appropriately manage these two very unique areas, the region will include MOUs for the National Park Service (NPS) Devil’s Post Pile as well as the Upper San Joaquin watershed (which primarily consists of US Forest Service land in Fresno County). The Devil’s Post Pile is an agreed management area (relatively very small overlap) with Inyo-Mono, an adjoining region to the east, due to the accessibility of that small area (the area is only accessible from the eastern side of the Sierra Nevada whereas the region is on the western side of the Sierra Nevada). The NPS is participating in the process and is also supportive of this approach.

The future MOU between the Central California Region and the Southern Sierra Region is for the holistic management of the Upper San Joaquin watershed, which is almost entirely under the jurisdiction of the US Forest Service – Sierra National Forest. There is no overlap proposed; the agreed management is to divide the watershed, but manage it collectively and collaboratively. 

This watershed is truly another unique situation: through the roadway network, half of communities are more connected to the north and the other half are more connected to the south; through the “water network” the San Joaquin River itself naturally flows north, yet 70% of its water is mechanically diverted south.  To the north there are issues with flooding and endangered fish; there are stakeholders residing in the southern portion of the watershed that are actively engaged in restoration projects; and, there is a recognized benefit to contiguous inclusion and regional management of the Sierra National Forest that transcends both regions. This MOU solution was decided collaboratively on April 6, 2009.  Note the roadway network is a major consideration for defining regions because of the importance of public and stakeholder involvement to the processes and continued success of the IRWMPs.

Coordination activities started during the summer of 2008 and will be ongoing. The fact that the San Joaquin River is now considered one of the most endangered rivers in the US highlights the need to maximize attention to address issues in this watershed. (There is not an “overlap” proposed; but rather an MOU for two regions to collaborate together.)

	Boundary
	Justification
	Supporting References

	East: From the intersection of Tuolumne/ Madera/ Mariposa Counties southeast to a watershed adjacent to the Madera County line
	This boundary is within the DWR’s San Joaquin River hydrologic region, the State Water Resources Control Board Region 5S, and DWR’s area of interest Mountain Counties boundary
	California State Water Plan, State Water Resources Control Board, Public Resource Code Sec 75026

	South: A watershed paralleling the Madera County line to the San Joaquin River’s bend along the Madera County line
	This boundary is within the DWR’s San Joaquin River hydrologic region, the State Water Resources Control Board Region 5S, and DWR’s area of interest Mountain Counties boundary
	California State Water Plan, State Water Resources Control Board, Public Resource Code Sec 75026

	West: From the San Joaquin River’s bend along the Madera County line northwest along the San Joaquin River following the San Luis and Delta-Mendota regional boundary to a spot near the northern Merced County line that includes the Lower Merced watershed
	This boundary matches the San Luis and Delta-Mendota regional boundary that is recognized in the Public Resources Code (the region will receive a minimum of $40M from DWR to implement projects that reduce or eliminate discharges of subsurface agricultural drain water from the west side of the San Joaquin Valley).
	California State Water Plan, State Water Resources Control Board, Public Resource Code Sec 75026

	North: From the intersection of the San Joaquin River and the northern Merced County line eastward including the Lower Merced watershed and paralleling the Merced County line to then follow the Mariposa/ Tuolumne County line (which is the watershed boundary between the Tuolumne and Merced River watersheds). Note the boundary between Merced and Stanislaus Counties follows the watershed of a tributary north of the Merced River.
	These boundaries match major watershed and include groundwater basin boundaries within the San Joaquin River hydrologic region.
	DWR Watershed Boundaries, Groundwater Basin Maps


	Boundary Determinant
	Included?
	Effect on Region 

	Political/

Jurisdictional 
	Yes
	The CenCal region is not based on political, county, or city boundaries. These boundaries are being taken into account in terms of outreach to stakeholders (county representatives, supervisors, etc).

	Water, conservation, irrigation, and flood district boundaries
	Yes
	The CenCal region is not based on these types of boundaries; however, they were taken into account in terms of outreach to stakeholders and overall effectiveness of the region’s ability to develop and implement regionally significant projects.

	Watershed management
	Yes
	The CenCal planning region is based on the watershed boundaries of the Merced, Chowchilla, Fresno, and San Joaquin Rivers. The region is specifically defined by the headwaters of the Merced and San Joaquin at the crest of the Sierra Nevada.

	Groundwater basins as defined by DWR Bulletin 118
	Yes
	The CenCal region has three significant groundwater basins: the Madera, the Chowchilla, and the Merced.

	SWRCB boundaries
	Yes
	The entire CenCal planning region is included in SWRCB area 5S.

	Floodplain maps
	Yes
	There is routine flooding within the region along with Section 8 flood zone. These are taken into account and the region includes flood areas along with their solution areas in the same region to ensure effective project development and implementation.

	Physical, topographical, geographical and biological features
	Yes
	The CenCal planning region encompasses a broad spectrum of environmental conditions. The planning area contains a wide range of elevation, slope, aspect, soils, precipitation, vegetation, agriculture, animal and plant species and habitats.

	Surface water bodies
	Yes
	There are many water bodies within the CenCal region and the region includes these along with the watersheds that fill them. Major reservoirs include: Bagby, McClure, McSwain, Millerton, Eastman, Hensley, and Bass. These reservoirs and lakes provide important flood control, water storage, and electricity generation for the region and beyond.  Minor reservoirs include Burns, Bear, Owens and Mariposa Creeks, also providing important flood control benefits.

	Major water-related infrastructure
	Yes
	In addition to the several State and federal water projects in the region, the CenCal area includes the water infrastructure of several irrigation districts, municipal water agencies, county water agencies and utility companies. These entities’ facilities include an array of canals, tunnels, ditches, penstocks, dams and powerhouses. The infrastructure provides multiple benefits to the region’s residents, including treated water, electricity, recreational opportunities, environmental benefit from mandatory flow releases, aesthetic resources, and agricultural water.

	Impaired water bodies
	Yes
	There are water bodies in the CenCal region that are listed on the 2006 Clean Water Section 303(d) list of impaired water bodies. Examples include the North Fork of Willow Creek for temperature, source of impairment unknown. Currently, the Lewis Fork is being proposed for ammonia and the Fresno River for dissolved oxygen, but the data and proposed listings are being disputed by the US Forest Service.

	Population
	Yes
	Generally, the CenCal region is less impacted overall by population concerns in the mountain/foothill areas, though there is concern about the expanding populations in lower-elevation foothill areas closer to urban centers and the new U.C. Merced.

	Biological significant units or other biological features (critical habitat areas)
	Yes
	There are several species and habitats of special concern within the CenCal planning boundary and are considered at risk by State or federal agencies. In the CenCal planning region, terrestrial vertebrate species are considered dependent upon riparian (including wet meadow or lakeshore) habitat and are considered at risk. The lists are being developed for confirmation by the California Department of Fish and Game and the US Fish and Wildlife Service.

	Disadvantaged communities 
	Yes
	There are DACs included within the CenCal planning region. Issues involving these communities are addressed through stakeholder outreach and project development.


Section 7

The history of the IRWM efforts in the CenCal region includes:

1. The existence of a Madera County IRWMP (accepted by Madera County April 2008) under Proposition 50 guidelines, which comprises part of the CenCal region. 
2. Development of a CenCal region, encompassing Madera, Mariposa, and Eastern Merced Counties to meet Proposition 84 regional planning requirements.
3. Proposal to develop a “Merced IRWMP” for a groundwater basin in Eastern Merced County by MAGPI (groundwater coalition group).
Madera County IRWMP

The Madera County IRWMP effort was completed under the Proposition 50 guidelines and is now geared towards implementation. At the same time, due to the changes in the Proposition 84 guidelines, a planning process is being undertaken for a larger region, which will include the update of the Madera IRWM plan pursuant to the new guidelines. On April 21, the Madera County Board of Supervisors voted to pursue two avenues:  (1) to submit a RAP application for the established county IRWM boundary for the planned implementation projects, and (2) to direct county staff to continue collaborating for planning within the larger region.

Because Madera County has a Proposition 50 funded IRWMP (accepted by their Board of Supervisors April 14, 2008) completed prior to the new regional planning guidelines, after regional acceptance of the CenCal region, it is expected that priority projects in Madera County will be able to proceed with implementation at the same time the planning process is completed for the larger watershed-based region. The CenCal IRWMP will be a combined regional planning process and document that includes updating the Madera County Plan to meet the new Proposition 84 requirements. This situation offers a unique opportunity to simultaneously start implementing much-needed improvements while the planning process is completed for the entire region. There are no known conflicts between simultaneous undertaking of planning and implementation projects within the region. The key is public and stakeholder involvement to ensure the success of both processes for the benefit of the region as a whole.

Additional background and baseline information specific to Madera County can be found in the existing Madera IRWMP.
MAGPI Proposed Region

The “Merced IRWMP” is currently under the direction of the Merced Area Groundwater Pool Interests (MAGPI), a coalition of 15 water purveyor agencies and the East Merced Resource Conservation District within the Merced Groundwater Basin. They are pursuing state acceptance of their Bulletin 118 groundwater basin boundary for IRWM planning. Identified issues include overdraft, conjunctive use, flooding, groundwater recharge, disadvantaged community infrastructure, and the need for an updated groundwater model. Another issue is the Merced Water Plan, which is technically a study rather than a plan.  This plan is being cited as evidence of water for development even though the plan prescribes mitigation measures (such as groundwater recharge) that have not yet been implemented. 

Solutions to problems such as flooding, groundwater recharge, and downstream water quality and quantity are regional issues with upstream solutions. That is why the CenCal IRWM includes both problem and solution areas in the same region. For an accurate perception of the Merced IRWM, please refer to their RAP application.  However, the MAGPI group has indicated their intention to work on a smaller, more local, planning effort within their current groundwater basin boundary. Their focus on local projects is based on their concern that these projects would be lost in a broader regional process. Instead of being part of the larger region, they intend to first plan for their local area and then expand and work within the CenCal region in the future and submit another RAP application at a later date, phasing in planning and implementation.

Not everyone in East Merced nor those who are participating in the CenCal IRWM effort feel this is a effective approach. Stakeholder and public outreach has only recently begun in Merced, so it is too soon to determine the collective majority preference of the public and stakeholders. This is why this area is considered an area “to be resolved”.  CenCal proposes that this area will be worked out through an MOU or merged with the CenCal process after more public and stakeholder outreach is completed. The major issues driving the regional approach are that the Mariposa Watershed Hydrologic Unit is essentially divided in half between Mariposa and East Merced Counties and the Merced River (122 miles of which is federally designated as Wild and Scenic) should be managed in its entirety from the top of Madera County, through Mariposa County, and into Merced County where it joins the San Joaquin River. Socioeconomic and environmental justice factors include that Mariposa County only has 7% of the population and 12% of the county revenue of Merced. It is unrealistic to expect Mariposa County stakeholders to simultaneously participate meaningfully in the CenCal local water plan along with MOU management of adjoining areas such as the MAGPI groundwater basin in addition to the Merced River FERC relicensing process that will be ongoing through 2014. CenCal is concerned that this approach will result in piecemeal and ineffective regional water management.

Another significant consideration in boundary determination is the reality of an IRWMP schedule. If the MAGPI group and Mariposa County proceeded separately, it could be years before regional projects would see the light of day. Although both areas could benefit from local efforts, the direction of the state is to plan regionally. Now that the state has directed watershed-based regional planning, there is a serious concern to avoid positioning Eastern Merced County in a situation similar to where the Madera County IRWMP is today (having to expand planning boundaries that were established under Proposition 50 guidelines), which could cause further delay in regional project implementation. These delays are considered unacceptable to CenCal stakeholders, especially in light of the fact that we are upstream from agricultural areas that are facing only a 10% water allocation due to fish protection in one of the most endangered rivers in the State. Both MAGPI and CenCal stakeholders have committed to follow up meetings and discussions to continue to work together to explore options for resolution. Since financial and personnel resources in all three counties are finite, we look for guidance from the State so that this may be resolved quickly and we can direct our attention to continued stakeholder outreach and completing our governance process.

CenCal IRWMP Anticipated Schedule

	Timeframe
	Task
	Notes

	Summer 2009
	RAP Acceptance
	

	Fall 2009
	Implementation Grant Applications Due
	Madera County IRWMP

	2009/2010 and on
	Project Implementation
	Madera County

	Winter 2009 - Summer 2010
	Planning Grant Applications Due
	CenCal Region: includes updating Madera IRWMP and completing planning process for the rest of the region in one document

	Fall 2010 - Winter 2011
	IRWMP Completion
	CenCal Region

	2012
	Implementation Grants Proposals and Projects
	CenCal Region


CenCal Region History
The CenCal IRWMP process was started in Mariposa County under the encouragement of the Sierra Nevada Conservancy to ensure that all areas of the Sierra Nevada were included in IRWMPs. Mariposa and Eastern Merced were among the areas of the state not included in IRWMPs. Mariposa County Resource Conservation District was awarded a $50K Sierra Nevada Conservancy grant to complete a planning grant application for the watersheds of Mariposa County. Once the process began and considering the State’s new regional guidelines, the connectivity of these watersheds with surrounding counties and communities drove the regional CenCal approach. Since agreements could not be reached on how best to divide responsibilities to manage minor watershed areas, the solution is to leverage resources and collaborate together. This approach is viewed to place the region and its projects in the best position possible for effective regional planning and funding. Note there are still those who have not yet adjusted to the State’s legislative changes and are still advocating for local planning.     

The following describes the major water-related relationships and history of water management that establish the connectivity of the CenCal region that includes Madera, Mariposa, and Eastern Merced Counties: 

· Merced Irrigation District has facilities and water rights to the Merced River all the way to the South Fork of the Merced in Mariposa County.

· Chowchilla/Redtop RCD covers both parts of Madera County and Merced County, yet the Chowchilla River emanates from Mariposa County.

· Mariposa Lower Streams Group flows from Mariposa County into Merced County and on to the San Joaquin River, with Army Corp of Engineers impoundments in Mariposa County to protect Merced County from flooding.

· Mariposa County, MPUD (Mariposa Public Utility District) and MID (Merced Irrigation District) are “joined at the hip” by the Merced River. MID has more surface water rights in Mariposa County than Mariposa County has itself.

· MPUD uses water from the Merced River for water supply in the Mariposa Town Planning Area (MTPA). This is accomplished through agreements between Mariposa County and MID. These written agreements from 1960 and 1990 define the relationship between Mariposa County and MID regarding water rights, hydroelectric power, and resources of the Merced River. MID’s State water right area of use includes the MTPA.

· Two of the three major impoundments of MID are in Mariposa County. MID is currently in the process of relicensing two hydroelectric facilities (under one license) with the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC). The current license expires in February 2014; the relicensing is anticipated to be completed by then.

· MPUD maintains a water right on Stockton Creek (within the Mariposa Creek Watershed) for domestic water supply. MPUD discharges treated wastewater (NPDES permit) into Mariposa Creek, which eventually runs through sloughs and canals in Merced County.

· Mariposa County and Madera County share the Chowchilla watershed. Mariposa County has a large population base in the Chowchilla Watershed, estimated at 35 to 45% of Mariposa County’s total population.  

· A Department of Water Resources report documents water problems in the area of confluence of all three counties: Madera, Mariposa, and Merced.

· The MID provides irrigation water to Eastern Merced County's agricultural community. The watershed begins in Madera County and the water flows through Yosemite National Park and Mariposa County to Merced County. 
· MID produces hydroelectric power at its plants in Mariposa County at New Exchequer and McSwain dams on the Merced River. 

A community brainstorming session was held on February 19, 2009 to document water-related issues beyond what was already identified in Madera County’s IRWMP. The description of the regional water management issues is organized by the State’s resource management strategies as defined in the Public Review Draft of the California State Water Plan Update 2009 (see Appendix B). Ideas to develop multi-benefit integrated programs and projects that meet regional priorities that have already been identified include: meadow restoration, groundwater recharge, groundwater studies, disadvantaged communities infrastructure, water quantity and quality projects , habitat restoration, mining remediation, and flood control. These programs and projects will continue to be identified throughout the pre-planning and planning process.

The region has groundwater and surface water components. As far as groundwater, there are no identified aquifers in mountain/foothill area. Groundwater is contained within fractured rock and information about this resource can be found in water well drilling logs, water quality data, and water quantity data. The need to further study and identify water quantity within the fractured rock of mountain/foothill areas has been identified. The groups that manage, regulate, or monitor this water resource include:

· Local public health department 

· State Department of Water Resources 

· Well drilling contractors 

· State Department of Public Health 

· UC Merced 

There are three Bulletin 118 State identified aquifers/groundwater basins in the valley areas (eastern Merced, Chowchilla, and Madera). The use and issues for this water include domestic water supply systems, irrigation supply, water quality/quantity, and water banking. The groups that manage, regulate, or monitor this water resource include:

· State Department of Public Health 

· Irrigation districts 

· Domestic supply water purveyors 

The surface water in the region is governed by water rights and FERC licensing. Water rights include county of origin, appropriative water rights, tribal rights, and riparian rights. Within the region there are both privately held and public water rights (public utility /PUC regulated).

Contact Agencies 

1) Resource Conservation Districts

2) Merced Irrigation District 

3) Mariposa Public Utility District

4) Lake Don Pedro Community Services District

5) Coulterville Community Services District

6) Chowchilla Irrigation District 

7) Turner Island and Stevinson Water Districts

8) Winton Water & Sanitary District

9) Planada Community Services District

10) Le Grand Community Services District

11) Black Rascal and Meadowbrook Water Companies

12) CA State Water Resources Control Board 

13) Water discharge agencies (NPDES) 

a.
MPUD 

b.
Yosemite National Park 

c.
Mariposa Co Public Works 

d.
Cedar Lodge 

e.
Tenaya Lodge 

f.
Merced City 

g.
RWQCB 

14) DWR Dept of Dam Safety 

15) California Dept of Fish and Game

16) East San Joaquin Water Coalition

The CenCal Region has or is obtaining access to the following identified Geographic Information System (GIS) data to continue its pre-planning, planning, and implementation IRWM process:

Available corporate GIS data layers from/for the Sierra National Forest:

· Jurisdictional and project boundaries

· Aquatic data

· Botany data

· Ecological Unit Inventory

· Timber History

· Fire Management

· Geology

· Land Management Planning

· Land Special Management and Administrative Units

· Rangeland data

· Recreation data

· Terrestrial Ecological Units

· Soils

· Topography

· Transportation and Roads

· Vegetation

· Watershed data

· Watershed improvement data

· Wildlife

· NAIP imagery for Fresno, Madera, and Mariposa county areas

· USGS 7.5 minute topographic maps

National Park Service GIS Layers

· Similar to above to link to forest service layers

Layers to connect to above from other sources: 

DWR Resources/Fresno State GIS Clearing House and/or U.C. Merced:

·         Groundwater Basins 

·         Watershed Management Layers 

o   FEMA 

o   Bureau of Reclamation 

o   Army Corps of Engineers 

·         Flood Layers 

Councils of Government



Demographics



Spheres of influence

County Planning Departments

Land Use Maps 

Williamson Act Contracts

Zoning maps

Irrigation Districts:  Chowchilla, Merced 

Water rights

Infrastructure 

FERC Relicensing 

District Boundaries 

Utilities:  Southern California Edison and Pacific Gas and Electric

Infrastructure 

Areas of operation

Water Banks

Boundaries

Sources 

US Fish & Wildlife/CA Fish and Game 

·         Habitats - critical habitat areas 

·         Sensitive Species 

·         Migration corridors  

Regional Water Qualilty Control Board 

·         Dist boundaries 

·         Impaired water bodies 

·         Discharge sites 

U. S. Census Data

·         Population 

·         Demographics 

Mining & Mineral - CA Bureau of Mines 

·         Mineral maps 

·         Mine locations 

NRCS 

·         Soils 

U.S.G.S 

·         Fault lines 

·         Topographical mapping 

Mariposa and Madera County 

·         Mines 

CA Environmental Regulatory Agency 

·         Contaminated Sites 

·         Superfund Sites 

Department of Dams & Levees 

·         Dams 

·         Levees 

·         Reservoirs 

County Health Departments (Mariposa, Merced, Modesto) 

·         Well log info - study 

·         Water quality issue area 

·         Septic concentrations 

Bureau of Land Management 

·         BLM Managed Lands Layer 

·         Recreational Site Layer 

·         Mining Claims 

County Public Works Departments and/or water agencies 

·         Waste water infrastructure 

·         Tertiary water application sites

Individual Water Districts 

·         Sphere of influence

 ·        Infrastructure 

·         Source and supply data 

National, State and County Agencies -NPS, USFS, State, Counties

Cultural and Archaeological Data

Lake Don Pedro Water District has recently acquired GIS equipment and software.  As a stakeholder and participant in the RWMG, it is suggested that this entity could host and maintain the CenCal IRWM GIS data.

The Merced Wild and Scenic River

The U.S. Congress designated the Merced River a Wild and Scenic River to protect its free-flowing condition and to protect and enhance its unique values for the benefit and enjoyment of present and future generations (16 USC 1271). According to the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, a river is eligible for designation if it possesses what the act calls outstandingly remarkable values. These are the rare, unique, or exemplary qualities that set it apart from all other rivers in the nation. The passage of Public Law 100-149 on November 2, 1987, and Public Law 102-432 on October 23, 1992, placed 122 miles of the main stem and South Fork of the Merced River, including the forks of Red Peak, Merced Peak, Triple Divide Peak, and Mt. Lyell, into the Wild and Scenic Rivers System. The National Park Service manages 81 miles of the Merced River, encompassing both the main stem and the South Fork in Yosemite National Park and the El Portal Administrative Site. The Bureau of Land Management manages the remaining 41 miles of the river with US Forest Service management of some of the land on either side.

Sierra National Forest

The Sierra National Forest is home to abundant aquatic habitat and water resources including 1,800 miles of streams and rivers, 480 inventoried lakes and approximately 16,000 acres of montane meadow. Rivers in the forest designated as Wild and Scenic include the Merced and South Fork Merced. On an average water year, the forest will yield approximately 2.5 million acre-feet of water from forest watersheds. Nearly all of the 2.5 million acre-feet of water yielded from the Sierra National Forest is used off-forest for irrigation in the Central Valley. 

Although 98% of the water from the Sierra National Forest meets state and federal water quality objectives, current and past land disturbing activities such as timber harvesting, grazing, road construction, illegal marijuana operations, and the ever-increasing usage of the forest by off-highway vehicle recreation, are causing impacts to our watersheds.
At present, there are approximately 1,600 watershed improvement sites identified on the Sierra National Forest. A large percentage of these sites occur in the sensitive mountain meadow environment. In terms of water storage and increasing water quantity and quality, meadows serve a vital role in our headwater source areas. 

Meadows act as short-term reservoirs and filters for water and the longer water resides as it passes through a meadow, the better the water quality is downstream. Compromised hydrologic function in meadows (i.e., a lowered ground water table or “dewatered” meadow) causes an increase in the peak flow and a reduction of the residence time that water has in the meadow environment. This promotes erosion in and downstream of the meadow with a corresponding increase in sedimentation and turbidity. This in turn can affect water quantity and water quality parameters such as dissolved oxygen. 

Restoration of meadow and channel hydrologic function will promote healthier riparian systems, which in turn will improve water quality and quantity downstream for use in irrigation and ground water recharge in the central valley.

Section 8
As Mariposa and Eastern Merced Counties were some of the last areas in the Sierra not engaged in an IRWM process, the need to “fill in the gap” and for inter-regional coordination was identified as one of the first priorities. This task was identified in the 2008 successful grant application that resulted in $50K from the Sierra Nevada Conservancy (SNC). This grant also included early assistance from the Sierra Nevada Alliance (SNA), which has been instrumental in the progress of this effort.  SNA conducted an exceptionally well-attended meeting in Mariposa during the summer of 2008 to discuss the IRWMP funding approach, and to encourage a sponsor for a launch grant application.  That effort resulted in the Board of the Mariposa County Resource Conservation District stepping forward to provide leadership.  SNA has continued to support this effort, providing contact information and facilitating discussion between the regions throughout the Sierra.

On January 19, 2009 a work session about the RAP application was held that included Mariposa volunteers, Mariposa County Resource Conservation District representatives, Sierra Nevada Conservancy staff, and Sierra Nevada Alliance staff. One of the outcomes of this first work session was to schedule a stakeholder meeting in Mariposa on February 19.  It was decided to invite stakeholders as well as representatives from all of the surrounding regions and DWR. Of all those invited, representatives from Tuolumne/Stanislaus Counties, Madera County, and DWR attended. Note that Mariposa had been participating in the Inyo-Mono IRWM process since 2008. At the February 19 meeting it was determined that the regional boundary between Tuolumne/Stanislaus and Mariposa was a match, based on watersheds. 

The Inyo-Mono boundary to the east also matched based on watersheds with the exception of the National Park Service (NPS) Devils Post Pile (DEPO). DEPO is located within the Upper San Joaquin watershed; however, access to DEPO is from the eastern side of the Sierra, and all staff working for the NPS reside within Mono County.  It is agreed, therefore, by all that this small overlap area is shared. The NPS is participating in the process and is also supportive of this approach.

As far as the boundary to the south, the existing Madera County IRWM was based on Madera’s southerly jurisdictional boundary adjacent to Fresno County. This did not match up with the Upper Merced River watershed boundary or the Chowchilla watershed boundary.  Stakeholders attending Mariposa work sessions believed that these areas would be best represented in a region that included all the watersheds of Mariposa.  Madera stakeholders believed the Chowchilla watershed would be best managed by a Madera RWMG, thus starting discussions on a “best solution.”

Mariposa, Madera, and Merced stakeholders attended a meeting in Madera County, in Oakhurst on March 5. This meeting also included stakeholders from the Southern Sierra region.  After considerable discussion, at that time the stakeholders came to the consideration of combining into a “Central California” region. The consideration surfaced because stakeholders could not come to agreement on where to draw regional boundary lines dividing rivers, streams, and watersheds. 

Although this consideration was brought forward, not all stakeholders in Madera County agree with it. On April 21, the Madera County Board of Supervisors voted to pursue two avenues:  (1) to submit a RAP application for the established county IRWM boundary for the planned implementation projects, and (2) to direct county staff to continue collaborating for planning within the larger region.

On March 26, at a work session in Mariposa County, at which representatives from Mariposa, Madera, Southern Sierra, and Merced were present, the majority preference of those stakeholders attending from Mariposa, Madera and Merced areas was to pursue a larger planning region. Subsequent to this discussion was a smaller group discussion, on April 6, facilitated by the Sierra Nevada Conservancy that included participation from DWR, the Sierra Nevada Alliance, and CSU Fresno with all three areas, plus the Southern Sierra. 

The issue in question was how best to address the issues of the Upper San Joaquin watershed. The eventual solution, it was agreed, is to complete a future MOU between the Central California Region and the Southern Sierra Region for the holistic management of the Upper San Joaquin watershed.  The rationale is that the Upper San Joaquin watershed is essentially within the jurisdictional boundaries of the US Forest Service (Sierra National Forest). There is no overlap proposed; the agreed to management approach is to divide the watershed (where?), but to manage the entire Upper San Joaquin watershed collectively and collaboratively. 

This watershed is another truly unique situation: 

· through the roadway network, half of communities are more connected to the north and the other half are more connected to the south; 

· through the “water network” the river itself naturally flows north, yet 70% of it is mechanically diverted south; 

· to the north there are issues with flooding and endangered fish; 

· there are stakeholders residing in the southern portion of the watershed that are actively engaged in restoration projects; and, 

· there is a recognized benefit to contiguous inclusion and regional management of the Sierra National Forest that transcends both regions.

This MOU solution was decided collaboratively at the April 6, 2009 meeting, although coordination activities started during the summer of 2008 and will continue to be ongoing. 

The fact that the San Joaquin River is now considered one of the most endangered rivers in the US highlights the need to maximize attention to address issues in this watershed.  It must be stated again for clarity: the approach to managing the Upper San Joaquin watershed is not an “overlap;” rather it is proposed that two regions collaborate together via an MOU.

Merced County area stakeholders did not attend the February 19 meeting in Mariposa, but DWR informed Mariposa stakeholders about an IRWM meeting in Merced on February 26.  Mariposa stakeholders attended this meeting conducted by the Merced Area Groundwater Pool Interests (MAGPI) board. MAGPI is a coalition of water purveyor agencies within the Merced Groundwater Basin.  At the meeting they discussed the need to update the 1993 Merced Water Basin groundwater model and it was discussed that the IRWMP could include that.  At that time they reasoned that they did not want to expand the model so they wanted to keep the IRWMP essentially the same as their groundwater basin boundary. The MAGPI board voted on this action on March 25 and is submitting a Merced IRWM regional boundary based on the Merced Bulletin 118 groundwater basin.  Both Madera and Mariposa stakeholders attended this meeting offering inclusion into the larger CenCal region. 

Although the MAGPI board voted not to participate in the larger region, some of these votes have not been confirmed by the boards that these individuals represent. For example, as of April 22, neither Merced County nor Merced Irrigation District have taken formal actions to join RWMG. 

Existing Gaps:

There is a gap between IRWM regions to the northwest of the CenCal Region. This is due to the fact that an IRWM effort has not started in that area. It is downstream from the Tuolumne/Stanislaus Region and since the watersheds and communities are north of the CenCal Region the area is not included in this RAP application.

Section 9

The following is the initial list of qualified individuals to consider for representing the CenCal region during the interview process.  This selection is based on the overall background of these individuals, not only within their professional capacities, but, in how knowledgeable they are about issues throughout the region and the need for connectivity,  Three to five individuals, as needed, will be finally selected based on DWR’s initial questions.  The plan is to select the persons with the most knowledge, enabling them to best answer DWR’s questions thoroughly and efficiently.  These individuals are offered by the Project Manager for consideration based on the Project Manager’s contact with them and an assessment of their ability to speak to the details as well as the overall vision. 

1. Brenda Ostrom, Project Manager/Consultant, Mariposa County Resource Conservation District 

2. Ray Beach or Greg Farley, Resource Management Agency, Madera County

3. Mark Rowney, Mariposa Public Utility District

4. Joe Meyer, Branch Chief of Physical Science, Yosemite National Park

5. Andy Stone, District Hydrologist, Sierra National Forest

6. Kevin Cann, Mariposa County Board of Supervisors

7. Terry McLaughlin, Education and Public Outreach, Upper Merced Watershed
8. Len McKenzie, Submitting Entity Board Member, Mariposa County Resource Conservation District
Appendix A: Stakeholder Participation

Mariposa Integrated Regional Water Management Plan (IRWMP) 

Meeting:  2/19/2009        8:00am-12:00pm 

	Name
	Affiliation
	Phone Number
	E-mail Address

	Jan Hamilton
	MPSA County FireSafe Council
	996-2387
	hamjan@sti.net

	Charise Reeves
	Lake Don Pedro CSD
	852-2331
	charise@ldposd.org

	Holly Warner
	Upper Merced R Watershed
	966-5434
	redbud@sti.net

	David Hopelain
	Madera County Oversight Committee
	559-877-3455
	toppor1@netptc.net

	Marilyn Lidyoff
	Mariposa County Economic Development
	966-4303
	mlidyoff@mariposacounty.org

	Les James
	Southern Sierra Miwok Nation
	966-5690
	les2mag3@sti.net

	Tonya Meeth
	Department of Water Resources
	916-651-9227
	tmeeth@water.ca.gov

	John S. Mills
	Tuolumne-Stanislaus IRWMP
	209-532-0432
	sixbit@mlode.com

	Mike Coffield
	Mesa Go
	966-5016
	mikecoffield@sti.net

	Bill Kiusella
	LD PCSD
	852-9268
	BillAleen@yahoo.com

	Ronn Slay
	Cal Natural Resources Fund
	761-2563
	cnrf@elite.net

	Lyle Turpin
	Mariposa County
	966-3222
	lturpin@mariposacounty.org

	Ray Beach
	Madera County RWA
	661-6333
	rbeach@maderacounty.com

	Elexis Mayer
	Yosemite National Park Service
	372-0249
	elexis-mayer@ups.gov

	Mark Rowney
	Mariposa PUD
	209-966-2515
	mpud@sti.net

	Tony Bruchini
	American Indian Council - Mariposa 
	742-4051
	tony-brochini@ups.gov

	Bart Brown
	Merg
	377-8267
	 

	Joe Meyer
	Yosemite National Park
	379-1185
	joe_meyer@ups.gov

	Anne Steed
	UMRWC
	966-8393
	steed@sti.net

	Connie Nelson
	UMRWC
	966-7155
	knielson@sti.net

	Leona Montalvo
	Madera County
	675-7821
	lmontalvo@madera.county.com

	Glenn Franklin
	Mariposa RCD
	966-6328
	ionaglenn@sti.net

	Kevin Cann
	Mariposa County Supervisor
	966-3222
	kcann@mariposacounty.org

	Laura Phillips
	 
	966-3757
	lauraphillips@sti.net

	Brenda Ostrom
	 
	966-8432
	bostrome@sti.net

	Maggie Dowd
	USFS Groveland RD
	965-7825 X524
	mdowd@fsfed.us

	Len McKenzie
	MCRCD
	209-742-5579
	lenmckenzie@yahoo.com

	Kim Carr
	SNC
	742-0480
	kcarr@sierranevada.ca.gov

	Terry McLaughlin
	Upper Merced River Watershed Council
	966-7102
	watershed@sti.net


  

  

	March 5 Meeting RSVP List

	
	
	
	

	NAME
	ORGANIZATION
	
	EMAIL

	
	
	
	

	Anne Lombardo
	Sierra Nevada Adaptive Management Project
	
	amlombardo@ucdavis.edu

	Brenda Ostrom
	Mariposa IRWMP 
	
	bostrom@sti.net

	Connie Neilson
	Upper Merced Watershed Council
	
	knielson@sti.net

	David Hopelin
	
	
	topper1@netptc.net

	Doug Welch 
	Chowchilla Water District Joint Powers Committee
	
	dwelch@cwdwater.com

	Elissa Brown 
	Southern Sierra IRWMP Grant Writer
	
	elissa.j.brown@gmail.com

	Greg Farley
	Madera County Resource Management Agency
	
	greg.farley@madera-county.com

	Hicham Etal
	Merced Irrigation District/MAGPI
	
	heltal@mercedid.org

	Jack Fry
	
	
	

	Jeannie Habben
	Chowchilla/Fresno Rivers Watershed
	
	info@cfwatershed.org

	John Reed
	RWMG Subcommittee Chairman/Water Advisory Commissioner
	
	jreed@ccim.net

	Karen Glendenning
	Yosemite Alpine
	
	fischcamprocks@hotmail.com

	Kole  Upton
	Chowchilla Water District Joint Powers Committee
	
	kupton@inreach.com

	Larry Ballew
	
	
	ballew@sti.net

	Len McKenzie
	Mariposa County Resource Conservation District
	
	lenmckenzie@yahoo.com

	Leona Montalvo
	Madera County Resource Management Agency
	
	lmontalvo@madera-county.com

	Mark Rowney
	Mariposa Public Utility District
	
	mpud@sti.net

	Mike Coffield
	Mariposa County Water Advisory Commission
	
	Mikecoffield@sti.net

	Ray Beach
	Madera County Resource Management Agency
	
	rbeach@madera-county.com

	Robert Lindsey
	Merced Irrigation District/MAGPI
	
	rlindsey@mercedid.org

	Sandy Wright
	Yosemite/Sequoia Resource Conservation @ Development Council
	
	sandy@sjvrcd.org

	Tanya Meeth
	California DWR Division of Integrated Regional Water Mgmt.
	
	tmeeth@water.ca.gov

	Terry McLaughlin 
	Upper Merced River Watershed Council
	
	watershed@sti.net

	
	
	
	

	David Philips  (Did not make it)
	City of Chowchilla
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Krystina Morgainne (Secretary)
	
	


  

Mariposa Integrated Regional Water Management Plan (IRWMP) 

Meeting:  3/26/2009        8:00am-12:00pm 

	Name
	Affiliation
	E-mail Address

	Leona Montalvo
	Madera County
	lmontalvo@madera.county.com

	Dawn Afman
	USDA-NRCS
	dawnafman@ca.usda.gov

	Jeannie Habben
	ChowChilla/Fresno Watershed
	info@cfwatershed.org

	Douglas Welch
	ChowChilla Water District
	dwelch@csdwater.com

	Keith Andy Stone
	USFS Sierra NF
	kstone@fs.fed.us

	Sarah Windsor
	Property Owner
	swindsor@sti.net

	Mandy Vance
	Sierra Nevada Conservancy
	mvance@sierranevada.ca.gov

	Steve Haze
	Sierra RCD - SS – IRWMP
	stevehaze007@gmail.com

	Terry McLaughlin
	Upper Merced River Watershed Council
	watershed@sti.net

	Len McKenzie
	MCRCD
	lenmckenzie@yahoo.com

	Kris Randal
	Yosemite Area Audubon
	kris_randal@yahoo.com

	Rita Kidd
	Individual
	ritakidd@yosemite.net

	Tony Kidd
	Individual
	tokidd@yahoo.com

	John Flaherty
	Sierra Club Tehipite Chapter
	kjohnflaherty@yahoo.com

	Joe Meyer
	Yosemite National Park
	joe_meyer@ups.gov

	Charise Reeves
	Lake Don Pedro CSD
	charise@ldposd.org

	Marilyn Lidyoff
	Mariposa County Economic Development
	mlidyoff@mariposacounty.org

	Von Her
	 
	vong.her@chuckchansi.net

	Glenn Franklin
	Mariposa RCD
	ionaglenn@sti.net

	Kevin Cann
	Mariposa County Supervisor
	kcann@mariposacounty.org

	Elexis Mayer
	Yosemite National Park Service
	elexis-mayer@ups.gov

	Lyle Turpin
	Mariposa County
	lturpin@mariposacounty.org

	Jan Hamilton
	MPSA County FireSafe Council
	hamjan@sti.net

	Don Fox
	Midpines Planning Advisory Committee
	donfox3311@gmail.com

	Greg Farley
	Madera Co
	greg.farley@madera-county.com

	John Slater
	Madera Co
	john.slater@madera-county.com

	Mark Rowney
	Mariposa PUD
	mpud@sti.net

	Cindy Lashbrook
	Eastern Merced RCD
	foursea@clearwire.net


  

  

  

Mariposa Integrated Regional Water Management Plan (IRWMP) 

Meeting:  4/9/2009  

	Name
	Affiliation
	E-mail Address

	Marilyn Lidyoff
	Mariposa County Economic Development
	mlidyoff@mariposacounty.org

	Charise Reeves
	Lake Don Pedro CSD
	charise@ldposd.org

	Rita Kidd
	Individual
	ritakidd@yosemite.net

	Tony Kidd
	Individual
	tokidd@yahoo.com

	Glenn Franklin
	Mariposa RCD
	ionaglenn@sti.net

	Lyle Turpin
	Mariposa County
	lturpin@mariposacounty.org

	Mark Rowney
	Mariposa PUD
	mpud@sti.net

	Terry McLaughlin
	Upper Merced River Watershed Council
	watershed@sti.net

	Kenneth Harrington
	Yosemite Spring Park util. co.
	yspuc@sti.net

	Sally Punte
	Lake Don Pedra CSD
	sallyp@throckwisp.com

	Keith Andy Stone
	USFS Sierra NF
	kstone@fs.fed.us

	Terry McLaughlin
	Upper Merced River Watershed Council
	watershed@sti.net

	Len McKenzie
	MCRCD
	lenmckenzie@yahoo.com

	Brenda Ostrom
	MCRCD Consultant
	bostrom@sti.net

	Bart Brown
	MERG
	emlacc@hughes.net

	Wendy Vittands
	 
	wvittards@gmail.net


Appendix B: Stakeholder Participation

CenCal IRWMP Meeting February 19, 2009:

Initial Community Brainstorming Session

Next Meeting: March 26, 2009 8:00 am to noon, Mariposa County Board of Supervisors Chambers, 5100 Bullion Street in Mariposa

Listed below in bold are the Resource Management Strategies from the California State Water Plan Update 2009, Public Review Draft, Volume 2 Resource Management Strategies, www.waterplan.water.ca.gov. In (parentheses) is additional explanation about each management strategy. After that, marked CenCal IRWMP, are specific comments summarized from the note cards from our community brainstorming session on February 19, 2009 when issues and project ideas in our local region were initially identified. There is some cross over between issues – this is just the first cut at organizing our community ideas to date. This is an ongoing process, please feel free to expand ideas or provide additional input. Madera County issues are identified in their existing Madera IRWMP.
The majority of comments and concerns from our community related to Land Use Planning and Management and Pollution Prevention. Other areas that receive several comments included: Fire/Flood/Mud Management, Groundwater/Aquifer Remediation, Cultural Resources, Flood Risk Management, Ecosystem Restoration, and Conjunctive Management & Groundwater Storage. Areas that received a few comments included: Agricultural Lands Stewardship, Watershed Management, Urban Water Use Efficiency, Public Outreach/Involvement/Education, Surface Storage, and System Reoperation. There are some areas that received no comments yet, but still should be addressed. The remaining state Resource Management Strategies do not relate as much to our rural mountain foothill area, for example, desalination. Also note our group identified three important Resource Management Strategies not currently included in the state’s current public review draft including: Fire/Flood/Mud Management, Cultural Resources, and Public Outreach/Involvement/Education. Final consideration to note: water rights. Please feel free to continue your input and pass this information along!

1. Introduction

Reduce Water Demand: 3. Urban Water Use Efficiency (decrease water demand/decrease per capita use to increase water supply and quality benefit to the environment)

CenCal IRWMP: how are we using water?, should planning encourage or discourage community water systems?

Improve Operational Efficiency and Transfers: 5. Conveyance – Regional/local (natural & manmade facilities to connect buyers & sellers)

CenCal IRWMP: A drainage study of Coulterville and a portion of the town of Mariposa has been completed. An environmental study on both areas is underway. The next step is construction and installation of larger culverts and pipes. The project will cost about $2.5 million.

6. System Reoperation (change or improve water system operations)

CenCal IRWMP: replace aging infrastructure

7. Water Transfer (voluntary change in water distribution, saving & banking water, exchange of water/water rights)

CenCal IRWMP: no comments yet

Increase Water Supply: 8. Conjunctive Management & Groundwater Storage (surface water + ground water = more water)

CenCal IRWMP: decreased river flows, need study to look at well logs, changes in production, quantity, well depth to understand areas and trends, study effect of new well on existing wells, and study recharge rates of wells, need stream gauges on lower watershed streams, Don Pedro engineer has identified two deep intake projects needed to provide water during low years (if drought continues Don Pedro in danger of having no water), no mandated groundwater management

11. Recycled Municipal Water (waste water recycling & reclaimed water)

CenCal IRWMP: no comments yet

13. Surface Storage – Regional/Local (dam and off stream reservoir storage)

CenCal IRWMP: holding capacity, Saxon Creek

Improve Water Quality: 14. Drinking Water Treatment and Distribution (regulations for water and community systems)

CenCal IRWMP: Mariposa wastewater treatment facility needs modifications to meet current discharge requirements (a. nitrate removal, b. metals removal, c. tertiary treatment/filters requirement and d. alternative disinfection to chlorine), Coulterville has aging system and needs additional supply, Don Pedro has aging system, water distribution and wastewater collection in Mariposa Planning Area (TPA) and all TPAs in Mariposa County, Don Pedro is close to capacity of existing water system, if demand increases they need a treatment facility plant ($1 – 1.5M)

15. Groundwater Remediation/Aquifer Remediation (quality of groundwater due to natural conditions & human activities – active or passive – for potable, irrigation, & industrial use)

CenCal IRWMP: septic management & financial burden, natural contamination, nitrate pollution, cattle, septic, mining contamination, natural erosion, health department’s role on new wells at sale of property

16. Matching Water Quality to Use (broaden water sources: consumptive vs. non-consumptive)

CenCal IRWMP: no comments yet

17. Pollution Prevention (land use management for sediments and pollution such as agriculture, forestry, grazing, urban runoff, development, marinas, recreation, fire suppressants)

CenCal IRWMP: non-point source, sediment reduction, effect of TMDL on our watershed region, Mariposa TPA water treatment (current problem with organics removal and turbidity), storm water runoff carrying sediment & pollution to rivers, mercury and other chemicals from mining operations, nitrates, petroleum products, address runoff resulting from inadequate grading and drainage guidelines, codes, and standards, erosion and drainage resulting from no onsite impoundment requirements, grading during wet season, no standards for correlating grading and drainage to soil types and slopes, no BMPs (best management practices), fire retardants, storm water treatment and management in developed areas: Dettinger’s research (USGS)

19. Urban Runoff Management (decrease pollution, increase nature resource benefits, decrease erosion & sedimentation, maintain pre-development hydrological systems, protect groundwater, manage flooding, control pollution into riparian resources, view runoff as a resource)

CenCal IRWMP: development related erosion, Many meadows on private lands in mid elevations are degraded and are not protected from future development.

Practice Resources Stewardship: 20. Agricultural Lands Stewardship (farms & ranches producing public environmental benefits in conjunction with food & fiber, open spaces, rural characteristics)

CenCal IRWMP: poor management of farm/ranch property, stock animals & runoff

21. Economic Incentives: Loans, Grants, and Water Pricing (incentives/disincentatives to increase desirable water use, pricing to increase efficiency without metering water)

CenCal IRWMP: no comments yet

22. Ecosystem Restoration (improves condition of landscapes and biological communities)

CenCal IRWMP: invasive species, invasive species in the river canyon, To what degree have illegal marijuana farms in the watersheds impacted riparian areas and water quality? Can these areas be restored and defended?, Alpine and sub-alpine meadows are in need of restoration, and the Mountain Yellow-legged Frog may become extinct in Yosemite in the next 5 to 10 years if steps are not taken immediately to restore populations., Wildlife connectivity has not been evaluated., Consider the ecological impacts of the McClure re-licensing and the need for restoration., Invasive, non-native species should be carefully assessed, documented, treated, monitored, and maintained. The need to control invasives within the Telegraph fire area is pressing.

23. Forest Management (water, timber, fish, wildlife to improve water availability and quality)

CenCal IRWMP: forest management

24. Land Use Planning and Management (efficient and effective land use patterns considering: housing, economic development, sustainability, transportation, air quality, agriculture, and climate change)

CenCal IRWMP: planning issues, land management, global warming, change in weather patterns, ground water studies and applying them to land use regulation, integrate goals with county planning and institutionalize goals with county plan and ordinances, identify and describe Army Corps projects in the region – what is their jurisdiction in those project watersheds?, review/identify watershed sanitary surveys prepared by domestic water suppliers (surveys required by California Department of Public Health), maintenance standards for unpaved private roads in the county, population expansion, development near water bodies, integration of planning and water availability, identify what is sustainable by watershed and limit to what is sustainable, The land use patters within the County have resulted in a highly fragmented pattern of exurban development that is ecologically damaging (domestic predators; wildlife movement; invasives; fragmentation of flora and fauna populations; fire exclusion; etc). The need to engage County residents about these impacts and how to avoid and reduce them is significant., The development of such a large road network, as a consequence of the exurban development pattern, in the County has created a large number of public road miles (and to a lesser degree private) that must be maintained, which includes a large number of road crossing structures. Many of the County's road crossing structures including bridges, culverts, Arizona crossings, etc. are undersized and badly in need of repair. These defunct crossing structures impact hydrologic function; cause erosion; flooding; provide inadequate crossing needs for fish and wildlife; and degrade aquatic and riparian habitat.

25. Recharge Area Protection (primary means of replenishing groundwater: 1) ensure recharge continues and 2) prevent pollutants from entering groundwater)

CenCal IRWMP: many Don Pedro projects related to water quality have been held up due to lack of funding, for example, completion of project to cover basin, mercury and other chemicals from mining operations, nitrates, petroleum products

26. Water-Dependent Recreation (also includes activities enjoyed near water)

CenCal IRWMP: Expansion of Mariposa Creek Parkway

27. Watershed Management (increases and sustains a watersheds ability to provide for the diverse needs of a community)

CenCal IRWMP: improve watershed management, Floodplains along many of the intermittent and perennial streams in Mariposa have been altered and could be restored. Many of the streams could be restored in concert with repairing crossing structures (and restoring the habitat adjacent to these structures) to improve flood attenuation as climate change alters the flooding regime and flows., Research regarding the ecological status of watersheds in the Mariposa area is fairly well represented in the upper portion of the Tuolumne and Merced watersheds because of Yosemite. Outside of the Park, studies regarding ecological condition have occurred, but they have been smaller in spatial scale and piecemeal. None of the research efforts has been watershed wide. The need for understanding general ecological condition within the watershed would be beneficial in attempting to identify and prioritize ecological restoration needs.

Improve Flood Management: 28. Flood Risk Management (enhance protection regarding preparation, response, and recovery while recognizing ecosystem benefits from periodic funding)

CenCal IRWMP: increased flooding due to climate change, increased frequency of flooding, relationship of snow line to soils (thinner soils at higher elevations that are more suited for snow pack not rain), now that the snow elevation is rising more rain is falling on thin soils causing flash floods, predicted increases in flooding
Resource Management Strategies not currently included in the state’s current public review draft:

Fire/Flood/Mud Management

CenCal IRWMP: fuel load reduction, fire related erosion, Coulterville and Greeley Hill needs additional supply for fire suppression, Telegraph and Oliver Fire restoration, heavy unnatural fuel load, climate change increases fire frequency, temperate, severity, and size, moonscape = erosion, large fire lines, Westerling’s research (UC Merced), Fire suppression: install cisterns as proposed by former CalFire rep in 12 locations throughout County to fight fires?, Fire exclusion and development have created a large fuel load within all watersheds in Mariposa County outside of Yosemite. Fuel management practices should include control burning to restore ecological function within these watersheds including nutrient cycling; erosion reduction; and natural disturbance cycles., The Telegraph fire resulted in large areas of scorched soil, and the BLM most likely does not have the resources to significantly improve the ecological functions of these areas and adequately reduce erosion.

Public Outreach/Involvement/Education

CenCal IRWMP: public education, youth, public awareness regarding watershed health and proper use of on site & public water and sewer disposal

Cultural Resources

CenCal IRWMP: confidential information, protection of native plants, fisheries, and archeological sites, using trained monitors, burial grounds, cultural sites in floodplains, runoff from improperly drained dirt and gravel roads damage cultural resources, gathering areas for baskets, medicine, food, & staples, Job creation: train locals and tribal members similar to the CHIPS program in Calaveras County (ask Brandon) to conduct environmental (including cultural resources) assessments for future fuel treatment and restoration activities; implement these actions; monitor; and maintain. In line with this thought, Miwok tribal members expressed the need to protect their important cultural resource sites. They felt education and proper restoration work could help alleviate degradation of these important sites.
Resource Management Strategies not relating as much to our rural mountain foothill area:

2. Agricultural Water Use Efficiency (reusing recoverable flows, net water savings by reducing agricultural use to increase water for other purposes while maintaining or improving crop yield)

4. Conveyance – Delta

9. Desalination

10. Precipitation Enhancement (cloud seeding & fog)

12. Surface Storage – CALFED (five specific surface sites – none are in the Mariposa region)

18. Salt and Salinity Management (salt, lime, gypsum, and other slowly dissolving soil minerals)

29. Other Strategies (crop idling, dewvaporization, fog collection, irrigated land retirement, rainfed agriculture, waterbag transport/storage technology)

Public Outreach and Messaging: To start gathering information and participation for the Regional Acceptance Process (the state’s required process to establish the boundaries of each IRWMP – Integrated Regional Water Management Plan), over 150 e-mailed invitations for a meeting during the third week of February went out to agencies, groups, individuals, and organizations. During this meeting, those present at the meeting identified another 60 agencies, groups, individuals, and organizations who should be contacted to participate in this process. Also at this meeting, ideas were gathered regarding how to proceed to reach out to the watershed community in its entirety, to ensure that all those who want to participate or be informed have access to the process. Below is the summarized result of those initial ideas (note we continuing to be interested in more of your feedback and participation):
Issues:

· Tapping into a broad base of stakeholders carries a burden of cost.

· Communication is challenging because of time and distance.  There is a lack of communication between areas and groups of people.  Not all residents have access to a computer.

· Do people realize “what is in it for me?”, (i.e. grants can offset the cost of environmental stewardship)

· Lake Don Pedro has a limited water source vulnerable to drought.

· We need to create short-term and long-term goals and communicate successes.

· Unemployment rate is high in Mariposa County with few jobs and lack of access to training.

· There is isolation, sometimes self-imposed which makes communication difficult.

· There is lack of time and money to travel to isolated communities.  Social, cultural and economic barriers exist.

· Transportation to jobs may not be available in small towns.

· There is a lack of staff to provide community services.

· Poor roads need ongoing maintenance.

· There is no compensation of travel for outreach projects.

· Mariposa County may be poor in money but rich in water and other natural resources.

Potential Strategies:

· Solve some communication issues by electronic communications (email, internet, face book, wiki, etc.)  Identify where public computers are available (libraries) for people without computer access at home.

· Regional planning helps people reframe their point of reference and start to think differently.  It transcends political boundaries.

· Portray “life is water and it buys life and prosperity”.

· Funding is available to help build healthier, more prosperous communities.

· Obligate a healthy portion of the planning grant to allow travel grant to allow staff time to travel to isolated areas.

· Post fliers at local grocery stores and post offices.

· Identify ways to share messaging cost (multiple agencies).

· Translate materials into Spanish and other languages.

· Design outreach programs to communicate watershed health, proper use of on-site and public water and sewage disposal.

· Include outreach for adults and youth.

· Use the radio for public service announcements.

· Eliminate jargon and acronyms to show relevance to all populations.

· Show how this will benefit all populations.

· Identify short-term goals to quickly demonstrate value of involvement.  Communicate success immediately.

· Use multiple agencies to participate in messaging to communities; same message but through different agencies shows cooperation and support.

· Use partners to conduct workshops in different locations to spread burden and cost.

· When presentations are made, have different groups do presentations (i.e. MCRCD conducts first meeting; Chamber of Commerce conducts second meeting, BOS conducts third meeting, etc.)

· Word of mouth – encourage everyone who knows about the IRWMP – Integrated Regional Water Management Plan to talk about it with family, friends, neighbors, co-workers, etc.

Note Disadvantaged Communities:
· Lake Don Pedro Community Services District

· Minorities

· Low socioeconomic

· Geographically separated areas

· Community is individual towns as well as the whole county or HUC.

· Coulterville

· Small Miwok population in Midpines

Watershed Defined: Below is the state’s definition of watershed as defined in the California State Water Plan Update 2009, Public Review Draft, Volume 2 Resource Management Strategies, Chapter 27 Watershed Management:

“In its historical definition, a watershed is the divide between two drainage streams or rivers separating rainfall runoff into one or the other of the basins. In recent years, the term has been applied to mean the entirety of each of the basins, instead of just the divide between them. The Continental Divide is a watershed according to the earlier definition, where rainfall runoff is directed towards the Gulf of Mexico or toward the Pacific Ocean. The Mississippi River basin and the Colorado River basin are watersheds under the new definition. Other parts of the world use the terms catchment, or river basin, to describe the drainage area between (historical) watersheds. It is from the earlier definition of watershed that we derive the phrase “watershed event” – an occurrence that changes the pattern of all that follows, moving the flow of events toward a different outcome.

A watershed embraces all its natural and artificial (manmade) features, including its surface and subsurface features: climate and weather patterns, geologic and topographical history, soils and vegetation characteristics, and land use. A watershed may be as small as a house’s roof, gutter and downspout, and as large as the Sacramento, San Joaquin or Klamath River basins.

Using watersheds as organizing units for planning and implementation of natural resource management means that:

· Large regions can be divided along topographical lines that describe a natural system more accurately than typical jurisdictional lines.

· Condition and trends analysis can be done on the basis of the entire natural system, in concert with economic and social conditions.

· Communities, including resource management and regulatory agencies, within and outside a particular watershed can better track and understand the cumulative impacts of management activities on the watershed system.

· Managers within each watershed can more effectively adjust their measures and policies to meet management goals across multiple scales, including regional and statewide goals.

· Multi-objective planning is facilitated by inclusion in, and reference to, a whole system context.

Effective management recognizes that mutually dependent interaction of various basic elements of a watershed system including the hydrologic cycle, nutrient carbon cycling, energy flows and transfer, soil and geologic characteristics, plant and animal ecology and the role of flood, fire an other large scale disturbance.

Each must be considered in context with the others, because change in one spurs changes in others, creating a different system outcome.”
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