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AGENDA PAGE 1 

Borrego Water District Board of Directors 

Special Meeting 

June 20, 2017 @ 9:00 a.m. 

806 Palm Canyon Drive 

Borrego Springs, CA  92004 

 
 

I. OPENING PROCEDURES 

A.  Call to Order 

B.  Pledge of Allegiance 

C.  Roll Call 

D.  Approval of Agenda   

E.  Comments from the Public and Requests for Future Agenda Items (limited to 3 minutes) 
 

                         

II. ITEMS FOR BOARD CONSIDERATION AND POSSIBLE ACTION 

 

A. Endorsement of Borrego Valley Basin Groundwater Sustainability Plan Advisory Committee 

Member: 1 - California State Parks & selection and endorsement of Advisory Committee 

Member: 1- Borrego Water District – G Poole 

B. Consideration of District's public position regarding County's property Specific Request's (DS8 

and DS24) upzoning that could add another 500+ new EDU's to the District's service area – L 

Brecht 

C. Obtaining land use attorney services - L Brecht 

D. SGMA-related land use demand management proposal from Vonn Marie May – L Brecht 

E. Discussion of SGMA-related land use economic considerations proposal from Le Sar 

Development Consultants – L Brecht 

F. SGMA-related water rates affordability study for Borrego – L Brecht 

G. SGMA-related research regarding fallowing standards – L Brecht 

H. District's public position regarding new water use under SGMA-constraints by 35-acre new 

farming operation in basin – G Poole 

I. Discussion of requesting a proposal from Len Herring and the Center for Sustainable Energy – 

G Poole 

J. FY2018 Budget narrative needs for Financial Advisors' debt analysis - L Brecht, Verbal 

K. SGMA-related risk management issues that impact the District's finances and potential CIP 

spend debt needs- L Brecht, Verbal 

L. Discussion of Process to Evaluate General Counsel Services - G Poole 

M. Consideration of taking a position on SB 252 - Pertaining to the County approval process for 

new wells in critically over drafted basins – H Ehrlich 

N. Approval of new LAIF signature cards – K Pittman 
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III. INFORMATIONAL ITEMS  
 

A. County of San Diego Matching Funds Program for Libraries – J Tatusko 

B. SGWP Draft Presentation – L Brecht 

C. JPIA Insurance Premium Rebate Update – G Poole 

D. Website Update – G Poole 

E. Statewide 2018 Water Bond Update – G Poole 

F. Santiago Estates Update – G Poole 

G. BWD Event/Planning Calendar – G Poole 

 

V. CLOSED SESSION – Personnel 
A. Public Employee Performance Evaluation (Government Code § 54957) - Title: General 

Manager 

 

VI. CLOSING PROCEDURE 

 

A. Suggested Items for Next/Future Agenda 

B. The next Meeting of the Board of Directors is scheduled for June 28, 2017 at the Borrego Water 

District 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

BORREGO WATER DISTRICT 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING – JUNE 20, 2017 

AGENDA BILL II.A 

 

June 14, 2017 

 

TO:    Board of Directors, Borrego Water District 

FROM:        Geoff Poole, General Manager 

SUBJECT:    Endorsement of Borrego Valley Basin Groundwater Sustainability Plan Advisory 

Committee Member: 1 - California State Parks & selection and endorsement of Advisory Committee 

Member: 1- Borrego Water District – G Poole 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:  

Receive nominations, select candidates and send endorsement to SD County for concurrence 

 

ITEM EXPLANATION: 

 

2 openings have been created on the 9 member Borrego Basin Groundwater Sustainability Plan Advisory 

Committee, one for the California State Parks (Parks) and one for the Borrego Water District (BWD). The 

opening for the Parks position is created by the retirement of Kathy Dice (effective July 1st), and as reported 

at the last BWD Board Meeting, Richard Dopp resigned due to a family medical situation. 

 

PARKS: State Park quickly notified me of a replacement, Environmental Specialist - Gina Burns.   

 

BWD: An ad-hoc Committee of Tatusko and Ehrlich was formed to work with staff on the replacement 

process for the BWD position. At the end of the process on June 9th, two candidates submitted applications, 

Ray Shindler and Dave Duncan. Both candidates were interviewed and the ad-hoc Committee was split 

between the two candidates.   

 

Ray and Dave will be present at the Board Meeting to make comments and answer any questions from the 

Board. 

 

ATTACHMENTS: 

 

County Application from Gina Moran 

 

BWD Applications and letter of support for Shindler and Duncan.  

(County Application will be completed for selected BWD candidate) 
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BORREGO WATER DISTRICT 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING – JUNE 20, 2017 

AGENDA BILL II.B 

 

June 14, 2017 

 

 

 

TO:    Board of Directors, Borrego Water District 

FROM:        Geoff Poole, General Manager 

SUBJECT:    Consideration of District's public position regarding County's property Specific Request's 

(DS8 and DS24) upzoning could add another 500+ new EDU's to the District's service area – L Brecht 

 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:  

 

Receive report, discuss and direct staff accordingly 

 

ITEM EXPLANATION 

 

The County of San Diego is in the process of considering upzoning within the District’s service area that 

could include another 500+ new EDU’s. The purpose of this item is to discuss the ramifications of the 

upzoning and for the District to consider taking a formal position. The following item on this Agenda is 

proposed to provide the legal analysis and professional advice needed to support this effort. 

 

FISCAL IMPACT 

 

To be determined 

 

ATTACHMENTS 

 

None 
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BORREGO WATER DISTRICT 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING – JUNE 20, 2017 

AGENDA BILL II.C 

 

June 14, 2017 

 

 

 

TO:    Board of Directors, Borrego Water District 

FROM:        Geoff Poole, General Manager 

SUBJECT:    Obtaining land use attorney services - L Brecht 

 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:  

 

Receive report, discuss, refer to ad hoc committee and return with recommendation on June 28th. 

 

ITEM EXPLANATION 

 

In preparation for the upcoming public review process for the potential County General Plan upzoning, 

BWD is in need of specialized legal advice. Additionally, the County’s past, present, and pending land use 

decisions have created financial uncertainties under SGMA. There will be times during the Count General 

Plan Amendment Process and/or SGMA GSP process where it will be most advantageous for BWD to go 

on record with its position. In addition, there may be steps that BWD can take by adopting various 

resolutions/ordinances on SGMA-related land use issues.  

 

Directors Brecht, Ehrlich and Staff have been talking to various law firms with specialties in this area. Staff 

has also been talking to potential firms to act as Legal Counsel for BWD, so the interviews can be combined.  

 

FISCAL IMPACT 

 

To be determined 

 

ATTACHMENTS 

 

None 
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BORREGO WATER DISTRICT 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING – JUNE 20, 2017 

AGENDA BILL II.D 

June 14, 2017 

 

TO:    Board of Directors, Borrego Water District 

FROM:        Geoff Poole, General Manager 

SUBJECT:      Discussion of SGMA-related land use demand management proposal from Vonn Marie 

May 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:  

Receive report, discuss and direct staff accordingly 

 

ITEM EXPLANATION 

 

Director Brecht requested that the Board discuss the use of Vonn Marie May for SGMA related land use 

demand management policy. 

 

FISCAL IMPACT 

 

To be determined 

 

ATTACHMENTS 

 

Vonn Marie May Bio and Proposal 
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VONN MARIE MAY, CULTURAL LANDSCAPE CONSULTANT 
 
 
PHILOSOPHY 
All land has a history. A ‘deep read’ of the cultural landscape will reveal its origins and intents. Those precedents, or findings, 
can inform and cue the future.  A cultural landscape investigation conducted during land use planning will provide a richer 
understanding of the past, an account of the present, and more culturally grounded future.     
             Vonn Marie May, 2006 
 
 
CONSULTANT PROFILE 
Vonn Marie is a landscape historian and cultural landscape specialist with over 20 years of project experience. 
Her advocacy and rigor reflects her historic preservation and legal research background. Embracing the use 
of historic values in planning and design she has authored several successful National Register nominations, 
which included historical landscapes and settings.   
 
Vonn Marie has been recognized by the American Society of Landscape Architects, American Planning 
Association, American Institute of Architects, California Preservation Foundation and the California State 
Governor’s Award Program for her project work in historic preservation and cultural landscapes.  
 
 
PUBLICATIONS 
Images of America: Rancho Santa Fe. Arcadia Publishing. 2010. 
 
Getty Foundation Campus Heritage Grant Program. Celebrating the Cultural Landscape Heritage of Mills College.   
University of California Press. 2005.  

Getty Foundation Campus Heritage Grant Program. University of California at Berkeley: Landscape Heritage Plan. 
University of California Press. 2003.  

The Journal of San Diego History. Fall 2000. SDHS Book Review. Balboa Park: A Millennium History. Roger 
Showley. 

The Journal of San Diego History. Winter 1994. SDHS Book Review, Irving J. Gill, Architect. Bruce Kamerling.  

San Diego Journal of History. Summer 1991. San Diego Historical Society. The Marston Garden: The Southwest 
Interprets English Romantic.  

The Landscape Journal. University of Illinois, Urbana-Champaign. Book Review: Landscaping the American Dream: 
The Gardens and Film Sets of Florence Yoch, 1890-1972. James J. Yoch. 1990.  
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V  O  N  N    M  A  R  I  E    M  A  Y 
C U L T U R A L   L A N D   P L A N N I N G   &   R E S E A R C H  
1941 Fairlee Drive, Encinitas, CA 92024 ~ (760) 753-3420 ~ vmmay@mac.com 

	
	
	
	
To: Borrego Water District 
From: Vonn Marie May, Cultural Landscape Consultant 
Re: Status investigation of the Galleta Meadows Estates Properties 
 
 
Galleta Meadows Estates represents approximately 3000± acres of land formerly owned by 
Dennis Avery, now deceased. It is assumed that the land is currently being administered via a 
family trust. The proposition is to:   
 

1. Identify Avery parcels within various subdivisions 
2. Confirm ownership and legal status of parcels 
3. Confirm acreage of parcels  
4. Identify number of buildable lots and underlying zoning per parcel 
5. Prepare a presentation of findings 
6. Present at the June/July GSP advisory meeting 

 
Working with volunteers as needed, Vonn Marie May will coordinate the above research for 
the sum of $3,000 with a not-to-exceed $500 in anticipated reimbursables. 
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BORREGO WATER DISTRICT 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING – JUNE 20, 2017 

AGENDA BILL II.E 

June 14, 2017 

 

TO:    Board of Directors, Borrego Water District 

FROM:        Geoff Poole, General Manager 

SUBJECT:      Discussion of SGMA-related land use economic considerations proposal from Le Sar 

Development Consultants – L Brecht 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:  

Receive report, discuss and direct staff accordingly 

 

ITEM EXPLANATION 

 

Le Sar Development Consultants helps clients create physically, economically and environmentally 

sustainable communities. The attached proposal from La Sar to help analyze SGMA related land use 

issues that may be eligible for Prop 1 funding. 

 

FISCAL IMPACT 

 

See Proposal 

 

ATTACHMENTS 

 

Le Sar Proposal 
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June 14, 2017 

Mr. Geoff Poole, General Manager 
Mr. Lyle Brecht, Vice President 
Borrego Water District 
806 Palm Canyon Dr. 
Borrego Springs, CA 92004 

RE:  Proposal Development for Groundwater Sustainability Plans and Projects 

 
Dear Messrs. Poole and Brecht: 

The Borrego Water District (BWD) recognizes that the implementation of the Sustainable Groundwater 
Management Act (SGMA) in the Borrego Valley will impact far more than hydrology and land use, and that 
the implementation of SGMA will in fact have profound economic, cultural, and social ramifications for the 
entire Anza-Borrego region. 

Simply stated, there are many possible pathways to arrive at an SGMA-mandated “no undesirable results” 
reduction in water usage in the Borrego Valley. Some of these pathways would be economically and 
socially disastrous, and some could result in a thriving, sustainable gateway community to the Anza-
Borrego Desert State Park and a vibrant economic engine for the entire San Diego County region. As the 
multi-agency Groundwater Sustainability Agency (GSA) with San Diego County for the Borrego Springs Sub-
basin (Borrego Basin) of the Borrego Valley Groundwater Basin moves through the planning and 
implementation of SGMA, it is imperative it have decision-support tools capable of analyzing and 
distinguishing among pathways with dramatically different outcomes. 

The multi-agency GSA and its Advisory Council (AC) have begun to appreciate the enormity of the 
challenge, as well as the very short timeline, for creating a comprehensive Groundwater Sustainability Plan 
(GSP).  In particular, both entities have come to understand the inextricable linking of multiple issues on 
multiple levels —hydrology, land use, economic drivers and opportunities, social and cultural implications, 
and climate change—that must be comprehensively and simultaneously addressed if the GSP is to result in 
a thriving, sustainable region. At the current time, neither the GSA nor the AC has the capability of 
modeling the myriad inputs that must be considered in order to distinguish between damaging vs. 
constructive pathways to sustainable yield. Without scenario-modeling tools, the GSA and AC would 
literally be making decisions that could put the future viability of the Borrego Springs community at 
significant risk. 

The California Department of Water Resources (DWR) has long been a recognized leader in adapting and 
adopting scenario-modeling tools to inform and support various resource management strategies 
(http://www.water.ca.gov/waterplan/scenarios/index.cfm). The current GSP process spurred by SGMA has 
created the need to develop scenario-modeling tools that can simultaneously analyze and incorporate the 
multiple layers of complexity (e.g., hydrology, land use, economic drivers, social/cultural factors, climate 
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impacts, etc.) that must be considered to realize the intent of the SGMA (i.e., the sustainable use of 
groundwater basins in concert with sustainable, thriving communities). 

LeSar Development Consultants (LDC) is aware that BWD has completed studies examining the impact of 
current land use models vis-à-vis the liabilities to the district, as well as studies examining the cost of water 
to ratepayers under multiple future scenarios. LDC proposes to use the opportunity created by DWR’s 
recent $100 million allocation of Proposition 1 funds for Groundwater Sustainability Plans and Projects to 
extend the work already completed by Dudek and Raftelis Financial Consultants for BWD through the 
development of comprehensive, science-based, scenario-modeling tools. These tools will become the 
foundation for a science-based decision support system that evaluates the economic impacts and 
economic development opportunities, as well as the broader social and cultural ramifications, of different 
land use scenarios in the Borrego Basin as it moves toward sustainable use as mandated by SGMA. 

Specifically, LDC proposes to assemble a world-class team of experts to assist the BWD in its role as a GSA 
in developing a robust and viable proposal in response to DWR’s solicitation for Groundwater Sustainability 
Plans and Projects for up to $1.5 million in Proposition 1 funding under Category 1 and approximately $1 
million under Category 2 -Tier 1 for Severely Disadvantaged Communities and Critically Overdrafted Basins, 
respectively. 

To ensure direct relevance and utility, a state-of-the-art, community-driven informatics methodology will 
serve as a fulcrum of the project proposal.  In the community-driven informatics methodology being 
proposed, the co-GSAs and appropriate stakeholders will be directly engaged from day one, not only in the 
proposal development process but also in the development of the actual decision support, scenario-
modeling system, should the proposal be funded by DWR.   

The project team led by LeSar Development Consultants will bring together cutting edge science with 
institutional and agency best practices such as those found at the National Science Foundation funded 
“Decision Center for a Desert City” at Arizona State University (https://sustainability.asu.edu/dcdc).  
California-centric expertise found at UC San Diego and UC Irvine, as well as other learning institutions 
throughout the state, will also be engaged.   

The core work in developing a robust and viable proposal will consist of the following components: 

 Government Relations 

 Team Building 

 Concept Development 

 Data and Information Acquisition 

 Proposal Writing 
 
Timeline 

The solicitation issued in May 2017 mandates an aggressive timeline for proposal development and 
submittal. In order to maximize the opportunity to solicit feedback from DWR, LDC proposes to 
substantively complete Team Building, Data Acquisition, and Concept Development prior to the release of 
the final Proposal Solicitation Package in August 2017. Proposal Writing will run concurrent with concept 
development and continue through the proposal submission period, which runs August-October 2017.  
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Government Relations will begin in July 2017 and continue through the funding process, currently 
scheduled for December 2017. 

Budget 

The cost of this proposal development work, which will occur from the time of approval by the Borrego 
Water District through project proposal submission to DWR, is not to exceed $65,000.  A detailed budget 
and specific project timelines will be submitted within 5 business days of BWD’s board approval of this 
proposal. 

About LeSar Development Consultants 

LeSar Development Consultants (LDC) is a social innovation firm that partners with public agencies, 
businesses and business associations, utilities, foundations, collaborations, and civic and community 
organizations to grow healthy, thriving, and vibrant communities. We specialize in developing creative and 
sustainable solutions to complex problems at the intersection of housing and land use, ecosystem 
strengthening, workforce and economic development, transportation, and civic and community 
engagement. 

Founded in 2005 by Jennifer LeSar, LDC is a woman-owned, small business corporation serving the State of 
California. To learn more about LDC, please visit our website at www.lesardevelopment.com. 

Thank you for your interest in developing a decision support system to examine the economic, social, and 
cultural ramifications of land and water use in the Borrego Basin. 

Sincerely, 
 

 
Jennifer LeSar 
President and CEO 
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BORREGO WATER DISTRICT 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING – JUNE 20, 2017 

AGENDA BILL II.F 

June 14, 2017 

 

TO:    Board of Directors, Borrego Water District 

FROM:        Geoff Poole, General Manager 

SUBJECT:      Discussion of SGMA-related water rates affordability study for Borrego – L Brecht 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:  

Receive report, discuss and direct staff accordingly 

 

ITEM EXPLANATION 

 

Director Brecht requested this item be placed on the Agenda. 

 

FISCAL IMPACT 

 

To be determined 

 

ATTACHMENTS 

 

None 
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BORREGO WATER DISTRICT 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING – JUNE 20, 2017 

AGENDA BILL II.G 

June 14, 2017 

 

TO:    Board of Directors, Borrego Water District 

FROM:        Geoff Poole, General Manager 

SUBJECT:      Discussion of SGMA-related research regarding appropriate SGMA-related fallowing 

standards – L Brecht 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:  

Receive report, discuss and direct staff accordingly 

 

ITEM EXPLANATION 

 

Director Brecht requested this item be placed on the Agenda. 

 

FISCAL IMPACT 

 

To be determined 

 

ATTACHMENTS 

 

None 
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BORREGO WATER DISTRICT 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING – JUNE 20, 2017 

AGENDA BILL II.H 

June 14, 2017 

 

TO:    Board of Directors, Borrego Water District 

FROM:        Geoff Poole, General Manager 

SUBJECT:      District's public position regarding new water use under SGMA-constraints by 35-acre new 

farming operation in basin – G Poole 

 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:  

Receive report, discuss and direct staff accordingly 

 

ITEM EXPLANATION 

 

Approximately two months ago, a new herb farm was created on Borrego Springs Road. The parcel 

(Dedes) extends all the way across from BS Rd.to DiGiorgio Rd.  Historically, they have been growing 

palms on the east half of that parcel and the west was vacant for many years.   

 

Staff investigated the situation by checking with Jerry and the County of San Diego. In the past Jerry was 

informed by the County that a farmer could irrigate the entire parcel without violating the five-year 

grading restriction. Jim confirmed that the old rules are still in effect and the herb farm is an allowable use 

under the current regulations. 

 

Director Brecht wanted to have a Board discussion on this topic 

 

FISCAL IMPACT 

 

To be determined 

 

ATTACHMENTS 

 

None 
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BORREGO WATER DISTRICT 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING – JUNE 20, 2017 

AGENDA BILL II.I 

June 14, 2017 

TO:    Board of Directors, Borrego Water District 

FROM:        Geoff Poole, General Manager 

SUBJECT:      Discussion of Requesting a proposal from Len Herring and the Center for Sustainable 

Energy (CSE) – G Poole 

 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:  

Receive report, discuss and direct staff accordingly 

 

ITEM EXPLANATION 

 

CSE is a nonprofit organization providing clean energy program design, water/wastewater management 

and technical advisory services. Headquartered in San Diego, CSE works nationwide in the clean energy 

industry with support of offices in Los Angeles, Boston and Oakland, Calif. 

 

For over 20 years, CSE has been accelerating the transition to a sustainable world powered by clean 

energy as well as developing supply and demand based water use efficiency programs. Governments, 

regulators, utilities, businesses, property owners and consumers look to CSE as an objective 

implementation partner to develop customized solutions that help lower energy costs and increase choice 

and accessibility to clean energy technologies and unique water solutions. 

 

CSE proposes to identify a range of technologies and options that could be used to maintain Borrego 

Springs’ tri-tiered economy and provide the basis for development of these and other economic 

opportunities in the future. An underlying theme of this proposal is that Borrego should become the model 

for how to use limited water supplies in an economically sustainable way. 

 

The CSE study is envisioned to be included in the next phase of Proposition One Grant applications. The 

intent of this Agenda item is to discuss the concept. If the Board concur this project should be considered 

as part of the next Prop One grant application, Staff will return next meeting with a plan on how to 

accomplish that goal.  

 

FISCAL IMPACT 

 

To be determined 

 

ATTACHMENTS 

 

None 
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BORREGO WATER DISTRICT 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING – JUNE 20, 2017 

AGENDA BILL II.L 

June 14, 2017 

 

TO:    Board of Directors, Borrego Water District 

FROM:        Geoff Poole, General Manager 

SUBJECT:      Discussion of Process to Evaluate General Counsel Services - G Poole 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:  

Receive report, discuss and direct staff accordingly. 

 

ITEM EXPLANATION 

 

At times, current Legal Counsel has problems completing projects on a timely manner and the possibility 

exists that the workload will be increasing in the coming months due to the volume and complexity of the 

issues facing BWD. In preparation for this event, Staff has begun the process of obtaining Statement of 

Qualifications and proposed Rates from selected law firms with water agency General Counsel 

experience. Current Legal Counsel was informed of this activity and the firm is interested in participating 

in the process. 

 

Staff is requesting an ad hoc Committee be selected to work on this project as well as Land Use Legal 

Specialists and return with a recommendation on June 28th.   

 

FISCAL IMPACT 

 

To be determined 

 

ATTACHMENTS 

 

None 
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BORREGO WATER DISTRICT 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING – JUNE 20, 2017 

AGENDA BILL II.M 

June 14, 2017 

 

TO:    Board of Directors, Borrego Water District 

FROM:        Geoff Poole, General Manager 

SUBJECT:      Consideration of taking a position on SB 252 - Pertaining to the County approval process 

for new wells in Critically Over Drafted Basins – H Ehrlich 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:  

Receive report, discuss and direct staff accordingly 

 

ITEM EXPLANATION 

 

Director Ehrlich has requested this item be placed on the Agenda. SB 252 would require a public review 

process on any new wells in critically over drafted Basins, including Borrego. Information on the 

proposed legislation is attached. 

 

FISCAL IMPACT 

 

N/A 

 

ATTACHMENTS 

 

SB 252 Info 
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AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY JUNE 14, 2017

AMENDED IN SENATE MAY 2, 2017

AMENDED IN SENATE APRIL 17, 2017

AMENDED IN SENATE MARCH 13, 2017

SENATE BILL  No. 252

Introduced by Senator Dodd

February 7, 2017

An act to amend Section 13751 of, to add Sections 106.1 and 10729.4
to, and to add Article 5 (commencing with Section 13807) to Chapter
10 of Division 7 of, the Water Code, relating to groundwater.

legislative counsel’s digest

SB 252, as amended, Dodd. Water wells.
(1)  Existing provisions of the California Constitution declare the

policy that the water resources of the state be put to beneficial use to
the fullest extent of which they are capable, that the waste or
unreasonable use or unreasonable method of use of water be prevented,
and that the conservation of these waters is to be exercised with a view
to the reasonable and beneficial use of the waters in the interest of the
people and for the public welfare. Existing law establishes various state
water policies, including the policy that the use of water for domestic
purposes is the highest use of water.

This bill would require, in an action alleging liability for interference
with a well, reasonableness of each party’s beneficial use of water to
be determined through consideration of specified factors.

(2)  Existing law requires the State Water Resources Control Board
to adopt a model water well, cathodic protection well, and monitoring
well drilling and abandonment ordinance implementing certain standards
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for water well construction, maintenance, and abandonment and requires
each county, city, or water agency, where appropriate, not later than
January 15, 1990, to adopt a water well, cathodic protection well, and
monitoring well drilling and abandonment ordinance that meets or
exceeds certain standards. Under existing law, if a county, city, or water
agency, where appropriate, fails to adopt an ordinance establishing
water well, cathodic protection well, and monitoring well drilling and
abandonment standards, the model ordinance adopted by the state board
is required to take effect on February 15, 1990, and is required to be
enforced by the county or city and have the same force and effect as if
adopted as a county or city ordinance.

This bill would require an applicant for a new well permit in a city
or county overlying a critically overdrafted basin, as defined, and where
the proposed well is located within a critically overdrafted basin, to
comply with certain requirements as part of an application for a well
permit. The bill would require a city or county that receives an
application for a well permit in a critically overdrafted basin to make
certain information about the new well included in the application for
a well permit available to groundwater sustainability agencies and
publicly available and easily accessible and, before issuing any new
well permit, to undertake a notice and comment period that includes a
noticed public hearing, meeting, as prescribed. The bill would authorize
a city or county to issue a new well permit pursuant to an adopted
ordinance within a critically overdrafted basin when these requirements
have been met. By increasing the duties of cities and counties, this bill
would impose a state-mandated local program.

(3)  Existing law, the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act,
requires all groundwater basins designated as high- or medium-priority
basins by the department and designated as subject to critical conditions
of overdraft to be managed under a groundwater sustainability plan or
coordinated groundwater sustainability plans by January 31, 2020, and
requires all other groundwater basins designated as high- or
medium-priority basins to be managed under a groundwater
sustainability plan or coordinated groundwater sustainability plans by
January 31, 2022, except as specified. The act authorizes the department
to provide technical assistance to any groundwater sustainability agency
in response to that agency’s request for assistance in the development
and implementation of a groundwater sustainability plan.
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This bill would require the department to provide cities and counties
overlying a critically overdrafted basin with ongoing technical assistance
to implement the provisions described in paragraph (2).

(4)  Existing law requires a person who digs, bores, or drills a water
well, cathodic protection well, groundwater monitoring well, or
geothermal heat exchange well, or abandons or destroys a well, or
deepens or reperforates a well, to file a report of completion, containing
certain required information, with the department. Under existing law,
the failure to comply with this requirement or the willful and deliberate
falsification of a report of completion is a misdemeanor.

This bill would require a well completion report for a water well in
a city or county overlying a critically overdrafted basin to include certain
additional information, including, among other things, the proposed
capacity, estimated pumping rate, anticipated pumping schedule, and
estimated annual extraction volume. By adding to reporting
requirements, the violation of which is a crime, this bill would impose
a state-mandated local program.

(5)  The California Constitution requires the state to reimburse local
agencies and school districts for certain costs mandated by the state.
Statutory provisions establish procedures for making that reimbursement.

This bill would provide that no reimbursement is required by this act
for specified reasons.

Vote:   majority.   Appropriation:   no.  Fiscal committee:   yes.

State-mandated local program:   yes.

The people of the State of California do enact as follows:

 line 1 SECTION 1. Section 106.1 is added to the Water Code, to
 line 2 read:
 line 3 106.1. In an action alleging liability for interference with a
 line 4 well, the reasonableness of each party’s beneficial use of water
 line 5 shall be determined through consideration of the following factors:
 line 6 (a)  The purpose of the use.
 line 7 (b)  The extent and amount of the harm caused by extractions
 line 8 for that use.
 line 9 (c)  The practicality of avoiding the harm by adjusting the use

 line 10 or method of use of one water user or the other.
 line 11 (d)  The practicality of adjusting the quantity of the water used
 line 12 by each water user.
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 line 1 (e)  The protection of existing values of water uses, land
 line 2 investments, and enterprises.
 line 3 (f)  The justice of requiring the user causing harm to bear the
 line 4 loss.
 line 5 SEC. 2. Section 10729.4 is added to the Water Code, to read:
 line 6 10729.4. The department shall provide a city or county
 line 7 overlying a basin designated by the department as subject to critical
 line 8 conditions of overdraft with ongoing technical assistance to
 line 9 implement Article 5 (commencing with Section 13807) of Chapter

 line 10 10 of Division 7.
 line 11 SEC. 3. Section 13751 of the Water Code is amended to read:
 line 12 13751. (a)  Every person who digs, bores, or drills a water well,
 line 13 cathodic protection well, groundwater monitoring well, or
 line 14 geothermal heat exchange well, abandons or destroys such a well,
 line 15 or deepens or reperforates such a well, shall file with the
 line 16 department a report of completion of that well within 60 days from
 line 17 the date its construction, alteration, abandonment, or destruction
 line 18 is completed.
 line 19 (b)  The report shall be made on forms furnished by the
 line 20 department and shall contain information as follows:
 line 21 (1)  In the case of a water well, cathodic protection well, or
 line 22 groundwater monitoring well, the report shall contain information
 line 23 as required by the department, including, but not limited to, all of
 line 24 the following information:
 line 25 (A)  A description of the well site sufficiently exact to permit
 line 26 location and identification of the well.
 line 27 (B)  A detailed log of the well.
 line 28 (C)  A description of the type of construction.
 line 29 (D)  The details of perforation.
 line 30 (E)  The methods used for sealing off surface or contaminated
 line 31 waters.
 line 32 (F)  The methods used for preventing contaminated waters of
 line 33 one aquifer from mixing with the waters of another aquifer.
 line 34 (G)  The signature of the well driller.
 line 35 (2)  In the case of a geothermal heat exchange well, the report
 line 36 shall contain all of the following information:
 line 37 (A)  A description of the site that is sufficiently exact to permit
 line 38 the location and identification of the site and the number of
 line 39 geothermal heat exchange wells drilled on the same lot.
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 line 1 (B)  A description of borehole diameter and depth and the type
 line 2 of geothermal heat exchange system installed.
 line 3 (C)  The methods and materials used to seal off surface or
 line 4 contaminated waters.
 line 5 (D)  The methods used for preventing contaminated water in
 line 6 one aquifer from mixing with the water in another aquifer.
 line 7 (E)  The signature of the well driller.
 line 8 (3)  In the case of a water well overlying a critically overdrafted
 line 9 basin, as defined in Section 13807.5, the report shall contain the

 line 10 information described in subdivision (e) of Section 13808 in
 line 11 addition to the information required by paragraph (1).
 line 12 SEC. 4. Article 5 (commencing with Section 13807) is added
 line 13 to Chapter 10 of Division 7 of the Water Code, to read:
 line 14 
 line 15 Article 5.  Wells in Critically Overdrafted Groundwater Basins
 line 16 
 line 17 13807. The Legislature finds and declares all of the following:
 line 18 (a)  According to the Department of Water Resources, among
 line 19 the 512 basins throughout the state, 21 are deemed critically
 line 20 overdrafted, causing wells to dry up, land to subside and damage
 line 21 infrastructure, and saltwater to intrude from the sea, and
 line 22 jeopardizing the availability of groundwater for future generations.
 line 23 (b)  In 2014, California adopted landmark legislation, the
 line 24 Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (Part 2.74 (commencing
 line 25 with Section 10720) of Division 6), to sustainably manage
 line 26 groundwater resources. The act will not be fully implemented for
 line 27 several years, allowing groundwater overdraft to continue in some
 line 28 regions.
 line 29 (c)  The Sustainable Groundwater Management Act was a critical
 line 30 step toward achieving sustainability in the management of
 line 31 groundwater, but it did not directly address the impact of land use
 line 32 decisions and well drilling. The act left the authority for issuing
 line 33 permits for new wells and any associated land use decisions entirely
 line 34 with counties, unless that authority is delegated to a groundwater
 line 35 sustainability agency pursuant to subdivision (b) of Section
 line 36 10726.4.
 line 37 (d)  Consistent with Section 113 and the Sustainable
 line 38 Groundwater Management Act, this article supports groundwater
 line 39 management by local agencies and is not a limitation on the
 line 40 authority of local agencies or the state under any other law.
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 line 1 (e)  Greater transparency is needed to provide existing pumpers
 line 2 and water users in critically overdrafted basins with important
 line 3 information about the use of shared groundwater resources,
 line 4 specifically regarding applications for new well permits.
 line 5 (f)  Those applying for permits for new wells in a critically
 line 6 overdrafted basin should understand the risks of making those
 line 7 investments and the potential impact on existing groundwater
 line 8 users.
 line 9 (g)  New wells are likely to threaten existing groundwater users

 line 10 in critically overdrafted basins, which is an issue of statewide
 line 11 importance and requires statewide action to avoid undesirable
 line 12 results to groundwater and state resources while local communities
 line 13 are working to comply with the provisions of the Sustainable
 line 14 Groundwater Management Act. Preventing undesirable results in
 line 15 critically overdrafted basins pursuant to this article is a matter of
 line 16 statewide concern and not a municipal affair, as that term is used
 line 17 in Section 5 of Article XI of the California Constitution. Therefore,
 line 18 this act applies to charter cities.
 line 19 (h)  This act is in furtherance of the policy contained in Section
 line 20 2 of Article X of the California Constitution.
 line 21 13807.5. As used in this article:
 line 22 (a)  “Basin” has the meaning provided in Section 10721.
 line 23 (b)  “Critically overdrafted basin” means a basin designated by
 line 24 the department as subject to critical conditions of overdraft
 line 25 pursuant to Section 12924.
 line 26 (c)  “De minimis extractor” has the meaning provided in Section
 line 27 10721.
 line 28 (d)  “Groundwater sustainability agency” has the meaning
 line 29 provided in Section 10721.
 line 30 (e)  “Groundwater sustainability plan” has the meaning provided
 line 31 in Section 10721.
 line 32 (f)  “High-priority basin” and “medium-priority basin” have the
 line 33 same meaning as the categorization of a basin by the department
 line 34 pursuant to Section 10722.4.
 line 35 (g)  “Undesirable results” has the meaning provided in Section
 line 36 10721.
 line 37 13808. An applicant for a new well permit in a city or county
 line 38 overlying a critically overdrafted basin, and where the proposed
 line 39 well is located within a critically overdrafted basin, shall do all of
 line 40 the following as part of an application for a well permit:
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BORREGO WATER DISTRICT 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING – JUNE 20, 2017 

AGENDA BILL II.N 

June 14, 2017 

 

TO:    Board of Directors, Borrego Water District 

FROM:        Geoff Poole, General Manager 

SUBJECT:      Authorization of new signature card – LAIF – K. Pittman 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:  

Receive report, discuss and authorize new signature card creation 

 

ITEM EXPLANATION 

 

Kim is requesting a new signature card be created for LAIF. 

 

FISCAL IMPACT 

 

N/A 

 

ATTACHMENTS 
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BORREGO WATER DISTRICT 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING – JUNE 20, 2017 

AGENDA BILL III 

June 14, 2017 

 

TO:    Board of Directors, Borrego Water District 

FROM:        Geoff Poole, General Manager 

SUBJECT:      Informational Items Summary 

 

A. County of San Diego Matching Funds Program for Libraries – J Tatusko 

Director Tatusko requested this item be placed on the agenda as a follow up to the item on the last BWD 

agenda. 

B. SGWP Draft Presentation – L Brecht 

 

Director Brecht wanted to share this information with the Board 

 

C. JPIA Insurance Premium Rebate Up, update – G Poole 

At the last BWD Board Meeting a discussion occurred about the latest JPIA refund check. In past years, 

the check was split among the employees present for the time period in which the refund originated, which 

in this case means all employees here 4 years ago. I understand the employees are now eligible for annual 

merit increases and after talking to Greg about the positive impacts the raise has on employee morale and 

encourages safe practices, we agreed that it is appropriate to continue the practice this year. As mentioned 

at the meeting, this is probably the last year of the rebate checks or they will be significantly reduced in 

coming years.  

D. Website Update – G Poole 

After meeting with Martha D and the student, I would like to continue for one more month with the high 

school student and BWD staff. Now that school is out, the student (Greyson Levens) has the time to 

complete the project relatively quickly. 
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E. Statewide 2018 Water Bond Update – G Poole 

Bond Writer, Jerry Meral has made significant progress on fund raising for the proposed Statewide Water 

Bond in 2018. Jerry feels the funds are there to finance the signature gathering process. Jerry has 

requested that Borrego fund a Short Poll of 600 voters in California at a cost of $15,000. Staff has 

contacted BWC members to pay their share and received a good response. Confirmation from a few more 

BWC members is expected soon. 

F. Santiago Estates Update – G Poole 

Staff has contacted Bob Moore and Borrego Springs Resort to determine if they would be willing to pay 

the current remaining assessment paid by Santiago Estates for the Club Circle Golf Course of around 

$700/mo. Bob Moore has already decreased his income to allow for a reduction in Santiago assessments. 

When this happened before, Bob found efficiencies in his operation to offset the lost revenue. 

Unfortunately, he cannot do that again. Staff contacted BSR and they feel the $1 lease is one way they are 

helping to offset costs and they are not interested in helping offset Santiago fees. Staff is still working on 

other options including voluntary contribution from Club Circle residents, reducing current trash rates and 

use the saving to help offset the Santiago assessment and others. Stall will report back to the Board next 

meeting. 

G. BWD Event/Planning Calendar – G Poole 
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Sacramento – June 12, 2017 
Fresno – June 13, 2017 
Irvine – June 14, 2017 

 
Sustainable Groundwater Planning 

(SGWP) 
Grant Program 

45



Part 1 
Overview of SGWP Grant Program 
Overview of Draft PSP 
Questions 
 Public Comments  
 
Part 2 
 Application Process 
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 Proposition 1 was approved by the voters in 
November of 2014 

 Authorized ~$7.5 Billion in funding for water 
related projects 

 Chapter 10, §79770 allocated $900 Million in 
funds for Groundwater 
 $800 Million - SWRCB 
 $100 Million - DWR 

5 
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§ 79775 - $100 million for competitive grants 
to “develop and implement groundwater plans 
and projects in accordance with groundwater 
planning requirements established under 
Division 6” of the water code. 
 At least 10% for  Severely Disadvantaged 

Communities 
 MHI<60% of statewide average  

$7 million for bond issuance and program 
delivery 

  
 6 
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Grant Solicitations: 
 $6.7 Million for Counties with Stressed Basins 

for groundwater planning activities – Awarded 
in January 2016 

 $86.3 Million for Groundwater Sustainability 
Plans and Projects – 2017-18 
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 Funding Categories 
 Eligibility 
 Available Funding 
Open Filing Process 
 Application 
 Application Review 
 Selection and Award 
 Schedule 
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 Category 1 - Support projects serving Severely 
Disadvantaged Communities (SDACs) and 
groundwater sustainability in the respective 
basin 

 Category 2 - Support Groundwater Sustainability 
Agencies (GSAs) with planning and development 
of Groundwater Sustainability Plans (GSPs) with 
the final deliverable being a GSP 

5 
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 Eligible Applicant 
 Public Agencies 
 Non-profit Organizations - 501 3(c) in CA 
 Public Utilities* 
 Tribes 
 Federally Recognized 
 State Indian Tribes listed on NAHC 

 Mutual Water Companies* 
 Eligible Project Type 

 Must serve SDACs and support groundwater 
sustainability in the basin. 

 Be located in basins that are designated by DWR as 
medium or high priority basins 

  

5 
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 Vulnerability assessments 
 Feasibility studies  
 Design and environmental planning  
 Technical assistance for SDACs to gather information and 

participate in groundwater sustainability planning 
 Evaluate the groundwater management needs 

 Actions that foster engagement of SDACs in sustainable 
groundwater planning activities  

 Connect communities on degraded groundwater to 
municipal supplies  

 Retrofit existing groundwater well system  
 Instrumentation of production or monitoring wells (e.g., 

well meters, pressure transducers/data loggers, etc.) 
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 Eligible Applicants 
 Groundwater Sustainability Agencies (GSAs)  

 Only one application per basin 
 Category 1 and Category 2 may be submitted in single 

application. 

 Eligible Project Type 
 Category 2 Projects include activities associated 

with planning and development of a GSP that 
complies with the requirements of the GSP 
Regulations (California Code of Regulations, Title 
23, Division 2, Chapter 1.5, Subchapter 2) 

 

10 

55



Projects – Must not  
 Be located in basins determined to be 

probationary under SGMA by the State Water 
Resources Control Board 

 Be located in basins that are designated by DWR 
as low or very low priority basins 

 Be located in a basin in which an Alternative Plan 
was submitted 
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Project Proponent Compliance Requirements: 
 GWMP  
 CASGEM 
 Urban Water Suppliers 
 UWMP, AB1420, SBx7-7 

 Agricultural Water Suppliers 
 Surface Water Diversion 

 
 Other Proposition 1 eligibility requirements 

identified in Program Guidelines 

12 
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22 

Funding Category Total Funding 
Maximum 

Grant 
Amount* 

Category 1 At least $10M $1 million 
per project 

Category 
2+ 

Tier 1 
Critically Overdrafted 
(COD) Basins 

At least $15M, but 
not more than 
$30M 

$1.5 M/Basin 

Tier 2 
Other High & Medium 
Priority Basins 

At least $46.3M, 
but not more than 
$61.3M 

$1 M/Basin 
 

*Minimum grant amount that can be requested is $50,000 
+DWR may make additional funding available for Category 2 projects 
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Category 2   
Applicant is the sole GSA over multiple 

basins – may submit one consolidated 
application and may request up to 
$500,000 for any and all additional basins 
in addition to max grant amount  
 Up to $2 M for multiple Tier 1 basins 
 Up to $1.5 M for multiple Tier 2 basins 
 Other combinations will be considered on case-

by-case basis 
 

5 
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Minimum Local Cost Share 50% 
 Waived for Category 1 

Eligible reimbursable costs incurred after 
July 1, 2017 

Eligible local cost share incurred after 
May 18, 2016 
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 Competitive Process 
 Solicit Proposals – interactive process 
DWR may contact applicant(s) in case of 

missing information or to seek clarification of 
submitted information  

Not first-come-first-serve 
 Electronic submittal via GRanTS 

 

5 
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Online Application Process – GRanTS 
 Applicant Information Tab 
 Project Tab 
 Information Tab 
 Required: Attachments 1 – 6 
Optional: Attachments 7-9 

24 
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 Eligibility and Completeness Review 
 Compliance with applicable laws 
 All required elements submitted 
 Entire application received prior to cutoff date 

 Technical Review 
 Based on scoring criteria in Tables 6 and 7 in PSP 
 Points assigned for each answer 
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 Proposal Selection 
 Category 1 
 Score 

 Category 2 Projects 
 Minimum Funding by Tier  
 Score 
 Tiebreaker 
 Critically overdrafted basins 
 Proposals that best address the Technical and 

Financial Need  

Grant Awards 
Grant Agreement  
 Cost Reimbursement Process 

 
 
 

14 

64



Activity Date 

Public Comment Period Draft GL/PSP May 8 – Jun 19 
2017 

Final PSP Aug 2017 

Phase 1 Continuous Filing Opens Aug 2017 

Continuous Filing Closes Oct 2017 

Release of Phase 1 Funding Awards Dec 2017 

Tentative Phase 2 Solicitation Continuous Filing Dec 2017 - Jan 
2018 

Release of Phase 2 Funding Awards TBD 
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 SGWP@water.ca.gov 
 
 U.S. Mail: 
 California Department of Water Resources 
 Division of Integrated Regional Water 
 Management 
 Financial Assistance Branch  
 Attn: Sustainable Groundwater Planning 
 Grant Program 
 Post Office Box 942836 
 Sacramento, CA 94236-0001 

28 
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Online Application Process – GRanTS 
 Applicant Information Tab 
 Project Tab 
 Information Tab 
 Required: Attachments 1 – 6 
Optional: Attachments 7-9 

24 
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water.ca.gov
/grants 
 User guides 
 Videos (How 

to Complete 
A Grant 
Application) 

 GRanTS 
Helpdesk 

 Link to sign 
into GRanTS 

 
 
 

5 
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http://water.ca.gov/grants/videos_proposal.cfm
http://water.ca.gov/grants/videos_proposal.cfm
http://water.ca.gov/grants/videos_proposal.cfm
http://water.ca.gov/grants/videos_proposal.cfm
https://grants.water.ca.gov/(S(xrpvstt5bigztlpqmct5evxv))/Login/log-in.aspx


 Internet 
Explorer and 
Google 
Chrome 

 Do not use 
the browser’s 
forward and 
backward 
buttons 

 Receive a 
confirmation 
email after 
application 
submittal 
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Required Attachments 
 Attachment 1 – Authorizing Documentation 
 Attachment 2 - Eligibility Documentation 
 Attachment 3 - Project Justification 
 Attachment 4 - Work Plan 
 Attachment 5 - Budget 
 Attachment 6 - Schedule 
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 Authorizing Documentation  
 Applicant must provide a resolution 

 Applicants that meet the eligibility requirement for both 
Category 1 and Category 2 may file a combined application for 
two projects, one each in funding category. 

 Category 2 
 Applicant may be GSA or an agency signatory to the GSA 
 If agency signatory to GSA is applicant, the resolution would 

authorize the agency to submit application and execute grant 
agreement on behalf of the GSA 

 Or a date (No later than tentative draft award 
announcement) by which the resolution will be 
submitted 

 Must include appropriate authorizing language (see 
page 14 of the PSP) in the resolution 
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 CASGEM Compliant 
 Measurements through spring 2017 uploaded 

 Urban Water Management Compliance 
 UWMP – DWR verification 
 AB 1420 
 20% by 2020 
 Water Metering Compliance Self-certification Form 

 Agricultural Water Management Compliance 
 AWMP – DWR website list 

 Surface Water Diverters Compliance 
 Surface Water Diversion Reports to SWRCB 
 SWRCB verification documentation 

5 
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 Project Description 
 Describe the project (as defined on page 15 of the 

PSP) including goals and objectives, need for the 
project, project facilities and location, and tools if 
any developed 

 Map showing project service area; basin boundary 
(per DWR Bulletin 118); GSA service areas; project 
facilities; and DACs, SDACs or EDAs in the service area 

 Data, technical methods, analysis to meet goals and 
objectives of project 

 Identify SDAC and how SDAC will directly benefit from 
and be served by implementation of project 

 Page limit – 3 pages 
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 Project Physical Benefits 
 For any construction project, identify 

physical benefits that are expected 
measurable accomplishments of a project. 
 Examples could include: 
 Amount of water supply produced or improved water 

supply reliability 
 Types (constituents) and amounts of water quality 

improvement provided, and the amount of water 
treated or improved   

 
 

5 
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 Project Support 
 Documentation to demonstrate project support 
 If applicant is GSA for basin – provide evidence 

of coordination with SDAC including letters of 
support from the SDAC (e.g., local government 
boards, tribal council members, etc.) 

 If applicant is not GSA for basin – demonstrate 
and provide evidence of coordination with 
GSA(s) regarding implementation of project 
(e.g., meeting minutes, letters, etc.) 
 

 

5 
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 Proposal Summary 
 Summary highlights each project in proposal 
 Map identifying service area of each project; basin 

boundary (per DWR Bulletin 118); project facilities; 
DACs, SDACs, EDAs within project service area 

 Name of implementing agency for each project 
 Address need of basin in relation to sustainable 

groundwater management 
 Page limit 1-page 

 Technical Need 
 Page limit 1-page 

 Financial Need 
 Page limit 1-page 

 
 

5 
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 Project Support 
 Multiple GSA(s) in basin: Relevant agreements 

between agencies or GSA(s) describing governance 
of the basin, roles and responsibilities 

 OR  
 Multiple GSA(s) in basin: Documentation of 

coordination with GSA(s) within basin to 
demonstrate a basin-wide governance structure is 
under development to ensure coordinated 
management and implementation of SGMA for the 
basin through a single GSP or multiple GSPs 

 OR 
 Single GSA in basin: Describe and provide 

documentation of any coordination with GSA(s) in 
neighboring basins 
 

5 
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 Project Support (cont’d) 
 Describe and provide documentation of any 

communication with beneficial users of 
groundwater in the basin that might be 
potentially affected by implementation of the 
project, including, but not limited to DACs, 
SDACs, or other stakeholders 

5 
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 Scope of Work – tasks consistent with Budget and 
Schedule 

 Deliverables identified by task 
 Deliverables include quarterly progress and final 

reports 
 Identify how interested parties including groundwater 

users, stakeholders, and general public will be 
informed of project progress and information 
disseminated 

 If county received Counties with Stressed Basins 
funding from DWR, describe how tasks are not 
duplicative or inconsistent with those previously 
funded 

 Clear, concise 
 % Complete of any task included 
 Other items to be included, applicable to certain 

projects (see page 17 of Draft PSP) 
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 Category 1  
 Tasks for coordination with GSA(s) to promote 

management and operation of project that is 
coordinated with the development of the basin 
GSP 

 Construction projects – sufficient 
documentation or back-up to support future 
O&M obligations can be met 
 

5 
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 Category 2  
 Tasks associated with GSP plan contents, 

consistent with the requirements described in 
the GSP Regulations, necessary to develop, 
prepare, and submit the GSP 

 Final deliverable is complete GSP(s)  
 Construction projects – sufficient 

documentation or back-up to support future 
O&M obligations can be met 
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 Consists of Project Budget and Proposal Budget 
 Total Project Cost 
 Eligible Local Cost Share (50% of Total cost) 
 After May 18, 2016 
 In Kind 
 Federal Grants 
 Waiver Request 

 Other Cost Share 
 CA State Grants 
 Cost share over 50% 

 Break Down By Task 
 Provide Explanation – Limited to 2 pages 

 
5 
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Table 5 – Proposal Budget 

Individual Project Title1 

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) 
Requested 

Grant 
Amount 

Cost Share: 
Non-State 
Fund Source2 

Other Cost 
Share Total Cost 

% Cost 
Share 
(Col b/Col 
d) 

Category 1 

(a) Project 1 
Grand Total 
From Table 
4, row (e) 

Grand Total 
From Table 

4,  
row (e) 

Grand Total 
From Table 
4, row (e) 

Grand Total 
From Table 
4, row (e)   

(b) Project 2           

Category 2 

(c) Project 3           

(e) 

Proposal Total 
Sum rows (a) 
through (d) for 
each column 

          

1 These projects are shown here for example purpose only. Actual number of tasks may vary.  
2 List sources of funding: Use as much space as required 
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Table 5 – Proposal Budget 

Individual Project Title1 

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) 
Requested 

Grant 
Amount 

Cost Share: 
Non-State 
Fund Source2 

Other 
Cost 
Share 

Total Cost 

% Cost 
Share 
(Col b/Col 
d) 

Category 1 

(a) Project 1 $1,000,000 $0 $0 $1,000,000 0% 

(b) Project 2  $350,000 $0  $0  $350,000  0%  

Category 2 

(c) Project 3  $250,000 $300,000  $50,000 $600,000 50% 

(e) 

Proposal Total 
Sum rows (a) 
through (d) for 
each column 

 $1,425,000  $75,000  $0  $1,500,000  50% 

1 These projects are shown here for example purpose only. Actual number of tasks may vary.  
2 List sources of funding: Use as much space as required 
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Table 4 – Project Budget 

Tasks1 

 (a) (b) (c) (d) 

Requested 
Grant 

Amount 

Cost Share: 
Non-State 

Fund Source2 
  

Other 
Cost 
Share  

Total Cost 

(a) Task 1  $10,000  $10,000  $0  $20,000 

(b) Task 2  $60,000  $35,000  $50,000  $145,000 

(c) Task 3  $50,000  $50,000  $0  $100,000 

(d) Task 4  $130,000  $205,000  $0  $335,000 

(e) 
Grand Total (Sum rows (a) 
through (d) for each 
column) 

 $250,000  $300,000  $50,000  $600,000 

1 These tasks are shown here for example purpose only. Actual number of tasks may vary.  
2 List sources of funding : Use as much space as required 
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Table 4 – Project Budget 

Tasks1 

 (a) (b) (c) (d) 

Requested 
Grant 

Amount 

Cost Share: 
Non-State 

Fund Source2 
  

Other Cost 
Share  Total Cost 

(a) Task 1 – Grant 
Administration  $10,000 $10,000   $20,000 

Task 1a – Grant Management  $2,500 $2,500     

Task 1b – Invoicing  $2,500 $2,500     

Task 1c – Report Preparation  $5,000 $5,000     
1 These tasks are shown here for example purpose only. Actual number of tasks may vary.  
2 List sources of funding : Use as much space as required 
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 Consistent with Work Plan and Budget 
 Beginning and end dates given 
 Proposal schedule summarizing overall schedule 
 Project schedules presented by task or subtask 
 Category 2 project completion dates consistent 

with the GSP timeline in applicant’s respective 
basin 
 Tier 1 proposals (in critically overdrafted basins) – 

January 31, 2020 
 Tier 2 proposals (in other high or medium priority 

basins) – January 31, 2022 

 
5 
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 Use maps, data, documentation to demonstrate 
project benefit area includes DAC, EDA, or SDAC 

 Category 2 projects – calculate the area served as 
basis for proportioning the project into DAC/non-
DAC, SDAC/non-SDAC, or EDA/non-EDA segments 
 Consideration for waiving or reducing cost share 

requirements 

 Water Management Tool 
 http://water.ca.gov/groundwater/boundaries.cfm 

  DAC Mapping Tool 
 http://www.water.ca.gov/irwm/grants/resources_dac.cfm 

 EDA Mapping Tool 
 http://www.water.ca.gov/irwm/grants/resources_eda.cfm 

5 
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 Competitive Process 
 Solicit Proposals – interactive process 
DWR may contact applicant(s) in case of 

missing information or to seek clarification of 
submitted information  

Not first-come-first-serve 
 Electronic submittal via GRanTS 

 

5 
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 Eligibility and Completeness Review 
 Compliance with applicable laws 
 All required elements submitted 
 Entire application received prior to cutoff date 

 Technical Review 
 Based on scoring criteria in Tables 6 and 7 in PSP 
 Points assigned for each answer 
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 BORREGO WATER DISTRICT 2017 CALENDAR 
OF EVENTS  

 

 

JANUARY  
 Design Agenda for 2017 Town Hall Meeting 

  

FEBRUARY 

 

 CLUB CIRCLE - Option to renew lease by 2/28/2019 

 GREEN DESERT LANDSCAPING - Discuss w/ Bob the option of continuing 

with contract 2/28/2017 

MARCH 

 P & I PAYMENT FOR ID4 COP'S - 1st half of payments due 

 ANNUAL EAR REPORT (CDHS) – Due 3/31 for previous year 

 BUDGET – Pump Check 

 BVG GSP CONSULTANT SELECTION PROCESS AND GSP 

DEVELOPMENT SCHEDUAL: 

 2017- CONSULTANT NOTICE TO PROCEED 

 2017-2019 – GSP Development 

 TOWN HALL MEETING 

APRIL 

 T2 – Raftelis spare capacity cost analysis 

 PITNEY BOWES – 4/1 Send letter of cancellation if desired 

 CASGEM – Submit CASGEM water level data 

 SURPLUS WATER ACTIVITY – 4/1 Calculate Surplus Water Activity 

 BUDGET – CIP meeting, draft budget document 

MAY 

 SURPLUS WATER ACTIVITY – 5/1 Notify Rams Hill of Surplus availability 

o Rans  Hill does not want any surplus water for 2017-18 

 LEAD TESTING IN BORREGO SCHOOLS 

 BUDGET – Final Budget document/ Rate resolution 

 BUSINESS PLAN – FY Budget and New Rates Approved 

 BORREGO WATER ADVISORY COMMITTEE  

   DATE:      MAY 15, 2017  
  TIME:      10AM  

 WHERE: BORREGO WATER DISTRICT 

 BWD/County approval of Nominations 

 Prepare By-Laws and Orientation 

 

JUNE 

 GREEN DESERT LANSCAPE – Agreement expires 6/30/2017 

 GSP ADVISORY COMMITTEE  

   DATE:     JUNE 29, 2017  
  TIME:      10AM  

 WHERE: BORREGO WATER DISTRICT 
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 BORREGO WATER DISTRICT 2017 CALENDAR 
OF EVENTS  

 

 

 SANTIAGO ESTATE – Occupancy Report Due 

 INVESTMENT POLICY – Investments policies restated 

 SPECIAL ASSESMENTS / TAX BILL RESOLUTIONS TAUSSIG: 

 Special Assessments resolutions due 

 

JULY 
 T2 BORREGO – 7/1/17 Establish water budget 

 COMPASS BANK – 1st Payment due September 1st 

 GREEN DESERT LANDSCAPE – Cost of water adjustment each July 1st with 

Cameron 

 XEROX – Lease contract expires 7/2020 

 PITNEY BOWES POSTAGE MACHINE – Lease expires 7/2017 

 CCR – CCR to be distributed July 1st 

 BUSINESS PLAN – New Rates go in to effect 

 

AUGUST 

 RAMONA DISPOSAL  

 CLUB CIRCLE - Contact RDS RE: Contract Renewal  

 BWD Dumpsters – Contact RDS RE: Contract Renewal 

 AUDIT – Begin Audit 

 

SEPTEMBER 
 P & I PAYMENT FOR ID4 COP'S - 2nd half of payments due 

 CHECK FALLOWED PROPERTY FOR WATER USAGE – Annual fallow 

property check 

 AUDIT – Review Audit draft report 

OCTOBER 

 COMPASS BANK -  Payment due December 1st 

 CCR – Mail CCR Certification Form 

 CAMERON BORS. WATER USAGE REPORT (GOLF COURSE) TO COUNTY 

 Send to County DPLU by 10/31 

 

NOVEMBER 

 CASGEM – Submit CASGEM water level data 

 REPORT CONSERVATION LEVELS TO STATE – Report Due 

  

DECEMBER 
 T2 BORREGO 

12/31/18 lease expires 

Send invoice for Spare Capacity 
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