	
	








[bookmark: _GoBack]REGULAR BUSINESS MEETING MINUTES
WESTSIDE Sac IRWM Coordinating Committee
DATE: January 15, 2016 	TIME: 10:00 AM - Noon
LOCATION: Napa County Flood Control and Water Conservation District, 801 First St., Napa, CA  

Coordinating Committee Members Present: 
	
	County
	
	Representative
	
	Alternate

	
	Lake
	
	Will Evans, Water Resources Div. Dir.
	
	Tom Smythe (Lake County DWR)

	
	Napa
	
	Chris Silke (County of Napa) – Chair 
	
	Jeff Sharp (Napa Cty. Flood Control)

	
	Solano
	
	Chris Lee (SCWA)
	
	Thomas Pate (SCWA)

	
	Yolo
	
	Elisa Sabatini (Water Res. Assn) - phone
	
	Max Stevenson (YCFCWCD) (phone)



Others Present: 
Alyssa Gordon - Hidden Valley Lake; Hong Lin (by phone), Dept. of Water Resources; Dr. Stephen McCord – McCord Environmental Inc.; Danielle Dolan – Local Government Commission; Erik Ringelberg – BSK Associates, Inc.; Kurt Balasek – BSK Associates, Inc., Greg Reller – Burleson Consulting Inc. 

1. Call Meeting to Order and Introductions. The meeting was called to order at 10:07 a.m. by Chair Silke. He called for self-introductions.   
2. Approve today's Agenda and Minutes for January 15 Regular meeting and January 29th Special meeting (Prop-1 Stormwater Plan). ACTION: Approve the Agenda and both sets of minutes; MOTION: Lee. The motion was approved by consensus (Silke, Lee, Evans, Stevenson).  
3. Public comment.  There were no comments from the public.
4. Announcement – Change in Lake County CC Representative. Mr. Smythe announced that Will Evans has been promoted to the Water Resources Division Director for Lake County so now he will be the official representative to the IRWMP Coordinating Committee, with himself (Smythe) as the Alternate. Everyone welcomed him as the new CC representative.  
5. DWR Update. Ms. Lin provided a verbal update over the phone and stated she would follow it with a hard copy. Her written update is included at the end of these meeting minutes.    
6. YCRCD Budget Report and request for supplemental funding. Ms. Wrysinski referred to the budget status sheet provided. Last quarter’s spending was light due to RCD focus on a large, complex grant submission, but it should return to normal. 175 work hours remain on the contract as of 3/5. 30%-time through the rest of the fiscal year would require 199 hours.  The CC has been directing her to do work exceeding 30% time (i.e. Small Grant Program, assisting other organizations with submitting projects for inclusion in the Plan) so funding will likely run out. The CC gave direction for her to work with Mr. Lee on developing the next FY scope of work and Budget.  
7. Coordinating Committee Fiscal Agent Budget Report. Mr. Lee reported that the starting balance for the CC was $177,471.33, less approx. $49,000 for awards through the Small Grants Program leaves a new balance of $128,401, so there is plenty to cover any funding gaps for the RCD.  It would be prudent for each member agency to budget the usual $20,000 annual contribution for continuing RCD work and the next scheduled round of small grants.     
8. Brief Update on the Brown Act.  Ms. Wrysinski reported that the RCD receives Brown Act and other updates through Best, Best and Krieger, LLP Offices, Calif. Special Districts Assn. and others. Regarding teleconferences, they may be conducted under the following conditions:
a.  Agendas must be posted at video teleconferencing locations, specifying all teleconference locations;
b. There is public access to teleconference locations;
c. There is public opportunity to speak at each teleconference location;
d. all votes are taken by roll call;
e. At least a quorum of the members of the legislative body must participate in the teleconference within the geographical boundaries of the local agency.                                                                             
Additional updates not related to teleconferences include:
f. Special meetings require only 24 hours notice rather than 36;
g. Agenda posting requirements can include weekend days.
h. Agendas must include information regarding contact information for requests for disability-related accommodations. 
9. Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) updates.  Mr. Lee – Solano County has been very busy. The County has one main water basin (Solano). There have been a number of meetings. Stakeholders input has indicated that the meetings did not provide the best venue, so now they have moved to a forum of elected officials within the groundwater basin plus other stakeholders that are not GSA-eligible but interested. They had a number of public workshops – “SGMA-101” - recently for coordination, collaboration AND GENERAL INPUT. They have FAQ’s and other similar info sheets on their website. Groundwater basin boundary modifications will be due soon. Conversations are happening with Sac. County for water districts within the Delta. Yolo County is looking at cutting the Yolo sub-basin at the county lines.   Mr. Stevenson – Yolo County is using a forum format that is a joint venture between the Water Resources Association and the Farm Bureau (Farm Bureau because 95% of the wells are privately owned). They are looking at basin boundary adjustments for 4 basins – one approximately along county boundaries. They are looking for letters of support. Tim O’Halloran, YCFCWCD’s General Manager, is attending Solano and Colusa County meetings. Public meetings are scheduled for 3/28, 29 & 30 in Woodland, Winters and Clarksburg, respectively to update the public on GSA powers and authorities. Mr. Silke – Patrick Lowe is the Natural Resources Manager with the Water District. They have no basin divides but the western and _______ areas are high priority areas. Napa County has a Groundwater Resources Advisory Council (GRAC) in place to oversee wells. They are well on their way to a Groundwater Sustainability Program. Mr. Evans – They have 2 medium priority basins and they don’t touch each other. They have no sustainability issues so this is mostly a paperwork effort. 
10. Small Grants Program Contract Update. Four projects were funded from 12 applications: Cache Creek Conservancy (tamarisk/arundo mapping), City of Winters (drinking water), Lake County (Quagga boat) and Putah Creek Counsel (Fall Creek Cleanup). Contracts were sent out and have received back 3 out of 4, signed (waiting for Lake County). Mr. Lee asked that a tentative spot be placed on the CC meeting agendas for updates.       
11. Review and Accept New projects from City of Davis into Westside IRWM Plan. Two projects were submitted by City of Davis – Parks and Greenbelts Irrigation and Landscape Upgrades, and Leak Detection Survey. ACTION: Accept these two projects into the Westside IRWM Plan. MOTION: Lee; SECOND: Silke; AYES: Unanimous (Silke, Lee, Evans, Stevenson). Mr. Lee asked Ms. Wrysinski to update the Project List accordingly.   
12. EPA Brownfield Grant Update and Team/project Introduction. After introduction by Mr. Lee, Dr. McCord introduced the members of the grant team he had assembled, used a power Point presentation as a prompt to review upcoming project activities (Power Point attached to minutes) and answered CC questions.   
13. Receive final Westside Sac Annual Report. Ms. Wrysinski stated that due to her involvement in submission of the grant mentioned previously she did not have printed copies of the Annual Report with her. She expected to get them to the printer within a week and will mail copies to each CC member.
14. CC Member Reports, Regional Activities. Mr. Lee reported that post-fire/post-rain-event stormwater sampling is occurring. Samples are showing a lot of fire retardants, which is expected. Mr. Smythe said they are also sampling and that runoff is less than expected. Mr. Silke said there was a Groundwater Contaminants Roundtable meeting on Monday which included CSDs, City of Winters, and others with Hex-Chrome challenges. Tough decisions will need to be made soon regarding alternate water sources, costs to treat (costs are huge - ~$8/gal.) The group may send a package of information to DWR regarding the need for grant funds to blend or treat. 
15. Confirm Next Meeting Date and Location: Wednesday, May 18, 10:00 am, Yolo County Flood Control.
14. Adjourn – the meeting was adjourned at 12:25 pm by Chair Silke. 

Minutes respectfully submitted by: Jeanette Wrysinski, YCRCD.  Approved on _________, 2015 by the Westside Sac IWRMP Coordinating Committee.
																						By:_____________________________
									Name, position



DWR Update for Westside IRWM – March 16, 2016          Contact: Hong Lin

DWR Prop 1 Funding
· DWR IRWM Grant Program
Workshop presentation and preliminary schedule can be found here. 
· Draft 2016 IRWM Grant Guidelines 
· Two volumes Volume I- Grant Program Processes; Volume II – IRWM Planning Standards 
· $37 million available for Sacramento River funding area. 
· 50% cost share, waive or reduce for DAC or EDAs
· Draft 2016 Planning Grant PSP 
· $5 Million Available 
· Preference in funding new IRWM plans (2 additional points = 10%)
· Taken from funding area allocations
· Update or Improve existing IRWM Plans ($250K cap)
· Draft RFP DAC Involvement RFP 
· $3.7 million (at least 10% of each funding area) available 
· Non-competitive, direct funding to involve DAC, EDAs
· Single funding area-wide proposal 
· 6 month review process and 2 year timeframe to complete project 
	
Water Board Prop 1 Groundwater Sustainability Funding
· 800 million in funding available for contaminated groundwater used for drinking water supplies.  Contamination can include natural contaminants.  
· Groundwater Grant Draft Guidelines released
· Public workshop Friday March 25, 2016, 1 to 4 PM, CVRWQB, 11020 Sun Center Drive, Suite 200, Rancho Cordova, CA.

Other Update
· 2016 CA Water Board Data Fair
· March 28, 2016, 10am to 3pm, Klamath Room, CalEPA Building.  Flyer  
· Review water board datasets (CIWQS, eWRIMS, CEDEN, GAMA etc) and present concepts to synthesize water resources related data. 

· Sustainable Groundwater Management Act Implementation  
· GSP public meetings Flyer 3/24 Webinar, 3/25 9 to 11 am Sacramento 
· Basin boundary modification deadline March 31, 2016
· GSA eligibility question contact groundwater_management@waterboards.ca.gov.
· New Report on Criteria for GSA’s available – Designing Effective Groundwater Sustainability Agencies: Criteria for Evaluation of Local Governance Options  
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Chair/Vice-Chair Rotation will be as follows: 

1st Year			2nd Year		3rd Year		4th Year
SCWA--‐Chair  		NCFCWD--‐Chair	WRA--‐Chair		LCWPD--‐Chair
NCFCWD--‐VC		WRA--‐VC		LCWPD--‐VC		SCWA--‐VC
		Meeting locations will rotate throughout the Region as follows:
				Solano  Yolo  Lake,  Napa 
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Brownfield Cleanup & Reuse Process

1. Identify properties and get EPA approval
¥ Mine sites
'3+ watersheds (incl. Solano Co.)
45 counties (incl. Colusa?)
2. Determine nature and extent of contamination
3. Evaluate public health and environmental risks re
intended reuse
4. Set cleanup goals based on redevelopment plan

5. Implement the remedy & reuse plan
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“Brownfields”, Defined

= Small Business Liability Relief and Brownfields
Revitalization Act (Jan. 2002)

= ... real property, the expansion, redevelopment, or
reuse of which may be complicated by the presence
or potential presence of hazardous substances,
pollutants, contaminants, controlled substances,
petroleum or petroleum products, or is mine-scarred
land.”

= Liability protection, funds & techn. asst. (not
enforcement) to assess and clean up brownfields
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Seven Tasks

. Public Outreach and Engagement (LGC)
. Site Identification / Selection (BSK)

. Environmental Site Assessments (Burl.)
. Cleanup/Reuse Planning (Burl.)

. Area-wide Brownfields Planning (BSK)

Program Management/ Reporting (MEI)
Institutional Controls (MEI, BSK)
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Early Community Engagement

« Identify & engage stakeholders

- Inform & educate community

- Identify concerns & seek meaningful input
« Create a shared vision
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Related Activities

- Corona & Twin Peaks Mine Drainage
Treatment Project

« Napa County Measure A Berryessa
Watershed projects

« Statewide Reservoirs Mercury TMDL
« Cache Creek Settling Basin studies
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