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Table 1 — Proposition 68 SGM Grant Program’s Planning — Round 3 Final Award List

Disclaimer: The Recommended Award and Total Project Cost are conditional until final terms and conditions are agreed upon and an agreement has been executed. The awarded grant amount listed in the executed agreement can be less than the Recommended Award amount listed here
based upon final negotiations between the Awardee and DWR. DWR staff may determine certain tasks are not eligible or do not meet the requirements outlined in the 2019 SGM Grant Program Guidelines and 2019 SGM Grant Program Planning-Round 3 PSP and are subject to change.

District

and Monitoring

Prop 1 Funds Minimum Percent
Prop 68/Prop . . .
.. . . . Recommended . Subject to Required Total Project Local
Organization Name Proposal Title Recommended Revised Award Title Notes 1 Available
Award Future Local Cost Cost Cost
Funds . .
Appropriations Share Share
gliz:r}ii?a County Water The Alternative Update and Model Upgrade Project | The Alternative Update and Model Upgrade Project C $500,000 $500,000 S0 $167,000 $667,000 25.04%
ﬁ;ggéosit)eco GSA Arroyo Seco Groundwater Sustainability Plan Salinas Valley Basin GSPs B SO S0 S0 S0 S0 -
g?srtali::e”a Valley Water Carpinteria Groundwater Basin GSP Development Carpinteria Groundwater Basin GSP Development C $1,942,900 $1,942,900 SO $675,000 $2,617,900 25.78%
City of Brentwood East Contra Costa Subbasin GSP Development Eaesvtefs;::‘ni‘”ta Subbasin and Tracy Subbasin GSP | - $1,078,600 $970,000 $108,600 $359,500 $1,438,100 | 25.00%
City of Modesto Modesto SL.Jbbasm Monitoring Network Modfestc? Subbasin GSP Development and i $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $0 $0 $1,000,000 0.00%
Augmentation Proposal Monitoring Network Augmentation
Enterprise Anderson Groundwater Sustainability
City of Redding Agency (EAGSA) Enterprise and Anderson Sub-Basin | EAGSA Enterprise and Anderson Sub-Basin GSP - $544,500 $544,500 S0 S0 $544,500 0.00%
Groundwater Sustainability Plan
Coachella Valley Water | Indio Subbasin Modelling, Data Collection, and Indio Subbasin Alternative Plan Update A, C $500,000 $500,000 $0 $167,000 $667,000 25.04%
District Alternative Plan Update
Coachella Valley Water | Mission Creek Subbasin Modelling, Data Collection, |\ i craek subbasin Alternative Plan Update A C $500,000 $500,000 $0 $167,000 $667,000 25.04%
District and Alternative Plan Update
Colusa Qroundwater Colusa Subbasin Groundwater Sustainability Plan Colusa Subbasin GSP Development i $999,600 $999,600 $0 $0 $999,600 0.00%
Authority Development
Madera Subbasin Domestic Well Inventory and Madera Subbasin GSP Development, Domestic Well
County of Madera Groundwater Monitoring Well Installation Project Inventory, and Monitoring Well Installation Project H,1 >0 >0 >0 >0 >0
. . . Chowchilla Subbasin GSP Development, Domestic
County of Madera Chowchilla SubbaS{n D'omestlc well Inv‘entory'and Well Inventory, and Monitoring Well Installation I $500,000 $500,000 SO SO $500,000 0.00%
Groundwater Monitoring Well Installation Project .
Project
Cuyama Basin GSA Cuyama Valley Groundwater Basin Supplemental Cuyama Basin GSP Development | $500,000 $500,000 ) $0 $500,000 0.00%
GSP Development
Ez.ast an Municipal Utility | East Bay Plain Subbasin Characterization and Data East Bay P.Iam. Subbasin GSP Development and G $758,467 $680,000 478,467 $134,000 $892.467 15.01%
District Management Characterization and Data Management
East Kaweah GSA Kaweah Subbasin Groundwater Sustainability Kaweah Subbasin GSP Development | $500,000 $500,000 $0 $0 $500,000 0.00%
Planning Project
Eastern Municipal Water | West San Jacinto Groundwater Sustainability Plan 1\, < 12 it GSP Development and Monitoring C $1,166,500 $1,166,500 $0 $390,000 $1,556,500 | 25.06%




Sustainable Groundwater
Management (SGM)

GRANT PROGRAM

Prop 68/Pro Prop 1 Funds Minimum Percent
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Eastern San Joaquin Eastern San Joaquin Proposal for Studies and . 0
Groundwater Authority Equipment to Support GSP Development Eastern San Joaquin GSP Development and Support F,G,I $500,000 $325,000 $175,000 $55,500 $555,500 9.99%
Develop GSPs for the Oxnard Subbasin, Pleasant Oxnard Subbasin, Pleasant Valley Basin, and Las 0
Fox Canyon GMA Valley Basin and Las Posas Valley Basin Posas Valley Basin GSP Development ¢ >854,600 »854,600 >0 »285,000 »1,139,600 25.01%
Humboldt County Eel R.lver. Valley Groundwf':\ter Su§ta|nab|I|ty Plan and | Eel Rlver VaIIey.GSP and Monitoring Well C $1.900,000 $1.900,000 $0 $0 $1.900,000 0.00%
Monitoring Well Installation Project Installation Project
Indian Wells Valle Indian Wells Valley Groundwater Basin -
4 . Implementation Projects and Additional GSP Indian Wells Valley GSP Development and Projects | A, F, G, | $330,000 $300,000 $30,000 $58,250 $388,250 15.00%
Groundwater Authority
Development
Kern River GSA Kern County Subbasin Groundwater Sustainability |\ 0 e Subbasin GSP Development F,G, I $500,000 $442,285 $57,715 ) $500,000 0.00%
Plan Support - Phase
Lake County Watershed | o,y 1o Basin GSP Big Valley Basin GSP C $1,392,205 $1,392,205 $0 $0 $1,392,205 0.00%
Protection District
Lower Tule River Tule Subbasin Sustainable Groundwater . 0
Irrigation District GSA Management Planning Grant Lower Tule River GSA Development A G,I $1,000,000 $1,000,000 SO SO $1,000,000 0.00%
Marina Coast Water GSP Development Activities in the Monterey Monterey Subbasin GSP Development D, G $1,000,000 $700,000 $300,000 $335,000 $1,335,000 | 25.09%
District Subbasin
yvz?:roggneonffunty Ukiah Valley Basin GSP Development Support Ukiah Valley Basin GSP Development Support - $1,233,800 $1,233,800 o S0 $1,233,800 0.00%
. _ Merced Subbasin GSP Development Project for Merced Subbasin GSP Development and Addressing 0
Merced Irrigation District Addressing Critical Data Gaps Critical Data Gaps $500,000 $500,000 SO SO $500,000 0.00%
Mid-Kings River GSA Tulare Lake Subbasin Supplemental GSP TuIare.Lake Subbasin GSP Development and SGMA E Gl $500,000 $450,000 $50,000 $0 $500,000 0.00%
Development Compliance
Modoc County GSA Big Valley Groundwater Sustalna!c)lllty Plan Water Big Yalley GSP Water Measurement Enhancement C $987,660 $987,660 $0 $0 $987,660 0.00%
Measurement Enhancement Project Project
Mo!‘\temto Groundwater | MGB GSA GSP and Sustainability Projects MGB GSA GSP and Sustainability Projects C $1,627,205 $1627,205 $0 $544,000 $2.171,205 25.06%
Basin GSA Development Development
Napa County Napa Valley Sl‘,lbb‘aSIn Groundwate'r Susta!nablllty Napa Va'IIey Sul?basm GSP and Monitoring Well C $1.958,500 $1,958 500 $0 $655,000 $2.613,500 25.06%
Plan and Monitoring Well Installation Project Installation Project
North Fork Kings GSA Kings Basin SGMA Round 3 Planning Grant Kings Basin GSP I $500,000 $500,000 S0 S0 $500,000 0.00%
Ojai Basin Groundwater . . . . 9
Management Agency Ojai Valley Basin GSP Development Ojai Valley Basin GSP Development C $400,000 $400,000 o $133,600 $533,600 25.04%
Pajaro Valley Water Pajaro Valley Sustainable Groundwater Planning Pajaro Valley Alternative Plan Update C $500,000 $500,000 $0 $167,000 $667,000 25.04%

Management Agency

Project
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Petaluma Valley GSA Petaluma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency | o\ o vajley Gsp C,G $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $0 $333,333 $1,333,333 | 25.00%
Sustainable Groundwater Planning Round 3 Project
Pleasant Valley GSA Pleasant Valley Groundwater Sustainability Plan Pleasant Valley GSP - $981,198 $981,198 SO SO $981,198 0.00%
Sacramento Central South American Subbasin Grant Proposal for South American Subbasin GSP Development and 0
Groundwater Authority Evaluating GDEs and Surface Water Depletions Evaluating GDEs and Surface Water Depletions G »985,957 »900,000 285,957 »328,621 »1,314,578 25.00%
Sacramento County Cosumnes Groun(.jwater.Subbasm GSP Development Cosumn.es Subt?asm GSP Development and Well i $750,000 $750,000 $0 $250,000 $1,000,000 25.00%
and Well Installation Project Installation Project
salinas Valley Basin GSA | Salinas Valley Basin Groundwater Sustainability Salinas Valley Basin GSPs B $3,053,000 $2,600,424 $452,576 $1,020,000 $4,073,000 | 25.04%
(SVBGSA) Plans
. . San Antonio Basin Groundwater Sustainability Plan San Antonio Basin GSP and Monitoring and o
San Antonio Basin GSA (GSP) Monitoring and Modeling Update Modeling Update G $249,400 $200,000 $49,400 $83,120 $332,520 25.00%
San Benito County Water Reaching Sustainability: Dedicated Monitoring Wells | GSP Preparation for Bolsa, Hollister, and San Juan
District ¥ and Managed Aquifer Recharge for North San Benito | Bautista Basins and Monitoring Wells and Managed A $1,169,664 $1,169,664 SO $390,000 $1,559,664 25.01%
Basin Aquifer Recharge for North San Benito Basin
Santa Clarita Valley Santa Clara River Valley East Subbasin GSP Santa Clara River Valley East Subbasin GSP 0
Water Agency - SCVWA Development and Supplemental Technical Studies Development and Supplemental Technical Studies »891,159 »891,159 20 »298,000 »1,189,159 25.06%
. . . . Santa Cruz Mid-County GSP Development and
santa Cruz Mid-County | Santa Cruz Mid-County Basin Monitoringand Data |\, /0o o0 Data Management System | $500,000 $500,000 ) $170,000 $670,000 25.37%
Groundwater Agency Management System Improvements
Improvements
Santa Margarita Santa Margarita Groundwater Sustainability Plan Santa Margarita GSP Development ; $644,200 $644,200 $0 $220,000 $864,200 25.46%
Groundwater Agency Development Enhancement
Santa Rosa Plain GSA Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sustainability Agency | ¢ goc plain GsP Development G $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $0 $333,333 $1,333,333 | 25.00%
Sustainable Groundwater Planning Round 3 Project
Santa Ynez River Water Airborne Electromagnetic Survey of the WMA and Santa Ynez River Valley GSP Development and 0
Conservation District CMA of the Santa Ynez River Valley Basin Airborne Electromagnetic Survey G 2296,000 »296,000 >0 298,675 2394,675 25.00%
Sierra Valley GSP Development and Critical Programs for Efficient
Groundwater and Effective Sustainable Groundwater Sierra Valley Basin GSP Development and Critical C 42,000,000 $2,000,000 $0 $0 $2,000,000 0.00%

Management District

Management under an Adaptive Management
Approach

Programs




Management (SGM)

Sustainable Groundwater

/4 GRANT PROGRAM

Prop 1 Funds Minimum Percent
Prop 68/Prop . . .
.. . . . Recommended . Subject to Required Total Project Local
Organization Name Proposal Title Recommended Revised Award Title Notes 1 Available
Award Future Local Cost Cost Cost
Funds . .
Appropriations Share Share
Siskiyou County Flood L
Sisk County Flood Control P 68 Grant
Control and Water Plrso I&;c;zl ounty Flood tontrol Frop ran Scott, Shasta, and Butte Valley GSP Development - $1,635,000 $1,635,000 SO SO $1,635,000 0.00%
Conservation District P
. Sol Subbasin GSP Devel tand Well Sol Subbasin GSP Devel tand Well
Solano Subbasin GSA orano Subbasin evelopment and tve ofano subbasin evelopment ana ive F,G $705,000 $400,000 $305,000 $235,000 $940,000 25.00%
Installation Project Installation Project
Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency
S Valley GSA S Valley GSP Devel t G 1,000,000 1,000,000 0 333,333 1,333,333 25.009
onoma vatley Sustainable Groundwater Planning Round 3 Project onoma vatley evelopmen »1,000, »1,000, > 2333, »1,333, %
Tehama County Flood S
Control & Water Groundwater Sustainability Plan Devglopment fqr GSP De\{elopment f(?r the Red Bluff, Antelope, and i $1.499,200 $1.499 200 %0 %0 $1.499 200 0.00%
. - the Red Bluff, Antelope, and Los Molinos Subbasins Los Molinos Subbasins
Conservation District
Delta-Mendota Subbasin Suppl tal GSP
West Stanislaus 1D elta-viendota -ubbasin supplementa Delta-Mendota Subbasin GSP Development | $500,000 $500,000 $0 ) $500,000 0.00%
Development
. Draft Programmatic EIR, Groundwater Recharge . .
West Turlock Subb Sustainable G dwater PI Grant for th
est TUrockSUBBASIN | Assessment Tool, and Monitoring Wells to Support | oo o nab'e BroundwaterFianning &rant for the | $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $0 $0 $1,000,000 0.00%
GSA . Turlock Subbasin
the Turlock Subbasin GSP
Metering and Advanced Metering Infrastructure Groundwater Monitoring Well Installation Project
Westlands Water District & . & and Groundwater Sustainability Plan I $500,000 $500,000 SO SO $500,000 0.00%
Network, and Ground Elevation Benchmark Network . .
Development for the Westside Subbasin
GSP Devel t Activities in the White Wolf
White Wolf GSA Subba(sai\;e opment Activities In the ¥White Wo White Wolf Subbasin GSP Development . $513,000 $513,000 30 $171,000 $684,000 25.00%
Yuba County Wat Yuba Subbasins Sustainable G dwat
uba tounty tater uba >ubbasins sustainable broundwater Yuba Subbasins GSP Development G $1,600,400 $1,600,400 $0 $0 $1,600,400 0.00%
Agency Management Project
Five-Year Update: 2022 Alternative Groundwater . . .
VA 7 Water A Five-Y Alt tive GSP Update for L
one 7Water Agency Sustainability Plan for Livermore Valley ve-Year Alternative pdate for Livermore C $500,000 $500,000 $0 $167,000 $667,000 25.04%
(BMS) . Valley Basin
Groundwater Basin
$49,147,715 | $47,455,000 | $1,692,715
A- Applicant requested more grant funds than they were eligible. The Recommended Award is less than the Requested Amount due to an adjustment based upon previous Round 2 award for GSP development and the maximum award available as instructed in the PSP.
B- Two applications applied for funds in the same basin and were combined to maintain Round 3 eligibility.
C- Priority funding given to new applicants who have not received previous Round 2 funds.
D - Application was not sent to the program team for review due to a glitch in DWR'’s server. Application was reviewed and determined that the applicant should have received full funding requested based upon the score received.
E- Based upon a comment letter received, the program team re-evaluated the technical review as requested and determined the original score was lower than warranted based upon the scoring criteria. The recommended funding was increased as a result of the review.
F- Recommended Award reduced based upon application score and funding available.
G- The Prop 1 funds, subject to future appropriation, are the remaining funds from Round 1 and Round 2. However, these funds are not available until Fiscal Year 2021/2022. These funds, once available, will be amended into the agreement for the Awardees to access.
H - The Madera Subbasin (Subbasin) submitted their GSPs to DWR in January 2020; however, the coordination agreement for the GSPs was missing one signature and was not complete. Therefore, FAB staff does not recommend additional awards for Subbasin. The County’s Round 2 grant agreement will be closed

out without releasing the 10% retention due to the incomplete work outlined within the agreement.
|- Critically Overdrafted Basins




