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-e"f IR WMP Grant ng?'am Round 2 Awards

',On behalf' of twenty-nme pubhc agencles actlve]y prepar tng an Integrated Reglonal Water S
o -Management Plan (IRWMP), the staff of the Santa Barbara. County Water Agency subiits these B
©. . - comments regarding ehglblhty for Prop 50 Round 2 ﬁmdmg, and we request aresponse, A - Co K
R smu]ar letter is bemg sent to Ms. Tracie B]llmgton at. DWR and. Ms Sheila Farahnak ‘at SWRCB !
o ‘but we are also wrltmg dnrectly to- you m lfght of the unportance of th:s 1ssue o : e

S 3 has comie to our attention that there ;s actxve iobbymg bemg .undertaken by sevcra] Step 2

= applicants whe were not- successful in. obtammg Round 1 fundmg These spurned appltcants are
recommendmg that SWRCB and DWR hmlt access to Round:2 iundmg to only those apphcants o
-thiat ‘were asked to Submlt in. Step 2 Roind 1.- We: strongly object to any stich hmltatron LT
o espeelally in light of our active: coordmatlon among 29 agencies- spendlng our own local money to
R develop an IRWMP m conformance wu:h State—rssued guldance S ‘

RIS

SEPE We urge the SW'RCB and DWR'to adhere to: your ewn ]RWM Grant Program Gutdelmes -
L (Gurdehnes) issued November 2004 by DWR and. SWRCB In.those Guidelines, two fundmg
" cycles were established, each’ with open competlt:on for the IRWMP Implementatlon Grants
i funds from Chapter 8 ofProposrtron 50 ' i S S

- 'The adopted Guldehnes are Very clear that the process for Round 2 is to be yan open and
AR competltwe one The Guldehnes were, deliberated upon for two years prior to their- releasc in -
72004. All stakehoiders had'the opportumty durmg that tlme penod to: Welgh inonthe -
’approach to competition- for Round 2. At that time, the- concept of limiting access to Round 2

- fundm 10, Roundll ra "'hcants Was con51dered and relected‘ Nothmg has. chan ged since then
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except that those who did not receive Round 1 funding are understandably disappointed they did
not receive funding and therefore are making a case for an advantage in the Round 2 process.

Many regions from throughout the state have been investing countless hours and millions of
dollars to prepare for the Round 2 grant process. For many sound reasons, not all those regions
competed in Round 1 of the Implementation Grant process, while others who competed
unsuccessfully are now in a different state of readiness. It would be an egregious act to take any
action that would give an advantage to any region for Round 2. When applications for Round 2
are submitted later this year, the quality of each application should speak for itself.

Proposition 50 TRWMP Guidelines are clear that bond funds are to be granted during two rounds
of funding. This two-part process motivates other regions to engage in 1ntegrat:ng planning,
which is the goal of the Proposition Chapter 8 process. Limiting the participation in Round 2 to a
small number of regions is not in the interest of increasing participation in integrated regional
planning in California or getting bond funding to regions with worthy IRWM Plans and project
implementation plans. And at a more fundamental level changing the rules in the middle of this
process would be unfair,

- Santa Barbara County urges SWRCB and DWR to keep the Proposiﬁon Chapter 8 Round 2

funding process an open and competitive one. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Robert B. Almy, Mangger
Santa Barbara County Water Agency




