Inyo-Mono IRWMP Outreach Meetings

Fall 2011
Date: 

October 17, 2011



Sub-Region:
Southern Inyo County
Location: 
Ridgecrest 

In attendance:

· See sign-in sheet
· Holly Alpert, Inyo-Mono IRWMP
· Austin McInerny, CCP/IRWMP
Substantive Issues / Existing Conditions:

· The China Lakes Naval Weapon Station and Eastern Kern RCD would like to undertake aquifer tests on three wells within the Indian Wells Valley Basin and has developed a scope of work to accomplish this, but is in need of funding. The purpose of the test is twofold: 1) to better characterize aquifer properties specifically in the transition zone between the IWV Basin and the El Paso Sub-Basin; and 2) to better characterize aquifer properties in the vicinity of the active China Lakes Naval Base water supply wells. The scope of work has been developed and funding is sought. A copy of the work plan was provided.  China Lake NAWS has developed a budget that it can provide.
· Trona and Searles Valley do not have potable water. 

· Water in College Heights is too salty to drink.

· In general, water quality throughout the Indian Wells Valley basin is patchy, and thus more testing is needed.

· China Lake NAWS has provided in-kind technical and infrastructure support in the past to area water purveyors and managers.

· Indian Wells Valley Water District has implemented several water conservation measures for its ratepayers but still needs to find an additional source of potable water.

· Extensive alfalfa and pistachio farming in region, but not clearly know as to how much water these agricultural pursuits are using. While there are many small (10-20 acre) plots currently, there are large (600-800 acre) new plots being planted now. All of these will be irrigated with groundwater. 

· Off highway vehicle (OHV) use is widespread in area, particularly around Red Rock Canyon. 

· Number of fires in canyons has increased erosion. 

· Occasional flooding in Ridgecrest can be significant (every 5-10 years). During summer monsoons, the area can receive up to a few inches of precipitation in the span of a few hours.  Water runs down from the higher elevations and floods the town of Ridgecrest and then eventually flows onto the base, where it is captured in natural playas.  Ideas included dams and holding ponds at the higher elevations in the valley and better stormwater drainage in the city.  Last big flood inundated downtown Ridgecrest and resulted in many businesses closing as they did not have flood insurance. College Heights Boulevard sees greatest impact. 
Questions from participants:

· With current budget situation, how is state going to afford any more bonds?

· To what extent will the new agricultural efforts in area affect groundwater levels and quality?

· How is increasing OHV use in desert canyons impacting water? 
Requests from participants:

· Believes Ridgecrest would benefit greatly from stormwater runoff management plan. 
· Water District and Naval Weapons Station staff agreed that detention ponds could work just west of Ridgecrest (Little Dixie and Bowman Wash are strong potential locations). 

· Suggestion that IRWMP have a table at a more public event in Ridgecrest.

· Participant recommended that East Inyokern Mutual Service District do the following:

· change the pressure system on one well to match the other well;

· drill new well or maybe drill existing well deeper; 

· increase size of storage at each well; and 

· refurbish both pump sheds.
Follow-up:

· Add Billy Foster and Larry DeGano to IRWMP email list.
Take-Home Messages: 

· Strong desire for increased knowledge on aquifers and overall groundwater situation as well as good working relationship between local government and China Lake NWS; need to consider whether or not aquifer test plan is viable project for Phase 2 IRWMP (groundwater management). 

· Drinking water in certain areas is undrinkable (water quality). 

· Water supply is an issue for Indian Wells Valley Water District. 

· Natural conditions have been degraded from increased motorized recreation as well as increased erosion resulting from recent fires (environmental quality).

· Ridgecrest and the China Lake NWS have both seen significant flood damage from isolated, but severe rain in the past. Consider whether or not flood management plan is viable project for Phase 2 IRWMP (flood protection).
Inyo-Mono IRWMP Outreach Meetings
Fall 2011
Date: 

October 19, 2011



Sub-Region:
Eastern Mono County
Location: 
Benton Community Center
In attendance:

· Hammil Resident (see sign-in sheet)
· Holly Alpert, Inyo-Mono IRWMP
· Janet Hatfield, Inyo-Mono IRWMP

· Austin McInerny, CCP/IRWMP
Substantive Issues / Existing Conditions:
· Large flood approximately 20 years ago caused serious problems for Hammil residents. 
· Irrigation and drainage ditches appear to always be clogged. 

· Believes that all Hammil residents are on own groundwater and yet no one knows what one another is doing with their water.  The minimum parcel size in Hammil is 10 acres.
· Hammil resident’s ranch has its own groundwater wells with high-quality water.  She thinks that Chalfant and Hammil Valleys have high quality water; is not so sure about Benton, where there is less agriculture.  Crops that are grown locally include alfalfa, garlic, and potatoes.  
· The communities of Chalfant, Hammil, and Benton are all very different and it is difficult to have a conversation regarding water with residents. East and west side of Chalfant is very different as well and there is animosity between two areas. 
Questions from participants:

· Who is in charge of keeping the irrigation ditches clean and free-flowing?
Requests from participants:

· Believes the IRWMP effort is a good idea and requests that staff reach out to local school principal and others to inform them of activities. 
Follow-up: 

· Try to contact Cindy Kintz and husband Loren in Benton as they are recommended as good contacts to help with outreach.  She is on the Tri-Valley Groundwater Board.
· Stephen Childs is the principal at Benton School and he may be a good contact. 

Take-Home Messages: 

· Suspicion of DWR and overall process is strong (human/institutional).

· Concerns over groundwater and potential over exploitation of groundwater resources (groundwater management). 

Note: 

· Tri-Valley Groundwater Task Force convened in the same location as IRWMP staff was breaking down materials and members expressed serious dissatisfaction with California Proposition 50 and 84 and expressed anger with any attempt to “take” or “monitor” groundwater levels in the area. Supervisor Hazard was in attendance as well, but did not convey anything. IRWMP materials were left for folks to review. 
Inyo-Mono IRWMP Outreach Meetings

Fall 2011
Date: 

October 20, 2011


Sub-Region:
Northern Mono County
Location: 
Coleville High School
In attendance:

· See sign-in sheets

· Bruce Woodworth, Central Sierra RC&D
· Dan Jenkins, Eastern Sierra Unified School District

· Mark Drew, Inyo-Mono IRWMP

· Holly Alpert, Inyo-Mono IRWMP

· Austin McInerny, CCP/IRWMP
Substantive Issues / Existing Conditions:

· Uranium levels in water slightly exceed California standards, but not federal and, thus, school district is prevented from offering drinking water to students. Plan is in place to address this and project has been funded as part of IRWMP Phase 1.  Dan Jenkins provided a tour of the planned project site.
· Forest Service fees have skyrocketed for leased in-holdings near Twin Lakes and many owners are abandoning properties.

· 1997 flooding in Antelope Valley caused problems. 

· Old water related infrastructure needs repair.

· West Walker River has increasing amounts of sediment. 
· Arsenic levels are high in Bridgeport water supply. 

· In Walker, most residents are on individual wells and water quality is generally good.

· Very difficult to provide adequate emergency water for use in case of fire in Coleville and Walker. The minimum required water flow rates are in excess of what local area is able to provide without additional new storage. Valley has elevated insurance costs due to lack of water for fire protection.  Volunteer fire protection provided for area that is 36 square miles. 
· Sewer line infrastructure issues in Bridgeport. Approximately 230 water hook-ups in Bridgeport with about ½ on sewer. Fees are approximately $142/month for sewer and $62/month for water. Current system charges flat fee irrespective of amount of water used.
· Desire for understanding more about aquifers in region. 

· Tension between Bridgeport and Mammoth Lakes particularly related to jobs moving from north to southern portion of Mono County. Bridgeport is being drained of all its jobs as folks move to Mammoth Lakes. 

· Sporadic arsenic pockets in both northern valleys. No apparent phosphates or biological contaminants, however. 

· A number of local wells are producing water with elevated temperatures. Challenge is to cool water so that it is usable in homes. 

· Nearly 1000 acres being irrigated by sprinklers with over 14,000 acres of alfalfa in valley; result is that Yerington Lake is drying up.
· Many natural springs in area from Coleville School to Topaz Lake. 

· River restoration potential on Parker Ranch property. Channels on property are currently filled with willows, but could provide fish habitat. 

· The Big Slough Agricultural Diversion Dam on the West Walker is 80+ years old and is in disrepair.  Either a large water event or small water event could further damage it and/or remove it completely.  It currently provides irrigation capability to about 10,000 acres.  

· Winter of 1996-97 produced terrible flooding on lands between Larson Lane and Cunningham Lane. Family has lost over 200 acres to flooding in area. Need for serious bank stabilization in area (approximately 14 million cubic yards of dirt moved through system). South of Larson Lane is worst area. Multiple landowners have lost land and sheriff declared area an emergency in order to allow heavy equipment in. Area used to be used by blue herons and cottonwoods, but best habitat has been washed downstream. FEMA investigated, but took no action. $100,000 estimate from Granite Construction to come in and remove sediment. Area is approximately 1,000 square acres over 3 miles of stream bank. 
Questions from participants:
· What “strings” might exist with any grants received through IRWMP effort?
· What is quality of fishery habitat in Walker Valley?

· How much land is under Williamson Act in area?

· While it appears that there are opportunities for increased water saving efficiencies, concern regarding the political challenges of trying to install meters. 
· How might the Bridgeport PUD reduce its approximately $6,000/month electricity bill? 

· How to develop more water storage for fire-fighting purposes?

· How much water is passing through the Antelope Valley Water District each year? 

· Nearly 1000 acres being irrigated by sprinklers with over 14,000 acres of alfalfa in valley; result is that Yerington Lake is drying up.
Requests from participants:
· Make contact with Bridgeport Public Utilities District (PUD) manager to discuss issues. If unresponsive, suggestion was made to discuss with PUD board members. 
· Contact NRCS in Minden, Nevada to secure aerial photos going back to 1970’s of valley for use in potential stream bank stabilization effort. 
Follow-up: 
· Conduct outreach to Walker Irrigation District representatives.  
· Consider whether or not flood management plan is viable project for Phase 2 IRWMP.

· Consider whether or not additional water storage for fire protection is viable project for Phase 2 IRWMP.
· Michael Curti to contact neighboring landowners along stream to discuss potential for jointly supported stream restoration effort. 

Take-Home Messages: 

· Diversion repair (infrastructure-tied directly to livelihoods as opposed to simply water delivery for domestic use) is a high priority (private property protection and water quality).

· Challenges are primarily in the form of funding and building/securing agreement among landowners (human capacity/constraints) subject to and potential beneficiaries to improved diversion.  
· High levels of arsenic and uranium an issue in certain areas (water quality). 

· Lack of human and financial resources to secure funding (proposal writing).
· Desire to implement and manage water infrastructure projects, particularly to help fire fighting response and to lower homeowner insurance (human, financial and infrastructure constraints).
· Concerns over groundwater and potential over exploitation of groundwater resources (groundwater-lack of knowledge and overdraft concern). 

· Human constraint associated with completing permitting process (human constraint).
· Permitting would need to be completed for diversion work. Fisheries and habitat protection for Walker River (Environment/Habitat health)
· Water quality both in the Virginia Lakes and Bridgeport area is suspect. 

· Antiquated infrastructure, particularly in Virginia Lakes-has imminent needs-big challenge with their current ability (human capacity) to secure funding and the limited time during the year to actually conduct upgrades.

· Overall lack of understanding of aquifers and groundwater connectivity (groundwater management). 
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