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Charge to Develop the Strategy

Oregon’s House Bill 3369 (2009)
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...quality, quantity & ecosystem needs
...today and in the future

. Partner with water quality, T

BALT6, B41T10, GaLTES, 541730, E41.T40, B4LTES, 5iLTTN, E41.T85, h4L B33, B4LBIE and G4l B0
rapaaling OHE B41.755; appropelating monay; and docliring an emorgency.

- N = L Whasaus the western Unidd States |5 peojociod to axparionte substantial popalation geowin this
Is & WI I e a rlcu ture ey, Incuding an sdditienal one millin prope in Cecgen bafos B0I0; and

’ ’ Whasaas cimabe change Is apecied fo alker the Hming and form of peecipliaiion in Osegon; eod

Whasas surfam waler is almost completnly allocated aceoss Osogon during memmes months,

. - granid wites lovals have coclined peccipitously in sowseal aseas and the hydeclogical coancctinn

aiwoin surlim Witor mnd ground wadse Lovals IS signincant; and
other a encles trlbes Wharaas Omagon maads bo dewlep an integratod statew ide wakr managmant plan bo sddass
’ ’ axisting and lkaly fitirs In-sbraam and gub-of-siraam demands oo Onagon's wakr suppliss and

Wharaas hiwing cocsdinated plans and programs bo nddross in.siream and out-of-siroem waler
naads will make Osogon o moss Hkaly secipat of fodeeal Inwstmonls and ghro Orogon sbrongmse

u
standing in Intossiate waler disputos; and
S a e 0 e rs U I c Whastas waker 15 o valuable ecenomds commodity; and
J Whasils witer towlopment projects can be designod to siomltanooesly bonofib commescial da-

valopment, the mabernd covircnment and ihe Asoil sesponsbdlitie s of the stat; end

Whaszas it is the pollcy of the Waler Fosourms Depirtment to deactly addsoss Osagon’s wais
siepply meeds and io ssbose mnd prolect stscam flows and walershads; and

Whasas b 15 dasieabk thai ihe Waks Hosowroos Doperkmont and e Walke Hosnerces Com-
mission have gronler asthreity to dsmie loans and gaanls to pubdic and pevai bodos, Indian teibes
and others for ihe pespose of developing projecis that will ensere the avalality of a siflickent and
sustainable waler supply bto mool Oregon’s curenl and fichere wake mods and

]
' ' l Wharaas laan and grent moneys for doveloping projects that ensar o suflickat and sustalnabls
b Account for co Ing watar supply must to sdminidesd i o prodent and fsolly scand monner and used expoditioasly;
and
Whassas wiatar dewalopment peojcls thal daliver mutunl Bemfils e wale wsors, the envirm-
mant and the fizcad conditien of ihis stade should o Nendad of Ananced wilh public dollees; and
p re S S U re s Whasais all wates within Osagon belengs to the public pursuant to low; now, ihoralnns,

Ba It Enncied by the People of the Stite of (regom

ADDIRG




Oregon’s Integrated Water Resources Strategy

Adopted in August 2012

Serves as Oregon’s blueprint for meeting
instream and out-of-stream needs

Covers 13 issue areas

Contains more than 40 recommended actions



IWRS Framework

Goal 2: Improve Cur Understanding of Oregon’s Water Resources Goal 1 (continued)

Understand Water Resources Today & OBJECTIVES * Understand Instream and Out-of-5tream Needs

Further Understand Limited Water Supplies & Systems

(groundwater, surfzce water and their interaction) Further Diefine Out-of-Stream Meeds | Demands

CRITICAL - {i.e., diverted water)

Improve Water Cuality & Further Understand Our ISSLES

. - P Further Defing Instream MNesds [ Demands
‘Water Quantity Information Water Management |nstitutions (e tefte e H

o 3 5 ! Understanding Oregon's Instream Mesds/Demands
z3. Update long-term water demand forecasts L 338. Determine flows needed (guality & quantity) to
zb. Improve water-use measurement & reporting SUpport instream needs LU

Recommended Action 9.A. T e
\pdate Oregon’s water-relatad permitting guide

Undertake Place-Based Integrated

Wate r Reso u rces P I a n n i ng Goal 2: Meet Oregon's Water Resource Meeds

Lhdu’slindthe E- I " Meet Oregon’s Instream and Out-of-5tream Needs

- ‘Water Managament
Economic Development il
lop! Water & Enargy Nexus Water & Lano Place-Based Efforts B Development
Population Growth Climata Change Infrastructura Education & Outreach “wEcosystems  Public Health Funding
Place-3ased Efforts Healthy Frosystems
2 Water-Enargy The Water and Land Use Nexus g&. Undertake place-based integrated, 113, Improve w:temhed hiealth, resiiency, and
4a. Analyze the effects on water from energy 63. Improve integration of water Information into land use . . - capacity for natura m.agg !
development projects & policies L planning (& vice versa) i : i - " - - -
. Take atvantage of evistng infrastructereto.  6b. Update state agency coordination plans S e T o Draventand radate mossve pecen.
d?uelop h"’"‘!"’: ?ft”'c_lpo.“' . Sc. Encourage low-impact development practices L gC. Partner with faderal agencies, tribes, and aad. Protect and restore instream habitat and
4 P DI:'HJTE st at.'gl.s_t aILI;I:IErEESE. ntegrate neighbaring states in long-term water resources habitat access for fish & wildlife
energy & water savings managament
= =
7a. Develop and upgrade water & wastewater infrastructure RECOMMENDED "
7b. Encourage regienal (sub-basin) approaches to water and . = :
: : : ater Management & Davalopmeant 8 re mha safety or on =r
5d. Support continued basin-scale climate change wastewater systems = ACTIONS " Mater ManEf e.'nert - Da.alc_ '"e!“ ui Ensure the safery of Qregon's drinking watz
research efforts (L1 203, Improve water-use efficiency and water 1zb. Reduce the use of and exposure to toxics and
- 8 conservatien L other pollutants
sb- r"“::i:;‘::c;::g:l?j;ﬁ"ge adaptation and . aob. Improve access to built storage L 12, Implement water guality pollution control plans
esilia 2 Education and Qutreach : = i
. . a0C. Encourage additional water reuse projects LU
8a. Support Oregon’s K-a= environmental literacy plan id meach erg\.lir{n'rlertal autcames WE..I -
. . 8b. Prowi de_aduc:‘tlonaa'ld train Efnr Oregon’s next non- ragulatery altematives L Funding .
! . g!ﬂernattlon of water EEEEH;_ - 208, Authorze and fund a water supply development 133. Fund development & implementation of Oregon's IWRS
(See Actions 2.A. and 3.A.) C. Promote community education and traming program azb. Fund water resourcas management at the state lavel

opportunities L

€. Fund communities needing feasbility studies for water
8d. Identify engoing water-related research neads L = 3 iy

CONServation, storage, and reuse projects

KEY: L Ongoing need for spplied resesrch



A Working Definition

Place-Based Integrated Water Resources Planning

A collaborative process that brings together various sectors and
community interests to work toward the common purpose of maintaining
healthy water resources to meet the needs of Oregonians and the
environment.

The plan itself should serve as a blueprint for meeting both instream and
out-of-stream needs, taking into account water quantity, water quality, and
ecosystem needs.

Meeting water needs should be considered within the context of specific
watersheds, accounting for the hydrological, geological, biological, climatic,
socio-economic, cultural, legal, and political conditions of a community.



Our Foundation - What We Know Already

Oregon’s Place-Based IWRM Plans should:

Recognize the public interest in water

Maintain state authorities and responsibilities for management of water resources;
plans must comply with existing state laws and requirements

Include a meaningful process for public involvement, with public meetings
Include balanced representation of all interests

Be integrated, addressing instream and out-of-stream needs, including water
quantity, water quality, and ecosystem needs

Account for groundwater and surface water (e.g., interaction)

Delineate and describe local population centers, key industries, and listed fish
species, among many other factors that influence the use and management of water

2012 IWRS, p. 80-81



Examining Regional or Local Planning Approaches

Developed a Discussion Paper & Draft Guidelines
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Legend
IRWM Plan Status
In Process
Adopted under Prop 50 Guidelines

Adopled under Prop 84 Guidelines

No IRWM Region
* = Currently updating IRWM plan

California IRWM

Texas Regional Planning

Washington Watershed Planning



Examining Regional or Local Planning Approaches

= Many differences and similarities, of course

* Focus of Discussion Paper & Questions

Establishing Planning Boundaries
Governance Agreements & Structure
Stakeholder & Public Involvement
Planning Content Requirements
Instream Needs

Water Quality Needs

Integration of Other Planning Efforts
Adoption of Plans

State Level Review Process

10. State Agency Roles

11. Funding for Planning & Projects

W oM Yt > b



1. Setting Planning Boundaries

California — 48 groups

Local groups self-select
Delineate own boundaries
No size criteria
Region/group formation must
be “accepted” by state to be
eligible for grant funding.
Some state requirements:
must be contiguous & local
agency involvement

48 groups w/ 37 adopted
plans

Texas -16 regions

16 regions delineated by the

Texas Water Development
Board, considering:

River basin, aquifer
boundaries
Development patterns
Existing planning areas
Political sub-divisions

e Boundaries can be
reviewed/updated every 5
years

Wa;hington — 36 units

62 WRIA’s formalized in 1971,
watershed based

Developed jointly by natural
resource state agencies
Updated in 1998 & 2000
Planning units may constitute
1 or more WRIA's

36 planning units today



2.

California

Must include 3 or more local
agencies, 2 must have
statutory authority over
water supply or mgt.

Local governing bodies must
sign a written agreement

STATE ROLE:

State agencies offer technical
assistance, not members of
planning groups; hands-off
Beginning “plan review
process”

Role of Planning Partners

Texas

e 12 interest groups must be
represented, specified in Texas
Administrative Code

e Must delegate a political sub-
division to administer planning
process

STATE ROLE:

e 3 state agencies act as ex-
officio members

* Plans reviewed/adopted by
Texas Water Development Board

—

i Washingfon

e First move made by
“Initiating Governments,”
defined as:

e All counties

e Largest city or town

e Largest water supplier
* Tribes must be invited

STATE ROLE:

e Dept. of Ecology sits at the
table, no veto power

 Review plans, send approval
letters



3. Funding Plans & Projects

—

California Texas o Washington

Big Grant Incentives! Divided & Primarily Loans Phased Approach

e $500 million (Prop 50, 2002) ¢ Planning funds divided among 1. Organizing ($50K)

» $1 billion (Prop. 84, 2006) regions, based on relative share of :

e $300 million (Prop 1E, 2006) water users and providers. ($13- 2. Assessing ($200K)
15M total, per planning cycle) 3. Planning ($250K)

* Used for planning or 4. Implementation

implementation * Regional plans identify projects; ($400K over 5 years)

state then evaluates projects for

e Competitive funding inclusion in State Water Plan  Competitive funding

* Projects must be consistent ¢ Project funding primarily through
with an adopted IRWM Plan loans



Sample Workshop Discussion Questions

#1: The Value of Place-Based Planning
e What can place-based planning accomplish in Oregon that cannot already be
accomplished today?

#2: Setting Boundaries

e How prescriptive should the state of Oregon be in organizing the borders and
composition of groups?

e Should the entire state be partitioned into state-defined regions, or should
Oregon allow self-selection, similar to California?

#3 and #11: Role of Local Partners & State Agencies
e Who should act as the convenor?
e What role should state agencies play?

#12: Funding of Projects

e What type of funding would be needed?

e Should a properly formed planning unit and plan be a pre-requisite for state
funding of water resources projects?



Comment Opportunities

 Hosting 20-25 workshops
e Taking public comment through June 30

e Water Resources Commission on May 29

Opportunities to Share Your Thoughts

We want your help in shaping Oregon’s approach to place-based planning. Any comments,
suggestions, or input we receive from you are important to this process. If your organization
is interested in hosting a workshop discussion, please contact us. Public comments can also
be sent directly to waterstrategy(@wrd.state.or.us or to the address listed below. Comments

will be accepted through Monday, June 30, 2014.




