A County of Inyo
h%e“é Board of Supervisors

Board of Supervisors Room
County Administrative Center
224 North Edwards
Independence, California

All members of the public are encouraged to participate in the discussion of any items on the Agenda. Anyone wishing to speak, please obtain a card from the Board Clerk and
indicate each item you would like to discuss. Return the completed card to the Board Clerk before the Board considers the item (s) upon which you wish to speak. You will be
allowed to speak about each item before the Board takes action on it.

Any member of the public may also make comments during the scheduled “Public Comment" period on this agenda concerning any subject related to the Board of Supervisors or
County Govemment. No card needs to be submitted in order to speak during the “Public Comment” period.

Public Notices: (1) In Compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance fo participate in this meeting please contact the Clerk of the Board at
(760) 878-0373. (28 CFR 35.102-35.104 ADA Title Il). Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will enable the County to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility
to this meeting. Should you because of a disability require appropriate alternative formatting of this agenda, please nofify the Clerk of the Board 72 hours prior to the mesting to
enable the County to make the agenda available in a reasonable altemative format. (Government Code Section 54954.2). (2) If a writing, that is a public record relating to an
agenda item for an open session of a regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors, is distributed less than 72 hours prior to the meeting, the writing shall be available for public
inspection at the Office of the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, 224 N. Edwards, Independence, California and is available per Government Code § 54957.5(b)(1).

Note: Historically the Board does break for lunch, the timing of a lunch break is made at the discretion of the Chairperson and at the Board's convenience.

June 24, 2014

8:30 a.m. 1. PUBLIC COMMENT

CLOSED SESSION

2. PERSONNEL [Pursuant to Government Code §54957] - Public Employee Performance Evaluation -
Title — County Administrative Officer.

3. CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATOR (Pursuant to Government Code §54957.6) — Instructions to
Negotiators re: wages, salaries and benefits — Title: County Administrative Officer — Negotiator — as
designated by the Board of Supervisors.

4. CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATOR (Pursuant to Government Code §54957.6) — Instructions to
Negotiators re: wages, salaries and benefits — Title: IHSS — Negotiators: Jean Turner, Director of Health and
Human Services, Sue Dishion, Deputy Personnel Director, Employer of Records, Ann Parkinson Noda and
Bill May.

5. CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATOR [Pursuant to Government Code §54957.6] - Instructions to
Negotiators re: wages, salaries and benefits - Employee Organization: Deputy Sheriffs Association (DSA) -
Negotiators: County Administrative Officer, Kevin Carunchio, Sr. Deputy County Administrator Pam Hennarty,
Deputy Personnel Director, Sue Dishion, and Information Services Director, Brandon Shults.

6. CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATOR [Pursuant to Government Code §54957.6] - Instructions to
Negotiators re: wages, salaries and benefits - Employee Organization: Elected Officials Assistant Association
(EOAA) — Negotiators - County Administrative Officer, Kevin Carunchio, Sr. Deputy County Administrator,
Pam Hennarty, Deputy Personnel Director, Sue Dishion, and Information Services Director, Brandon Shults.

7. CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATOR [Pursuant to Government Code §54957.6] - Instructions to
Negotiators re: wages, salaries and benefits - Employee Organization: Inyo County Correctional Officers
Association (ICCOA) — Negotiators - County Administrative Officer, Kevin Carunchio, Sr. Deputy County
Administrator, Pam Hennarty, Deputy Personnel Director, Sue Dishion, and Information Services Director,
Brandon Shults.

8. CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATOR [Pursuant to Government Code §54957.6] - Instructions to
Negotiators re: wages, salaries and benefits - Employee Organization: Inyo County Correctional Officers
Association (ICPPOA) — Negotiators - County Administrative Officer, Kevin Carunchio, Sr. Deputy County
Administrator, Pam Hennarty, Deputy Personnel Director, Sue Dishion, and Information Services Director,
Brandon Shults.
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9. CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATOR [Pursuant to Government Code §54957.6] - Instructions to
Negotiators re: wages, salaries and benefits - Employee Organization: ICEA - Negotiators - County
Administrative Officer, Kevin Carunchio, Sr. Deputy County Administrator, Pam Hennarty, Deputy Personnel
Director, Sue Dishion, and Information Services Director, Brandon Shults.

10. CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATOR [Pursuant to Government Code §54957.6] - Instructions to
Negotiators re: wages, salaries and benefits - Employee Organization: Law Enforcement Administrators’
Association (LEAA) - Negotiators: - County Administrative Officer, Kevin Carunchio, Sr. Deputy County

Administrator,

Pam Hennarty, Deputy Personnel Director, Sue Dishion, and Information Services Director,

Brandon Shults.

OPEN SESSION

10:00 a.m.  PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

1.

12.

13.

REPORT ON CLOSED SESSION AS REQUIRED BY LAW.
PUBLIC COMMENT

COUNTY DEPARTMENT REPORTS (Reports limited to two minutes)

CONSENT AGENDA (Approval recommended by the County Administrator)

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

Board of Supervisors AGENDA

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

Advertising County Resources - Request approval of a $3,500 final payment to the Lone
Pine Chamber of Commerce for the Wild Wild West Marathon; and a $4,000 final payment to
the Bishop Area Chamber of Commerce and Visitors Bureau for the Blake Jones Trout Derby,
both of which are 2013-14 Community Project Sponsorship Grant projects.

Personnel — Request Board approve a resolution titled “A Resolution of the Board of
Supervisors, County of Inyo, State of California, Rescinding Resolution 2003-23, Fixing the
Employer’'s and Employees' Medical and Hospital Care Act.”

CLERK-RECORDER

Elections — Request Board issue an order accepting the Statement of All Votes Cast at the
Statewide Direct Primary Election held June 3, 2014 and declare elected those offices under
their jurisdiction for this election, and declare passed or failed those measures under their
jurisdiction for this election, according to the number of votes for each as shown on the
Statement of All Votes Cast.

Behavioral Health Serv. — Request approval of Amendment No. 1 to the Contract between
the County of Inyo and Casa Pacifica Center for Children and Families for the provision of
mental health services, increasing the amount of the Contract by $15,000 to a total not to
exceed $45,000, for the period of July 1, 2013 through June 30, 2014; and authorize the
Chairperson to sign.

Behavioral Health Serv. — Request approval of the FY 2013/2014 V.2 Amended Negotiated
Net Amount Contract with the State of California Department of Alcohol and Drug Programs
and the Department of Health Care Services Contract #12-89208 AO2 with a FY 2013-14
increase of $4,256 for a total amount of $1,705,826; and authorize the Chairperson to sign.

Behavioral Health Serv. — Request approval of the Contract between the County of Inyo and
Merced Behavioral Health Center for residential placement for adults in a locked facility in an
amount not to exceed $35,000 for the period of July 1, 2014 through June 30, 2015; contingent
upon the Board's adoption of a FY 2014-15 budget; and authorize the Chairperson to sign.

EMS —~ Request approval of the extensions to the Contracts with the Olancha Fire Department,

Symons Emergency Specialties, Inc., and Lone Pine Volunteer Fire Department through June
30, 2015; and authorize the Chairperson to sign.
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21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

Board of Supervisors AGENDA

EMS - Request approval of the following contracts for projects to be funded through the
Emergency Medical Services Trust Fund #505107, in the amounts designated, for a total
amount not to exceed $46,533.55, and authorize the Chairperson to sign: A) $9,300 to the
Independence Volunteer Fire Department for the purchase of emergency response and
training equipment; B) $9,300 to the Olancha Cartago Fire Department for the purchase of
emergency response equipment; C) $9,381.60 to the Lone Pine Volunteer Fire Department for
the purchase of emergency response and training equipment; D) $9,381.60 to the Big Pine Fire
Protection District for the purchase of emergency response and training equipment, E)
$9,170.35 to the Southern Inyo Fire Protection District for training and equipment.

Inyo First Five Commission — Request approval of the Contract between the County of Inyo
and Inyo County Superintendent of Schools Child Development Division for child development
services in an amount not to exceed $31,500 for the period of July 1, 2014 through June 30,
2015, contingent upon the Board's approval of the FY 2014-15 budget; and authorize the
Chairperson to sign.

Inyo First Five Commission — Request approval of the Contract between the County of Inyo
and Discovery Point Preschool for child development services in an amount not to exceed
$17,500 for the period of July 1, 2014 through June 30, 2015, contingent upon the Board’s
approval of a FY 2014-15 budget; and authorize the Chairperson to sign.

Inyo First Five Commission — Request approval of the Contract between the County of Inyo
and Lone Pine Unified School District for child health development and family strengthening
services in an amount not to exceed $20,000 for the period of July 2, 2014 through June 30,
2015, contingent upon the Board's adoption of a FY 2014-15 budget; and authorize the
Chairperson to sign.

PLANNING

Request Board designate Hydrodynamics Group, LLC., as a sole-source independent
contractor; and approve the Contract between the County of Inyo and Hydrodynamics Group,
LLC, for the provisions of technical expertise in the review and evaluation of the DOE SEIS and
any updates to the 2009 report titled “Analysis of Post Closure Groundwater impacts for a
Geologic Repository for the Disposal of Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-Level Radioactive Waste
for Yucca Mountain, Nye County, Nevada,” in an amount not to exceed $20,000 for the period
of July 1, 2014 through June 30, 2016; and authorize the Chairperson to sign.

Request approval of Amendment No. 5 to the Contract between the County of Inyo and PCR
Services Corporation to extend the Contract date from June 30, 2014 to June 30, 2015; and
authorize the Chairperson to sign.

PROBATION

Request Board declare Seimens Industry, Inc., a sole-source contractor for maintenance of fire
suppression equipment; and approve the Contract between the County of Inyo and Siemens
Industry, Inc., for the provision of a semi-annual inspection and maintenance of equipment
services, in an amount not to exceed $14,040 for the period of July 1, 2014 through June 30,
2016, with an option to extend to three years, contingent upon the Board’s adoption of future
budgets; and authorize the Chairperson to sign.

Request Board declare Dr. Andersen as a sole-source contractor and approve the Contract
between the County of inyo and Dr. Keith Andersen for the provision of professional services to
the Inyo County Probation Department — Juvenile Institutions for the period of July 1, 2014
through June 30, 2015, in an amount not to exceed $50,000, contingent upon the Board's
adoption of a FY 2014-15 budget; and authorize the Chairperson to sign.

PUBLIC WORKS
Request Board approve a resolution accepting the improvements for the HVAC Upgrade

Project at the Inyo County Water Department Building and authorize the recording of a Notice
of Completion for the Project.
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DEPARTMENTAL (To be considered at the Board's convenience)

30. COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR - Request Board discuss the City of Bishop’s invitation to join in a TUT Ballot
Measure.

31. CLERK OF THE BOARD - Request approval of the minutes of the June 10, 2014 Board of Supervisors
Meeting.

TIMED ITEMS (ltems will not be considered before scheduled time)

11:00a.m. 32. WATER DEPARTMENT - Request Board A) review and consider the information contained in
the “Addendum to the Environmental Impact Report — Water from the Owens Valley to Supply
the Second Los Angeles Aqueduct, 1970 to 1990 and 1990 Onward, Pursuant to the Long Term
Groundwater Management Plan (SCH #1989080705, Certified October 15, 1991) (Addendum)
which has been prepared and adopted by the City of Los Angeles Department of Water and
Power; B) adopt the Addendum; and C) approve the “Proposed Resolution of the Blackrock 94
Dispute” as recommended by the Inyo/Los Angeles Standing Committee.

1:30 p.m. 33. HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES - Inyo County-Growing Older, Living With Dignity —
Request Board continue the workshop from June 17, 2014, for additional discussion on program
services.

WORKSHOPS AND PRESENTATIONS (To be considered at the Board's convenience)

34. CHILD SUPPORT SERVICES - Request Board conduct a workshop on the services provided
by the Child Support Services Department.

35. COUNTY COUNSEL - Request Board conduct a workshop on the Brown Act.
CORRESPONDENCE - ACTION

BOARD MEMBERS AND STAFF REPORTS

COMMENT (Portion of the Agenda when the Board takes comment from the public and County staff)
36. PUBLIC COMMENT

CORRESPONDENCE - INFORMATIONAL

37. ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH - Proposition 65 report of a possible fuel leak at the site of a traffic accident at
Buckley Ponds Slough.

Board of Supervisors AGENDA 4 June 24, 2014



For Clerk's Use Only:
AGENDA NUMBER
AGENDA REQUEST FORM
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS /|
COUNTY OF INYO /

X Consent  [IDepartmental  [JCorrespondence Action  [] Public Hearing

7] Scheduled Time for [] Closed Session [ Informational

FROM: Jon Klusmire, Museum Services Administrator

FOR THE BOARD MEETING OF: June 24, 2014

SUBJECT: Final County of Inyo Community Project Sponsorship Grant Presentations and Payments to the Lone Pine
Chamber of Commerce for successfully completing a 2013-14 CPSP grant project, the Wild Wild West Marathon, and to
the Bishop Area Chamber of Commerce & Visitors Bureau for the 2013 Blake Jones Trout Derby.

DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATION: Request your Board approve final payments to the Lone Pine
Chamber of Commerce for $3,500 for the 2014 Wild Wild West Marathon and to the Bishop Area Chamber of Commerce
and Visitors Bureau for $4,000 for the 2014 Blake Jones Trout Derby. Both are 2013-14 Community Project Sponsorship
Grant projects funded from the 2013-2014 Advertising County Resources budget, 011400.

SUMMARY DISCUSSION: The Lone Pine Chamber of Commerce”was awarded a FY 2013-14 County of Inyo
Community Project Sponsorship Grant in the amount of $7,000 in December 2013 to help sponsor the 36" annual Wild
Wild West Marathon, held May 3, 2014. Great weather greeted the 164 runners, which was a slight drop from last year's
race. Typically, about half the entrants were from Inyo County, a testament to the size of the local running community.
The out-of-area runners usually spend several days in the area before and after the race, and also bring a support team,
espeically if they are running the 50K race or 26-plus mile Marthon, which further enhances the economic impact of the
event. Community support for the event is extemely strong, with volunteers handling most of the race-day chores, from
aid stations to the finish line.

After contracts were finalized, half the grant funds ($3,500) were disbursed to the Chamber. The Chamber has provided
staff with sufficient documentation of acceptable expenses for reimbursement for a final payment of $3,500 and also
provided evidence that Inyo County was prominently mentioned as a sponsor of the event in ads and other promotional
material.

The Bishop Chamber of Commerce was awarded a FY 2013-14 County of Inyo Community Project Sponsorship Grant in
the amount of $8,000 in December of 2013 to help sponsor the 2014 Blake Jones Trout Derby at Pleasant Valley
Reservoir and the Owens River. After contracts were finalized, half the grant funds ($4,000) were disbursed to the
Chamber. The Chamber has provided staff with sufficient documentation of acceptable expenses for reimbursement for
the remaining $4,000 in grant funding. The Chamber also provided ample evidence that Inyo County was prominently
mentioned as a sponsor of the event in ads and other promotional material '

On March 15, 2014, about 690 anglers registered for the derby, which is about 7.6 percent higher than in 2013,
organizers said. About 79 percent of the derby participants came from outside the County. Weather and fishing conditions
were excellent, with plenty of well-stocked waters. There was extensive media coverage before and after this well-
established, 47" annual derby. Besides fish, anglers took home approximately $10,000 in prizes donated by the
businesses that co-sponsored the event. More than 30 volunteers provide critical, and friendly staffing at the event. This
is a great kick-off to the trout season, organizers noted.

ALTERNATIVES: The Board could deny the requests.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT: County Administrator's Office, Auditor/Controller.

FINANCING: The the Community Project Sponsorship Program is part of the Advertising County Resources budget
and is financed from the General Fund. Funds for these grants have been budgeted in FY 2013-14 Advertising County
Resources Budget (011400), Professional Services (5265).



Agenda Request
Page 2

APPROVALS

COUNTY COUNSEL: AGREEMENTS, CONTRACTS AND ORDINANCES AND CLOSED SESSION AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be
reviewed and approved by county counsel prior to submission to the board clerk.)
N/A
Approved: Date
AUDITOR/CONTROLLER: ACCOUNTING/FINANCE AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the auditor-controller prior to
submission to the board clerk.)
Approved: /Q/M/' Date (! Z “J Zgﬂ k{
Jd
PERSONNEL DIRECTOR: PERSONNEL AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the director of personnel services prior to
submission to the board clerk.)
N/A

Approved: Date

DEPARTMENT HEAD SIGNATURE:
(Not to be signed until all approvals are received)
(The Original plus 20 copies of this document arared)




May 10, 2014

Inyo County Board of Supervisors
Drawer N
Independence CA 93545

Dear Board,

The Lone Pine Chamber is grateful for your participation as a sponsor of the 2014
Wild Wild West Marathon held May 3, 2014.

This year the Marathon was excellent and that is due to the excellent volunteers. The
great weather might have contributed as well.

The number of runners was 164.

Sing:erely,
Kathleen New
President/CEO

PH. [760] 876.4444 * www.lonepinechamber.org
info@lonepinechamber.org






RECEIVED

MAY 15 2014

Inyo Co. Water Department

BisHOP AREA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE & VISITORS BUREAU
690 N. MAIN STREET, BISHOP, CALIFORNIA 93514

May 8, 2014

Dear Mr. Klusmire and Inyo County Supervisors:

Please find enclosed final funding request related to Inyo County Community Project
Sponsorship Grant Funding for the 2014 Blake Jones Trout Derby.

This package contains completed reimbursement request form, copies of all related
invoices and written summary report for the project. We're pleased to report that the
event was quite successful and we're thankful for the continued support of Inyo
County. '

Please do let me know when the final reimbursement request will be before the Board
of Supervisors. | would like the opportunity to thank the Board as well as answer any
questions that may arise.

If you should require further information, please feel free to contact me. Thank you in
advance for your assistance with processing our reimbursement requests at your
earliest convenience.

As always, thank you for your continued support of the Bishop Area Chamber of
Commerce and Visitors Bureau.

Sincerely,

Tawni Thomson

Executive Director
Bishop Area Chamber of Commerce & Visitors Bureau

VOICE 760-873-8405 FAx 760-873-6999 WWW.BISHOPVISITOR.COM

momw.ufah/m
DUATH YALLEY AMD THE EASTLIN SIA-



inyo County Community Project Sponsorship Program

2014 BLAKE JONE$S TROUT DERBY
FINAL REPORT & REQUEST FOR REIMBURSEMENT OF PROJECT EXPENSES

THANK YOU for your continued support of this important event! Without the assistance of
Inyo County and help from our many co-sponsors & volunteers, the continuation of the Blake
Jones Trout Derby might not be possible.

2014 Blake Jones Highlights

Increased participation — 7.6% higher than 2013. A total of 690 people registered.
Good mix of local and out of the area participants: 148 local participants (21%)/ 542
came from outside of Inyo County (79%).

Increased numbers of families fishing together.

Excellent Fishing Conditions — waters were well stocked which makes for happy
customers!

Great local and out of the area press coverage prior to and following event.

Maintained impressive level of co-sponsorship of prizes — approximately $10,000 in
donated equipment, merchandise and gift certificates awarded.

Maintained awesome level of volunteer support — more than 30 individuals donated
fime to help set-up & clean-up, register & check-in participants, weigh fish & other
duties.

The Blake Jones Trout Derby produces an excellent ROI for Inyo County! Many participants
stay in Inyo County campgrounds, plus they dine and shop in area businesses from Lone Pine
to Bishop. In addition to immediate financial returns, the event serves to encourage year-
round visitation to the Eastern Sierra. In 2014, we celebrated the 47t anniversary of the Blake
Jones Trout Derby and we hope to continue to host the event for many years to come.

Once again, thank you!



For Clerk’s Use Only:
AGENDA NUMBER
AGENDA REQUEST FORM
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 6
COUNTY OF INYO
[ Consent [] Departmental [JCorrespondence Action  [] Public Hearing

[] Scheduled Time for ] Closed Session O Informational

FROM: County Administration - Personnel Department

FOR THE BOARD MEETING OF: June 24, 2014

SUBJECT: Rescinding Health Resolution

DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATION:

Request Board rescinding Resolution 2003-23 "A Resolutiuon of the Board of Supervisors, County of Inyo, State of
California, Rescinding Resolution 2003-23, Fixing the Employer's and the Employees' Medical and and Hospital Care
Act" and authorize the Chairperson to sign.

CAO RECOMMENDATION:

SUMMARY DISCUSSION:

This is a request to have your Board rescind Resolution 2003-23 and approve the new health resolution in order to
comply with PERS regulations. This will fix the current discrepancies that the County has had in reference to the retiree
medical insurance payment.

ALTERNATIVES:

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT:
County Counsel

FINANCING:
No fiscal impact

APPROVALS

COUNTY COUNSEL: AGREEMENTS, CONTRACTS AND ORDINANCES AND CLOSED SESSION AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be
reviewed and approved by county counsel prior to submission to the board clerk.)

\WW%%W Approved: Vv’ Date 4,' //3/7/ f ‘7"

AUDITOR/CONTROLLER: | ACCOUNTING/FINANCE AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the auditor-controller prior to
submission to the board clerk.)

Approved: Date

PERSONNEL DIRECTOR: PERSONNEL AND, RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the director of personnel services prior to

) /_‘DC'_ Approved: \J Date [0! [ Y/} (/
DEPARTMENT HEAD SIGNATURE:

(Not to be signed until all approvals are received) Date:
(The Original plus 20 copies of this document are required)




RESOLUTION 2014-

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, COUNTY OF INYO, STATE
OF CALIFORNIA, RESCINDING RESOLUTION 2003 - 23 , FIXING THE
EMPLOYER’S AND EMPLOYEES’ MEDICAL AND HOSPTIAL CARE ACT

WHEREAS, Government Code Section 22892(a) provides that a local agency contracting under
the Public Employees’ Medical and Hospital Care Act shall fix the amount of the employer’s
contribution at an amount not less than the amount required under Section 22892(a) of the Act,
and

WHEREAS, Government Code Section 22893(c) provides that a contracting agency may fix the
amount of the employer’s contribution for active employees and the employer’s contribution for
annuitants at different amounts, provided that the monthly contribution for annuitants is annually
increased to equal an amount not less than the number of years the contracting agency has been
subject to the subdivision multiplied by 5 percent of the current monthly contribution for
employees, until such time as the amounts are equal; and

WHEREAS, County of Inyo, hereinafter referred to as Public Agency is local agency contracting
under the Act; and

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, That the employer’s contribution for each employee
shall be the amount necessary to pay the full cost of his/her enrollment, including the enrollment
of his/her family members in a health benefits plan up to a maximum of:

GROUP CONTRIBUTION
001 Inyo County Employees Association
004 Employees Association CPAR PERS Choice Other Southern

005 Elected Officials Assistant Association Basic (Party Rates) 1-3
007 Elected, Appointed/Unrepresented Group

002 Deputy Sheriff’s Association
006 Law Enforcement Administrator’s PORAC Basic (Party Rates 1-3)
Association




Plus administrative fees and Contingency Fund Assessments; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That County of Inyo has fully compiled with any and all
applicable provisions of Government Code Section 7507 in electing the benefits set forth above.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this day by the following vote of the Inyo County
Board of Supervisors:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

Rick Pucci
Chairperson, Inyo County Board of Supervisors

Attest: Kevin Carunchio
Clerk of the Board

BY:
Patricia Gunsolley, Assistant




AGENDA NUMBER
For Clerk’s Use Only:

AGENDA REQUEST FORM ) @
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS _
COUNTY OF INYO
X Consent Q Departmental Q Correspondence Action U Public Hearing
L) scheduled Time for U Closed Session Q) Informational
FROM: Kammi Foote, Inyo County Clerk/Recorder & Registrar of Voters
FOR THE BOARD MEETING OF: June 24, 2014

SUBJECT: Statement of All Votes Cast - June 3, 2014 — Statewide Direct Primary Election

DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATION: Recommend that the Board of Supervisors issue an order
accepting the Statement of All Votes Cast at the Statewide Direct Primary Election held June 3, 2014 and declare
elected those offices under their jurisdiction for this election, and declare passed or failed those measures under
their jurisdiction for this election, according to the number of votes for each as shown on the Statement of All
Votes Cast.

CAO RECOMMENDATION:

SUMMARY DISCUSSION: “The elections official shall prepare a certified statement of the results of
the election and submit it to the governing body within 28 days of the election...” (Elections Code §15372)

ALTERNATIVES: Not issue an order accepting the Statement of All Votes Cast, which would be
contradictory to Elections Code §15372.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT: Not applicable

FINANCING: No impact
APPROVALS
COUNTY COUNSEL: AGREEMENTS, CONTRACTS AND ORDINANCES AND CLOSED SESSION AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be
reviewed and approved by County Counsel prior to submission to the Board Clerk.)
Approved: Date:
AUDITOR/CONTROLLER: ACCOUNTING/FINANCE A.\iD RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the Auditor/Controlier prior to
submission to the Board Clerk.)
Approved: Date:
PERSONNEL DIRECTOR: PERSONNEL AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the Director of Personnel Services prior to
submission to the Board Clerk.)
Approved: Date:

DEPARTMENT HEAD SIGNATURE: m%@,

(Not to be signed until all approvals are received)

Date: (0/ \lp(ao\\.*



CERTIFICATE OF INYO COUNTY CLERK
TO THE STATEMENT OF ALL VOTES CAST AT
THE STATEWIDE DIRECT PRIMARY ELECTION

HELD ON JUNE 3, 2014

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )

) SS:

COUNTY OF INYO )

[, KAMMI FOOTE, INYO COUNTY CLERK AND REGISTRAR OF VOTERS DO
HEREBY CERTIFY THAT:

ik

THE PROPOSITIONS AND CONSOLIDATED ELECTIONS, AND LOCAL
MEASURES WERE SUBMITTED TO THE VOTE OF THE VOTERS, AND,

PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 15374 OF THE CALIFORNIA
ELECTIONS CODE, | DID CANVASS THE RETURNS OF THE VOTES CAST
IN THIS COUNTY, AND

THE STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST SHOWS THE TOTAL NUMBER OF
VOTES CAST IN THIS COUNTY AND IN EACH OF THE PRECINCTS
THEREIN, AND,

THAT THE TOTALS AS SHOWN FOR EACH PROPOSITION, CANDIDATE,
AND MEASURE ARE FULL, TRUE, AND CORRECT.

WITNESS MY HAND AND OFFICIAL SEAL THISA TH DAY OF JUNE 2014,

Kammi Foote
County Clerk, Registrar of Voters




Telephone: (760) 873-8481, (760) 878-0223, (760) 876-5559, (800) 447-4696

June 24, 2014

Honorable Members of the

Inyo County Board of Supervisors
P.O. Drawer N

Independence, CA 93526

COUNTY OF INYO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
KAMMI FOOTE, CLERK-RECORDER, REGISTRAR OF VOTERS

P. O Drawer F, Indepsndence, CA 93526
168 N. Edwards St,, Independsnce, CA

RE: Statement of All Votes Cast at the June 3, 2014 Statewide Direct Primary

Election - Declaration of Persons Elected

Dear Members of the Board:

In accordance with the requirements of Election Code Section 15372, attached is a
certified Statement of all Votes Cast at the Statewide Direct Primary Election held June
3, 2014. Please issue an Order accepting this Statement and, in accordance with
Section 15400 of the Elections Code, declare nominated or elected those offices under
your jurisdiction and declare passed or failed those measures under your jurisdiction,
according to the number of votes for each as shown on the Statement.

COUNTY

COUNTY SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS

Terence K. McAteer - (2,765 votes) — Declare Elected
SUPERVISOR - 1°7 DISTRICT

Dan Totheroh - (502 votes) — 50.15% - Declare Elected

David Tanksley — (405 votes) — 40.46%

Bill Stoll — (94 votes) — 9.39%
SUPERVISOR - 3%° DISTRICT

Rick Pucci - (772 votes) - Declare Elected
ASSESSOR

Dave Stottlemyre - (3,002 votes) - Declare Elected
AUDITOR

Amy Shepherd - (2,963 votes) - Declare Elected



CORONER

Leon B. Brune - (3,207 votes) - Declare Elected
COUNTY CLERK-RECORDER

Kammi Foote - (3,173 votes) —Declare Elected
DISTRICT ATTORNEY

Thomas L. Hardy - (3,028 votes) —Declare Elected
PUBLIC ADMINISTRATOR

Patricia Barton - (2,931 votes) - Declare Elected
SHERIFF

Bill Lutze - (3,147 votes) - Declare Elected

TREASURER-TAX COLLECTOR
Alisha McMurtrie - (3,084 votes) - Declare Elected

INYO COUNTY BOARD OF EDUCATION

Pursuant to Education Code §5326 and Education Code §5328, the candidates who
have been nominated shall be declared elected.

TRUSTEE AREA |
Alden Nash - Declare Elected

TRUSTEE AREA Il — 2-year term
David Hefner — Declare Elected

TRUSTEE AREA Il
Leeann Rasmuson - Declare Elected

TRUSTEE AREA YV
Christopher Langley - Declare Elected

Following the issuance of your Order and Declarations, the Clerk's Office will issue the
required Certificates of Election and Nomination pursuant to Elections Code §15401.

Sincerely, -
Kammi Foote
Inyo County Clerk
Registrar of Voters
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101 0101 668 GO| B.98 1 1 29 0 1 0 0 :] 12 0 Q 1
101 - Vote by Mail 668 313 48, 3 0 126 0 7 0| 12| 79 50 0 5 11
102 0102 BSS) 94 10 2 0| 35 Q 2 1 1 25 12 1 1 3
102 - Vote by Mail 855 287 33.57 2 | 100 0 9 1 4 B4 54 ! 4 (5]
103 0103 642 70 10.90| 0 1 24 0 1 a 1 23 15 2] 0] 0
103 - Vote by Mail 642 218 33.96] 1 B 73 0 B 0 4 a7 34 2 2 14
104MB 0104 120 0| 0.00 0} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0| 0 0 0
104MB - All Mail Precincts 120) 47 339,47 0| 0] 17 0 2 0| 1) 10 13 0 0 0
105 0105 785 71 8.04 2 1 30 0 3 ¥ 0 8 14 0 2 5
105 - Vots by Mail 785 225 28,66 4 4 87 0 T 1 4 48| 35 2 4 3
106 0106 417 2B 6.71 1 o 10 0 2 0 . | 5 4 0| 2 1
106 - Vote by Mail 47 109 2614 1 1 416 0 4 0 5 23 15 1 0 5
107 0107 322 27 839 1 1 17 0 ] 0 0 1 0l 2 a 1
107 - Vote by Mail 322 a3 28.88 1 2 43 0 2 0 5 17 16 1 0 0]
108 0108 870 83 9.54] 0 1 31 0 2 0 1 27 12 1 0 2
108 - Vote by Mail 870 303 34,83 3 b 104 1 10 0 13 76 4B 1 3 101
109 0109 HEB| 104 11.71 1 1 34 0 i 0 3 35 17 0 1 4
109 - Vote by Mail BB 340 34.28 3 9 81 4] 10 0 7 106 81 i b 14
110 0110 595 61 10.28 3 1 38 0 0] 0 0| 5| il 1 1 0
110 - Vote by Mail 595 53 8.9 0 3 24 0 0 0 1 B 6| 0 0 0|
111 0111 380 26 G.84 0 0 10 0| 1 s] 0 g B 0 0 2]
111 - Vote by Mail 380 134 35.28) 1 3 31 1 2 1 1 44 30 1 2 4
112 0112 630 G4 10.16 0 1 20 D 0 [¢] 2 17 k| 0 2 3
112 - Vote by Mail 630 147 23.33 1 2] 50 0 2 0| 5| 38 26| 0 3 B
113 0113 358 83 17.12 1 0 22 g 2 1 0 23 B 0 0 2
113 - Vote by Mail 368! 92 25,00 1 1 34 0 1 1 8 23 13 2 1 4
114MB 0114 68| L 0.00 0 0 0| 0 0) 0 0 0 0 0 0 [#]
114MB - All Mail Precincts 68 a7 54.41 1 1 19 0 0 0 1 3 B 0 0 0|
115 0115 413 B3 15.25 2 0 20 2 1 0 0 16 9 0 2 4
115 - Vote by Mail 413 123 29.78 [ 1 43 Q 2 0 B 15 36| 1 1 3
116 0116 437 59 13.50 0 0 24 0 0 0 2 18 9 0 0 2
116 - Vote by Mait 43T 122 27.92 1 1 43 0| 0 2 3 22 24 3 4 3
117 0117 536 &7 10.63 2 0 35 0 2 0 0 9 8 0| 0| 1
117 - Vote by Mail 536 1290 22.39 1 0 14 a 3 0 3 21 30| 1 3 G
118MB 0118 91 0 0.00 0 4] 0 8] 0 0 D 0 5] 0 0 0
118MB - All Mail Precincts 91 42 46.16 2 0 22 0 a 0 0 0 9 1 3 0
119MB 0119 178| a 0.00] 0 0 0| Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
119MB - All Mail Precincts 178 75 4213 0 0 14 0 1 0 3 20 21 1 0 7
120MB 0120 134 0 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0l 0| 0 0 0 0
120MB - All Mail Precincls 134 54 40,30 4 0 24 ¢ 3 0 0 B § 1 3 o]
121MB 0121 108 0 0.00 0] ¢ 0 4] o 0 0 0 0 4] 0 0
121MB - All Mail Precincts 109 52 47.71 1 0 34 1 0] 0 3 0 3 1 1 ¢
Precinct Tolals G506 G30 9.78 16 8 379 2 22 2 11 229 134 7 11 24|
Vote by Mail Totals BB06] 2679 30.42 29 48 834 2 67 B 81 629 4589 21 34 89
All Mail Precincts Tolals Foo 307 43,80 8 1 130 " 6| [ 8 41 59 # 7 T
Grand Totals 95046 3916 41.2{1 53 57 1443 5 a5 8 100 859 692 32 52 125
CALIFORNIA 9508 3916 41,20 53 57 1443] 5| 95| 8 100 899 692 32 52 125
8th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICH G506 3916 41,20 53 57 1443 5 B5| 8 100 899 632 32 §2) 125
8th STATE SENATE DISTRICT 9506 3916 41.20 53 57 1443 5 a5 8 100 839 692 32 52| 125
26th ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 9508 3916 41.20 53] 57 1443 3] g5 B 100 §ag 692 a2 52 125
1st EQUALIZATION 9506 3916 41.20 53 57 1443 5| a8 B 100 899 652 32 52 125
1st SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2165 1042 4813 9 14 3ar 0 28 2 22 247 177 10 12 35
2nd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1644 600 36.50) 10 9 250 0 20 1 16 112 98 G 8| 18]
4rd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2353 844 40,12 10| 24 317 1 27 L¢] 25 257 166 4 7 30
4 SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1858 749 40.29 13| 9 249 3 11 3| 23] 185 143 4 " 26|
5th SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1485] 581 39.12 11 1 240 1 L] 2 14 a8 109 B 14 19
INYO 9508 3916 41.20 53 57 1443 5 a5 8 100 849 6592 32 52
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100003
=

c | % 2 5
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101 0101 GaE &0 8.98) 0 2 0 0 0 0 0| 0 0 0 0 0
101 - Vole by Mail 668 313 46,86 3 3 1 0 0 0] 0 0 0 s} 0 0
102 0102 865 94 10,99 4 1 1 0] 0 0| 0 0 0 0] 0 0
102 - Vote by Mail 855 287 33.57 13 4 1 0 0 0 0] 0 o 0 0] 0
103 0103 542 70 10.90 1 0 1 0 0 4] 0] 0 0 ¢ 0 0]
103 - Vote by Mail G642 218 33.96 5 2 1 4] 0 0 0 0 i) 4] 0 Q
104MB 0104 120 0| 0.00 0 0 0 (4] 0 0| 0 0 0 0 0 0
104MB - All Mail Precincls 120 47 39.17| 0 1 0 0 Q] 0| 0 0 0 0 0 [}
105 0105 785 7 9.04 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0| 0 0 0 0
105 - Vote by Mail 785 225 28,68 | 5 1 0 0 0 0 0 0| 0 0 0)
106 0106 417 28 6.71 0 2 0 0 0 4] 0 0 0 4] 0 0
106 - Vole by Mail 417 109 26.14| 2 4 0 4] 0 0] (0] 0 0 0 Q 0
107 0107 a2 27 8.39 o 2| 0 0 0 0 a 0 0 Q 0 0
107 - Vole by Mail 322 93 28.8 2 1 0| 0 [v] 0| 0 0 0 0 0 o]
108 0108 a70 B3 9.64 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 (v 0| 0 o] 0
108 - Vots by Mail B70 309 34,83 8 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 4] 8] 0
109 0109 BBB 104 11.71 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 4] 4] 0
109 - Vote by Mail 888 240 38.28 9| 2 0 0 (4] 0 ] 0 0 0 0| 0|
110 0110 595 61 10.25] 2 4 1 t] 0| 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0|
110 - Vote by Mail 585 53 8.91 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0|
11 0111 380 268 .84 8] 1 0] 0] o 0 0 0 (1] 0 0 0
111 - Vote by Mail 380) 134 3526 ki 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0| o] a
112 0112 630 G4 10.16] 0 1 0 0 0| 0 0 0) 0] 0 0| 0
112 - Vote by Mail B30 147 23.33 4 1 0l 0 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 0|
113 0113 368 63| 17.12 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 [s} 0 0| 0 0
113 - Vote by Mail 368 82| 2500 1 o 0] 0 0 0 0 0 a 0 0 s
114MB 0114 &8 0 0.00) 0 a 0 0 0 0| 0 0| 0 0 0 0
114MB - All Mail Precincts 68 37 54.41 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 0|
115 0118 413 @3 16.25 4 2 0 0 0 0 0 [} 0 0 o 0
115 - Vote by Mail 413 123 29.78; ] 1 0 0 0] 0 0 0] 0 0| 1] 0
116 0116 437 59 13.50 1 1 1 [+ 0] 0| 0 0 (i} 0| 0| 0
116 - Vote by Mail 437 122 27.92 10 1 0 0 0 8] 0 0 0 0 0 0
117 0117 536 67 10.63| 0| vl 0 0 0 0 0 0 0| 0 0 0
117 - Vole by Mail 536 120 22.39 L] 3 o 0 4] 0 0 o 0 Q 0 0
118MB 0118 91 0 0.00 2] 0 0 v} 0 0 0 Q) Q] 0] 0 0
118MB - Al Mail Precincts 91 42 46.15 0] 4 1 0 0| 0| 0 o] 0 0 0 9}
119MB 0119 178 0 0.00] 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0| 0 0| 0 0 0
119MB - All Mail Precincls 178 75| 4213 1 4 0 0 0) (V) 0 0 0 0 0 0
120MB 0120 134 (] 0.00 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0
120MB - All Mail Precincts 134 54 40,30 2 3 0 0 O 0] 0 0| 9] 0 0] 0
121MB 0121 108 0 0,00 0] 8] 0 0 0 0 0 0 (4] 0| 0 0
121MB - All Mail Precincts 103 52 47.71 0| ] 1 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0
Precinct Totals 9506 830 9.78) 18 17 10) o 0 0 Lv] 0 0 0 o 0
\ote by Mail Totals B806) 2679 30.42 78| 34 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0| 0 a
Al Mail Precincts Totals 700 307 43,86 [ 18] 3 (o] 0 a 0 0 0| 0 8] 0|
Grand Totals 9505 3916 41.20 102 69 21 0| 0 0 o 0| 0 0| 0 0
CALIFORNIA 9508 ag1e| 4120 102 69| 21 0 0 0| 0| 0 0 0 0| o
Bih CONGRESSIONAL DISTRIC a506 3916 41.20 102 69 21 0 (t] 0 0] 0 0 0l 0 o
8th STATE SENATE DISTRICT 9508 39186 41.20 102 69| 21 0 0 a o] 0 0 0 [¢] 0]
261 ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 9506 3916 4120 102 69 21 [c] 0 0] 0 0] 0 0 Q 0
1st EQUALIZATION 9506 3916 4120 102 &9 21 0 0| 0| 0 0 0 0 0l 0
1st SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2165 1042 4813 26 12] 5 0 0| 0 0| 0 0 0 0 0]
2nd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1644 600 36.50 12 16 4 0 0 0 ¥] 0 0l 0 0 0|
3rd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2353 944 40,12 21 13 5 0 0 0] 0 0| 0 1] 0 0
4th SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1858 7449 40.29 24 7 4 0 0] 0 ¢ 0 0 0] 0| 0
5th SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1485 581 39.12 18] 22 3 0 0 o 0 0 0 o 0] a
INYO 9506 3916 41.20 102 69 21 0| 0 0 0 g 0 0 8] 0
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101 0101 668 B0 B.98 0| 5 9 5| 1 20 12 2
101 - Vote by Mail Glita) 313 46.88 4 33 17 42 0 110! 72 g
102 0102 855 94 10.99] 3 11 El 14 1 25 21 2
102 - Vole by Mail B55 287 33.57] B 28 21 39 7 64 71 5
103 0103 642 70 10.90 1 10, § 10 2 10] a5 2
103 - Vote by Mail 842 218 33.86 § 26 12 22 1 58 64 ]
104MB 0104 120 0 0.00 0] 0 0 0 0 0 0| 0
104MB - All Mail Precincts 120 47 3917 0| a 3 6 0 14 10 1
105 0105 785 71 9.04 0 3 156 0| 25 16 2
105 - Vote by Mail 785 225 28,65 3 40| 18] 25 3 63 47 7
106 0106 av 28 6,71 0 § 3 3 1 10 6 0
106 - Vote by Mail 417 109 2614 3 16 10 16 0 33 20 2
107 0107 322 27 8,30 0| 2 {1 0 1 11 2 3
107 - Vote by Mail az2 93] 28,88 3 10 4 9 3 39 17 4
108 0108 8ro 83 9.54 0 18 8| ] 2 25| 15 1
108 - Vote by Mail B70) 303 3483 2 a5 14 41 2 a2 a9 7
109 0108 Bag 104 11.71 Q] 23] 2 B 1 32 35 2
109 - Vote by Mail BEB 340 38.29 1 42 g 51 3 T2 123 1
110 0110 535 61 10.25) 3 G T 2 1 27 G 5
110 - Vote by Mail 595 53 8.91 3 13 1 3 1 23] 2 0l
111 0111 a0 26 6.84 0 2 1 3 0 8 8| 3
111 - Vole by Mail 380 134 35.26] 3 27 8 1M 1 32 43 2
112 0112 B30 &4 10.16 4 13| 5 L 0 19 7 3
112 - Vole by Mail 630 147 23.33 1 24 13 13 1 47 a8 3
113 0113 368 63 17.12 0 ) g 1 0 18] 22 0
113 - Vote by Mail 360 92 25.00] 3 17 1 B (¢] 34 24 1
114MB 0114 68 0 0.00| 0) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
114MB - All Mail Precincls G& 37 54 41 2] 4 1 2 2 16 7 0]
115 01156 413 63 15.25] 1 B 1 a 2 20 13 4
115 - Vote by Mail 413 123 29.78) & 13 7 10] 4 40 34 4
116 0116 437 59 13.50 3 1 5 8 2 18 17 1
116 - Vote by Mail 437) 122 27,92 ] 20 & 5 B 39 32 4
117 0117 536! 57! 10.63 0 8 5 4 1 25| 10 2
117 - Vole by Mail 536 120 22359 4 14 1 11 0 47 34 4
118MB 0118 91 0 0.00 0 0 0| 4] 0] 0 0 0
118MB - All Mail Precincts 91 42 46, 15| o 1 2 3 2 24 3 B
119MB 0118 178 0 0.00) 0 0 0 0| 0 0 0 0
119MB - All Mail Precincls 178 75 4213 1 10 1 20 2 10] 23 4
120MB 0120 134 0 0.00! 0| 0 Q 0 0 0 o 0
120MB - All Mail Precincts 134 54 40.30] 2 1 T 2 2 27 8| 3
121MB 0121 109 [t} 0.00] 0 0 le] 0 0 0 0 0
121MB - All Mail Precincts 109| 52 47.71 0 0l 7 1 5 26 B |
Precinct Totals 8506 930 9.78 15 129 78 a5 15 293 216 32
Vate by Mail Totals 880G 2679 3042 48 358 142 306 a2 814 710 49
All Mail Precincts Totals 700] 307 43,86 § 25 21 34 13 "7 57 20
Grand Totals 9506 3916 4120 68 512 241 435 60 1224 882| 101
CALIFORNIA 9506 3918 41.20 B8 512] 241 435 60 {224 982 101
Bth CONGRESSIONAL DISTRIC] 9506 3816 41.20) 68 512 241 435 G| 1224 982 101
Bih STATE SENATE DISTRICT 8506 3916 41.20) B8 512 241 435 GO 1224 982 101
26th ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 9508 3918 41,20 68 512 241 435 60 1224 982 101
1sl EQUALIZATION 4506 3916 41,20 68 512 241 435 80 1224 282 o
1st SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2185 1042 48.13] 21 113] 73] 132 12 308 265| 16
2nd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1644 800 3650 8 a0 46| T4 8| 195 118 19
3rd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2353 944 40.12] g 137 41 114 10 271 270 16
4th SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1859 745 40.29 19 117 47 61 10 234 196 20
5th SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1485 581 39.12 10] 66 34 54 20 216 133 30
INYO 9506 3916 41.20] 68 512 241 435 680 1224 8682 101
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BISHOP 1524 553 36.29 9 81 43 66| 8 181 106 18
LUNINCORPORATED AREA 7982 3363 42.13 69 431 128 367! 52 1043 874 83
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101 0101 688 G0 8.9§] L3 6| 4 14 12| 0 B 4
101 - Vote by Mail 668 313 46.86) 20 14 8 66 85 T 22 7
102 0102 856| 04l 1099 8 5 3 12 27 4 17 8
102 - Vote by Mail B55| 287 33.57] 37 15 B 42 a7 4 31 27
103 0103 642 70 10.90] 0 1 3 10 19 1 15 13
103 - Vole by Mail G42 218 33.96] 13 13 EH 41 &9 [¢] 30 18
104MB 0104 120 0 0.00] 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0 (t]
104MB - All Mail Precincts 120 47 39.17] 0 2 2 g 19 2 4 5
105 0105 785 71 9.04 6| L 3 15 24 2 9 2
105 - Vote by Mail 785 225 2868 23| 20 10 36 69 4 21 16
106 0106 417 28 8.71 3 4 2 B 7 0 5 1
106 - Vote by Mail 417 109 26.14] 14 1 2 19 30 4] 13 10
107 0107 322 27 8.39 1 5 3 & 2 A 1 2
107 - Vote by Mail 322 a3 28.88 10 1 5 11 21 3 il 13
108 0108 870 &3 9.54 5 7 1 14 29 0 11 10]
108 - Vole by Mail a7o 303 34,83 22 21 (5] 33 131 9 23 26
109 0109 B68 104 11.71 7 5 3 11 45 1 14 15|
109 - Vote by Mail Beg 340 38.29 22 B 5 31 150 7 40 42!
110 0110 5895| 61 10.25] 16 g 2 21 4 2] 3 4
110 - Vote by Mail 595 53 8.91 5 2 3 19 1 2 2 4
111 0111 380 28 .64 2| 1 1 3 12 0 2 3
111 - Vote by Mail 380 134| 3526 ) 10 2 12 53 4 16 23|
112 0112 530 B4 10,16 § 6§ 1 15| 24 1 2 3
112 - Vote by Mail 530 147 2333 15 13 3 27 48 4 17 12
113 0113 368 63| 1712 2 7 o) 11 17 4 4 12
113 - Vote by Mail 368| a2 25,00 if! 4 1 20 26 4 14 12
114MB 0114 (&) 0 0.00 0 0l 0 0| 0 0 0| 0
114MB - All Mail Precincts 68 37 54.41 2 2 2 6| 13 2 B 0
115 0115 413 63 15.25 ] 5 2 13 18] 1 7 3|
115 - Vote by Mail 413 123|  29.79 17 i 2 23 9| 2 22 7]
116 0116 437 59 13,50 T 3 1 17 17 1 6 4
116 - Vote by Mail 437 122 27,92 11 12 4 18] 38 T 14 10
117 0147 536 57 10.83 5 9 2 15| 12 2 4 5
117 - Vote by Mail 536 120 2239 1 B [ 20, 44 3 1 11
118MB 0118 91 0 0.00 0 0 o] 0 0l 0 0 0
118MB - All Mail Precincls 91 42|  46.15| 5| 14 4 5 7 3| 0 2
119MB 0119 178 0| 0.00] D 0 0 0| 0 0| 0 o
118MB - All Mail Precincts 178 75 4213 5 1 4 5 33 1 20 2
120MB 0120 134 0 0.00) 0 0 Q 0 0] 0 0 0|
120MB - All Mail Precincts 134 b4 40,301 5] 8 a4 15 12 o 1 6
121MB 0121 108 0 0.00 Q] 0 0 6] 0 0 0 0
121MB - All Mail Precincts 108 52|  47.71 B 4 6| 17 5 3 0| 3
Precinct Totals 9506 830 9,78] 78| 74 <! 183 270 23 108 69
\ota by Mail Tolals B806 2879 an.42 236 169 T0 418 921 G0 284 269
All Mail Precincts Totals 700 307 43.86] 26 31 22 57 89 11 31 18
Grand Totals 8506 3a1el  41.20] 340 274 123 658 1280| 84 423 376
CALIFORNIA 9506 3916 41.20 340 274 123 858 1280 94 423 arg|
8th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRIC 9506 3916 41.20 340 274 123 G586 1280 a4 423 376
8th STATE SENATE DISTRICT 8506 3916  41.20 340 274 123 858 1280 94 423 a76)
281h ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 95006 3916 41.20 340 274 123 658 1280 94 423 76
1st EQUALIZATION 9506 39186 41,20 340 274 123 658 1280] 94 423 are|
1sl SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2165 1042 48.13 83 54 31 185 319 16 123 108
2nd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1644 00| 36.50 57 58 27| 102 172 15 61 48
3rd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2353 944 4012 T 48 20 129 aro 21 93| 101
4lh SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1859 749 4029 65 55| 14 130 251 22| 80 75
5th SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1485 581 39.12 G# 59 31 112 168 20 56 43
INYC 9506 3915 41.20 340 274 123 658 1280 94 423 376
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UNINCORPORATED AREA 79R2| 3363 4213 203 218 98 gas| 1127 81 356 332
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101 0101 668 60! B.68 B 8| 7] 5 14 8 a 18 27
101 - Vote by Mail &6a 313 45 86 46 14 12 45 91 63| 10| 135 136
102 0102 858 94 10,99 11 T 3 16 24 23 B 45 34
102 - Vote by Mail 855 287 33,57 38| 16 22 29 75 77! 21 134 106
103 0103 642 70 10.90 3 3 2 9 28 20 1 40| 23
103 - Vote by Mail 542 218 33.94 22 10] 14 19 59 60 8 113] 69
104MB 0104 120 0 0.00] 0 0 0 6] 0 0 0 a 0
104MB - All Mail Precincts 120 47 3917 7 3 0 8 16 10 4 22 20
105 0105 785 71 9.04 10 4 5| 10] 29 9 3 32 34
105 - Vote by Mail 785] 225 28,65 23 21 18 26 G0 53 15 a8 91
106 0106 417 28 6.71 B 3 1 5 5| 7 0 14 13
106 - Vote by Mail M7 109 2614 15 5 7 14 27 31 8 A8 47
107 0107 322 27 B39 G 3 2 5| 1 6 2 4 18
107 - Vote by Mail 322 93] 28,88 18 T 8 11 24 21 i 40 43
108 0108 B70 83| G.54 ] 7| 4 14 20 27 3 40 35
108 - Vote by Mail 870 303 34.83 31 19 10 27 101 i 12 1569 108
109 0109 BB8| 104 11.71 7 8 4 13 36| 35 4 68 24|
109 - Vote by Mail ang 340 38.29] 28 12 10 28 135 o8 11 211 91
110 0110 585 61 10.25 9 6 B 20 B 5 B B 42
110 - Vote by Mail 595 53 891 7 6 7 11 12 B 7 1M 27
111 0111 380 26 6.84 2 2] 1 5 7 7 1 14 10
111 - Vote by Mail 380 134 35.285] 13 g 7 15 47 a5 -] 71 45
112 0112 G30 64 10,16 4 2 5 16| 10 17 2 25 28
112 - Vote by Mail G30| 147 23.33 24 g 11 13 52 32 10 75 58
113 0113 368 a3 17.12] & 5 5 11 15 14 2 24 az
113 - Vote by Mail 368 a2 2500 9 7 2 1 34 18 6 48] 33
114MB 0114 68 0| 0.00 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0
114MB - All Mail Precincts 68 a7 54.41 B 4 1 8 8 9 3 17 18]
116 0115 413 63| 15.25 8 4 3 18 21 10 6| 29 26
115 - Vole by Mail 413 123 29,78 20 10 8 14 45 18 10 56 88
116 0116 437) 59 13.60 8 4 4 1 20) 8 2 29 25
116 - Vote by Mall 437 122 2753 12 g 12 16 33 28 12 56 50
117 0117 536 57 10.63 13 3 4 12 17 4 7 17 30
117 - Vote by Mail 536 120 22.39| 2 10 9 21 29 34 10 62 46
118MB 0118 91 [¢] 0.00] 0 0 [¢] 0 0] ] [¢] 0 0|
118MB - All Mail Precincls 91 42 46,15 8 8 T 9 5| 3 10 4 27
118MB 0119 178 0] 0.00 0| 0 (i} Q 0| 0 0 0 0
119MB - All Mail Precincls 178 75 4213 7 ] 1 4 39 13| B 44 15
120MB 0120 134 0 0.00| 0 0 6] 0] 0 0 0 0] Q]
120MB - All Mail Precincts 134 54 40,30 14 11 1 10 9 7 6 12 34
121MB 0121 109 Q) 0.00! ) 0 0 4] 0 0 0 (t] 0]
121MB - All Mail Precincts 109 52 47.71 20 1" 3 T 6 3 14 G 30
Precinct Tolals BEOG) 930 9.78 108 89 58 185 253 200 55 407 406
Voia by Mail Totals BH06 2679 30,42 318 163 165 300 824 652 155 1320 1006
All Mail Precincts Totals To0) 207 43.86) G2 43 13 46! 83 45 45 110 142
Grand Totals 9506 3916 41.20 489 275 226 511 1180 8a7 255 16837 1554
CALIFORNIA 9506 3816 41.20 489 275 226 511 1180 897 255 1837 1554
Bih CONGRESSIONAL DISTRIC 85086 3916 41,20 489 275 226 511 1160 897 255 1837 1554
Bih STATE SENATE DISTRICT 85086/ 3916 41.20] 469 275 226 511 1160 897 255 1837 1554
26th ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 9506 3916 41,20 488 275 226 511 11860) 897 255 1837 1564
1st EQUALIZATION 9506 3916 41.20 489 275 226 511 1160 Ba7] 255 1837 1554
1st SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2165 1042 48.13] 128 58 G0 123 289 251 56 485 395
2nd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1644 600 36.50) B85 A6 38 79 162 137 39 258 286
3rd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2353 44 40,12 a0 58 AQ 113 312 248 43 500| 332
4th SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1859 749 40,29 a2 52 44 108 239 161 A8 359 304
5ih SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1485 581 39.12 94 61 41 80| 158 100 69 235 257
INYOD 9506 3916 41.20] 489 275 226 511 1160 867 255 1837 1554
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CALIFORNIA
100008
&
=
=]
= ] = 8
el s || = g S| E | E E
=] S 1) o =z = = ey . =] S =
T | S | & 5| 2 B s e z 3 go | 2 a
= i) =1 = = < < = = a zZ S = =
2| 8|8 25| 2 | £ = | E | 3 s=l 8 [ 8
4 . g - = = = - = 2 Zz R = > o
o4 o == < = a ° b~ - S 2 z 3 a -
101 0101 568 60| 698 9 0 1 26| 9| 4 4 5] 28 19
101 - Vote by Mail 668 31a|  48.86 87 12 5 121 30 7 18 5 133 143
102 0102 a55| a4 1099 27 5 4 33 12 3 4 B 33 48
102 - Vote by Mail 855 2687| 3357 88 8 11 40 34 B 21 14 g7 145
103 0103 842 70| 10.90 26 2 3 13 14 1 3 1 15 a4
103 - Vote by Mail 642 218 3396 61 7 8 63 a3 6 18 7 58 109
104MB 0104 120 of 000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
104MB - All Mail Precincts 120 47 39.17 13 B| 2 13 ] 1 3 1 14 29
105 0105 785 71 9.04 16 2 5 20 7 0 7 5 27 37
105 - Vole by Mail 788! 226|  2B.68 81 9 8 7 23 9 16 13 79 107
106 0106 417 28 671 5 0 o 14 4 0 4 1 13 13
106 - Vole by Mail M7 108|  26.14 32 2 2 a5 B 2 12 5 45 50
107 0107 322 27| B39 4 0 2 16 1 2 0| 4 19 3
107 - Vote by Mail 322 g3| 2688 23 2 4 43 7 4 6 g 41 39
108 0108 870 83 954 28 5 1 3 10 0 3 4 28 46
108 - Vote by Mait 870 apa|  @4.83 100 10 9 108| 32 7 20 12 102 166
109 0109 88 104 11.71 49 B 8 a1 8 1 2 4 29 70
109 - Vote by Mail BB aqo|  38.29 126| 24 13 71 50 4 27 12 80 218
110 0110 596 61| 1025 1 0 3 38| 2 1 4 7 g 1
110 - Vote by Mail 595 53l 891 15 0 1 27 3 0| 2 2 29 18]
111 0111 380 26| G 84 1 1 0] a 1 1 1 2 B 14
111 - Vole by Mail 380 134) 3528 56 7 7 33 11 4 g 8 36 79
112 0112 630 g4 10.18 16 3 1 2 10 g 4 3 25 20
112 - Vote by Mail 630 147|  23.33 40 3 & 54 20 1 16 10 59 79
113 0113 368, 63l 17.12 18 2 7 18) 8 2 5| 3 24 33
113 - Vote by Mail 68 g2 2500 24 7 4 32 8| 4 10 3 35 52
114MB 0114 68 ol 000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
114MB - All Mail Precincls 68 a7l 5441 13 1 o 15 2 1 3 3 14 17
115 0115 413 63| 1525 15 4 2 23 8| 0 B 4 22 31
115 - Vote by Mail 413 123 29.78 42 4 (5} 44 12 2 10 A 49 B85
116 0116 437 59 1250 13 3 2 23 4 8 4 5 23 26
1186 - Vote by Mail 437 122 2792 a9 7 1 44 11 ] 7 1 47 54
117 0147 536 57| 1083 12 ol 2 26 10 3 1 3 31 20
17 - Vote by Mail 536 1200 2239 40) 3 4 45 20) 0 2 10 49 57
118MB 0118 91 ol 000 0 0| 0 0 0| 0 0 0 0 0
118MB - All Mail Precincts 91 az2|  46.15 2 0 1 28 3 5 2 8| 28 5
119MB 0119 178 0 0.00 0 0 0 il 0 0 0 0 0 0
119MB - All Mail Precincts 178 78| 4213 2 4 5 12 12 3 4 5 13 53
120MB 0120 134 of 000 0 0 0 0 il 0 0 0 0 0
120MB - All Mail Precincts 134 54 4030 4 2 3 31 2 7 5 4 33 13
121MB 0121 109 ol 000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0
121MB - All Mail Precincts 108 so| 4771 5 0 2 a7 2 3 1 13 a0 8
Pracinct Totals 9506 sao| 978 258 35 39 350) 108 25 54 57 364 442
Vote by Mail Tolals asos| 2679 ana4z 834 106 90 894 302 64 162 125 oasl 1381
All Maill Precircts Totals 700 ao7|  43.88 69 15 13 136 26| 20 18 a2 133 123
Grand Totals as06|  3916)  41.20 1181 158! 142 1380 434 108 284 214 1440) 1946
CALIFORNIA gs08|  3918|  41.20 1161 155 142 1380 434 109 264 214 1440 1948
8th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICY  9508|  3918|  41.20 1161 158 142 1380) 434 109 264 214 1440 1946|
8th STATE SENATE DISTRICT gsos|  3918]  41.20 1161 158| 142 1380 434 108 264 214 1440 1946
26th ASSEMBLY DISTRICT asoe|  so18| 4120 1164 155 142| 1380 434 109 264 214 1440| 1948
1st EQUALIZATION os06|  do18|  41.20) 1161 156 142 1380 434 108 284 214 1440 1946
1st SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2166  1042]  48.13) 268, 34 33 346 132 29 66 40 a74 508
2nd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1644 go0|  38.50 154 23 23 237 58 18 a8 ar 238 278
3rd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2353 od4] 4012 320 45 33 200 10% 13 58 40 307 529
41 SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1869 748] 4029 233 22 33 251 78 18 66| a0 267 399
5th SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1485 s81|  39.12) 147 21 20 246 84 23 26 57 254 234
INYO aspe|  aots| 4120 1161 158| 142 1380 434 109 264 214 1440 1046
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BOARD OF EQUALIZATION 1ST DISTRICT

100010
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101 0101 668 60 8.88 20 az
101 - Vote by Mail 668, 313 46,86 165 103
102 0102 855 94 10.99 51 29
102 - Vote by Mail 855 287 33.57| 162 93
103 0103 642 70 10.90 50 11
103 - Vote by Mail 542| 218 33.96 129 53
104MB 0104 120 0 0.00 0 0
104MB - All Mail Precincls 120 47 39.17 31 13
105 0105 785 71 5,04 38 28
105 - Vote by Mail 785 225 28.66 111 81
106 0106 417 28| 6.71 12| 13
106 - Vote by Mail 417 108| 26.14 56 42
107 0107 a2 27 8.39 3 22
107 - Vote by Mail 322 93| 20888 47 a8
108 0108 870 83 9.54 50 25
108 - Vote by Mail a70 303 34.83) 188! 86|
109 0109 Bes 104 11,71 73 27
109 - Vote by Mail ikl 340 38.29 242] 61
110 0110 595 61 10.25 14 43
110 - Vote by Mail 596 53 8.91 22 27
111 0111 380| 26 6,64 14 9
111 - Vote by Mail 380! 134 35,26 B8 36
112 0112 630! 64 10.18 30 26
112 - Vote by Mail 630 147 23.33 a1 5B
113 0113 368 63 17.12 a5 22
113 - Vote by Mail 368 92 25.00] 54 31
114MB 0114 68 Q 0.00] 0 0
114MB - All Mail Precincts 68 37 54.41 20| 18
116 0115 413 63 16,25 3z 21
115 - Vote by Mail 413 123 29,78 75 41
116 0116 437 59 13,50 31 23
116 - Vote by Mail 437 122 27,92 57 52
117 0117 536 57 10,63 27 24
117 - Vole by Mail 538 120 22,39 G7 48|
118MB 0118 91 0 0.00 0 0
118MB - All Mail Precincts 91 a2 46.15 9 29
119MB 0119 178 0l 0.00 0l 0
119MB - All Mail Precincts 178 75 42.13 58 14
120MB 0120 134 0 0.00) 0| 0
120MB - Ali Mail Precincts 134 54 40,30 18 2
121MB 0121 109 D 0.00 0 0
121MB - All Mail Precincts 109 52 47.71 14 34
Precincl Totals Q506 930 9.78 480 355
Vote by Mail Totals 8806 2679 30,42 1544 848|
All Mail Precincts Totals 700 ao? 43 88| 150 138
Grand Totals a506 3916 41,20 2174 1341
CALIFORNIA 9508 3916 41.2 2174 1341
8lh CONGRESSIONAL DISTRIC] 9508 3916  41.20f 2174 1341
8th STATE SENATE DISTRICT 9506 3916 41.20] 2174 1341
26lh ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 506 3916 41.20| 2174 1341
1sl EQUALIZATION 9506 3918 41,20 2174 1341
1st SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2165 1042 48,13 577 321
2nd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1644 800 36.50)| 298 237
3rd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2353 G44 40.12] 580 269
4th SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1859 749 40.29 424 260)
5lh SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1485 581 39,12 281 254
INYO 9506 3916|  41.20 2174 1341
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CONGRESS 8TH DISTRICT
100011
- x

© © . o = = a

- o) > o = <t <

o B ° 2 e = Z

S |3 | 5 = |ag| 2|2

[v4 m — a -] o o
101 0101 668 &0 B.98 16 22 9 8
101 - Vote by Mail e 313 46 .88 138 a3 29 26
102 0102 855 94 10.99] 41 21 156 g
102 - Vole by Mail B55| 287 3a:57 139 64 33 26
103 0103 542] 70 10.80) 38 12 15 6
103 - Vote by Malil G342 218 33.96 40 52 43 B
104MB 0104 120 0 0.00] 0] 0 0 0
104MB - All Mail Precincls 120 47 39.47 20 9 6| B
105 0105 788 71 9,04 22 25 15| B
105 - Vote by Mail 7865] 225 28 66! 91 65 25 21
106 0106 417 28 6.71 B| 5 G 8
106 - Vote by Mail 417 108 2614 41 32 20| 12
107 0107 322 27 8.39) 3 16 2 5
107 - Vole by Mail 322 93 26,88 ag| a0 9 11
108 0108 870 83| 9,54 37 25 12 8
108 - Vole by Mail 870 a3 34.83] 162 70 30| 20
109 0109 688 104 11.71 57 20 17
109 - Vote by Mail BEE 340 38.29 207 G4 4 12
110 0110 585 61 10.26 21 28| 3 7
110 - Vote by Mail 595 53 891 20 26 3 2
111 0111 380 26 5.84) 16| 8 0 2
111 - Vote by Mail 380 134 3526 61 27 26| 1
112 0112 B30 64 10.18 25 19| 12] B
112 - Vote by Mail &30 147 23,33 70 32! 20 20|
113 0113 356 63| 17,12 25 19 11 5
113 - Vote by Mail 368 92 25,00 45 25 (] g
114MB 0114 B8 0 (.00 0 0 0 0
114MB - All Mail Precincts 68| 37 54,41 18 12 1 4
116 0115 413 &3 1525 27 19 10 4
115 - Vote by Mail 413 123 29.78 65 33 12 10
116 0116 437 59| 13.50 3z 17 2 4
116 - Vole by Mail 437 122 27.92] 54 34 13 14
117 0117 538 57 1063 21 22 T 5
117 - Vote by Mail 536 120 2239 64 29 24 10
118MB 0118 91 [} 0.00 0 0| v} 0
118MB - All Mail Precincls 91 42 46.15| B 20] 0| 11
119MB 0119 178 0 0.00 0 0 0 0
119MB - All Mail Precincls 178 75 4213 49 7 11 4
120MB 0120 134 0 0.00] 0 0 [} 0
120M8B - All Mail Precincts 134 54 40,30 11 20 3 18
121MB 0121 109 0 0.00 0 o 0| 0
121MB - All Mail Precincts 108 52 47.71 13 17 & 14]
Pracinot Totals 95086 930 9.78 387 278 136 88
Vota by Mail Tolals B80S 2679 30.42 1272 BE6 334 212
All Mail Precincls Totals 700 307 4386 112 85| 27 57
Grand Totals 9506 3916 41.20 1778 1029 497 357
CALIFORNIA GHOB! 3918 41.20] 1778 1029 497 357
Bth CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 9508 36 41.20 1778 1029 497 357
Bih STATE SENATE DISTRICT 8506 3916 41.20 1778 1029 497 357
26th ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 9506 3916 41.20 1778 1029 497 357
1st EQUALIZATION 9506 3918 41.20] 1778 1029 497 357
1st SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2165 1042 48.13 460 264 144 83
2nd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1644 600 36.50 220 182 83 €9
3rd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2363 44 40,12, 04 223 106 &5
4lh SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1859 48 40,29 352] 194 o8 70!
5th SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1485 581 39.12 242 166 &6 a0
INYO 9506 3916 41.20] 1778 1029 4897 57
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STATE SENATOR 8TH DISTRICT
100012
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101 0101 668 80| 8.98 31 23]
101 - Vote by Mail 668 313 46,66 121 168
102 0102 855 94 10.99) 33 49
102 - Vote by Mall B55| 287 33.57 94 167
103 0103 642 70 10.80 15] 50|
108 - Vote by Mail 642 218 33.96 53 124
104MB 0104 120 0 0.00] 0 0
104MB - All Mail Precincts 120) 47 39.17 12 31
105 0105 786 71 9,04 33 34
105 - Vole by Mail TBE| 226 28.66 82 113
106 0106 417 28 6.71 14 13
106 - Vole by Mail 417 108 26.14 43 59
107 0107 322 27 8,39 20 5
107 - Vole by Mail 322 93| 28.88 42| 45
108 0108 B70) 83 9.54] 29 49
108 - Vots by Mail 870 302 34.83 91 191
109 0109 888 104 11.71 29 (2]
109 - Vote by Mail B88| 340 38.29 65 247
110 0110 595 61 10,25 48 12
110 - Vote by Mail 595 53 8.91 28| 20
111 0111 380 26 5.84 1 15
111 - Vote by Mall 380 134 3526 40 84
112 0112 &30 64 10.18] 23] 35
112 - Vote by Mail 530 147 23.33 58 80
113 0113 388 63 17.12] 24 37
113 - Vole by Mail 368 92 25.00] 31 55
114MB 0114 &8 0 0.00] g 0]
114MB - All Mail Precincls 68 37, 54.41 16 20
115 0115 A3 83 15,25 24 34
115 - Vote by Mail 413 123 29,78 48 70
116 0116 437 59 13,50 23 27
116 - Vote by Mall 437 122 27.92 53 60)
117 0117 536 &7 10.63] 26| 27
117 - Vote by Mail 536 120 22,39 43 71
118MB 0118 91 0 0.00 0 0
118MB - All Mail Precincts 91 42 4615 29 9
119MB 0119 178 0 0.00 0 a
119MB - All Mail Precincts 178 75| 42.13 18] 55
120MB 0120 134 0 0.00 0 0
120MB - All Mail Precincls 134 54 40.30 36 15
121MB 0121 109 0 0.00] Q 0|
121MB - All Mail Precincls 108 52 47.71 35 14
Precinct Totals 2506 930 9.78 3681 478
Vole by Mail Tolals BBOB 2679 30.42 902 1554
All Mail Precincls Totals oo 307 43.86 148 144
Grand Totals 2506 3916 41.20) 1424 2176
CALIFORNIA a506 3me! 41.20 1429 2176
8th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 9506 3916 41.20) 1429 2176
8th STATE SENATE DISTRICT 9506 3916 41,20 1429 2178
26th ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 506/ 39186 41.20] 1429 2176
1st EQUALIZATION 5508 3916 41.20] 1429 2176
1st SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2135 1042 4813 as7 581
2ntd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1644 600 38.80) 248 300]
3rd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2353 944 40.12 288 587
4lh SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 16869 744 40.29| 275 430
5th SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1485 581 39,12 283 278
INYO 9506| 3918 41,20 1429 2178
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STATE ASSEMBLY 26TH DISTRICT
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101 0101 658 80| 8.98] 5| 4 T 12! 5 0 17
101 - Vole by Mail 668 313 46,86 28] 39 41 a2 21 g 46
102 0102 855 94 10.99 B 18] 8 7 8 1 13|
102 - Vote by Mail 855! 287 33.57 24 39 19 4 20 g 64
103 0103 642 70| 10.90 5 15 [ 27 3| 1 3
103 - Vote by Mail 642 218 33.96 7 41 11 62 12 4 35
104MB 0104 120 0 0.00 0l 0 0 Q 0 a 0
104MB - All Mail Precincts 120 47 3917 7 5| 2 11 ] 4 5
105 0105 786 T 8.04 7 12) 9 18 2] 14
105 - Vote by Mail 785 225 28.66! 16 27 17 59 18 11 48
106 0106 417 28 6.71 2 3 2] & 2 1 9
1086 - Vote by Mail 417 109 26.14 9 13 10 29| 10 2z 23
107 0107 322 27 839 3 1 5 2| 1 0 1
107 - Vote by Mail 322 83 28.88 1 14 10 17! g 3 19
108 0108 B70 B3 9.54 5 1 10 31 2 0 13|
108 - Vote by Mail a70 303 34,83 24 A% 14 af 14 11 48
109 0109 ik} 104 11.71 10 17 7 45 = 0] 11
108 - Vote by Mail Ba8 340 38.29 10| 72 20| 120 20 7 35
110 0110 595 61 10.25 17 2 8 12 5 1 12
110 - Vote by Mail 595 63 8.91 5 5 4 12 3 0 18
111 0111 380 26 6.84 3 Ll 2 6 2 0 5
111 - Vote by Mail 380 134 35,26 11 17 3 43 14 7 27
112 0112 G30| G4/ 10.16 2 i 7 10 8 4 10]
112 - Vote by Mail 630 147 23.33] 18 24 8 35 10 5 31
113 0113 368 63| 17.12] 10 g G 23 3 1 8
113 - Vote by Mail 368 92 25,00 [ 21 9 22 4 1 18]
114MB 0114 58] 0 0.00 0 o 0 0 0 0 0|
114MB - All Mail Precincts 68| 37 54 41 1 4 9 9 5 6] 4
115 01156 413 63| 15.25 4 4 3 18] 5 4 14
115 - Vote by Mail 413 123 29,78 " 19 7 31 11 3 24
116 0116 437 59 13,50 7] 7 4 14 5| 2 1
116 - Vote by Mail 437 122 27.92 9 10 13 40 g 0 27
117 0117 538 57 10,63 5] 10 8 14 1 1 15
117 - Vote by Mail 536 120 22.39 12 14 6 41 12 5 24
118MB 0118 @1 0 0.00] 0| 0 0 0 0 0 0
118MB - All Mail Precincts 91 42 46.15| 2 2 13 3 3 1 13
119MB 0119 178 0 0.00 0 [ 1] 0 1] #] 0
119MB - All Mail Precincts 178 75 4213 4 14] 3 28 g 4 B
120MB 0120 134 0 0.00] 0 0 [} 0| (¢] 0] ]
120MB - All Mail Precincts 134 54 40.30 4 5] 5 9 0 ¢} 21
121MB 0121 109 0 0,00 0 0| 0 o] ¥ o] a
121MB - All Mail Precincts 109 62! 47.71 10 3 5 3 2 2 22
Precincl Totals aE0 30| 9.78| 28 128 92 268 58 18 166]
Vata by Mail Tolals 8806 2679 30.42 211 404 192 764 185 76 489/
All Mail Precincls Totals 700 07 43 86 28 34 37 G3) 24 1M 7
Grand Totals 85086 3916 41.20 338 566 321 1095 265 105 726
CALIFORNIA 9506 3916 41.20 338 566 321 1095 265 105] 726
8th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRIC] 95006 3916 41.20) 338 566 321 10858 266 105] T26
8th STATE SENATE DISTRICT 8506 3918 41.20) 338 566 321 1095 266 105 728
26th ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 9508 3916 41.20! 338 566 321 1085 285 105 728
1st EQUALIZATION 9506 3916 41.20] 338 565 321 1095 265 105 726
1st SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2185 1042 48.13] 85 156 92 284 &7 23 178
2nd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1644 600 3550 55| 75 55 144 46 23 130
3rd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2353 944 40,12 71 156 B3 317 50 19 138
4lh SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 18569 7449 40.29 73 113 54 198 62 25 141
5th SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1485 581 39.12 54 66 &7 162 40 15 139
INYO 9506 3916 41,20 338 566] 321 1045 266 105| 726
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STATE SUP OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION
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101 0101 568 &0 8.98) 23 14 9
101 - Vole by Mail 660 313 45.86| 117 -1 46
102 0102 855 94 10.99) 38 21 22
102 - Vote by Mail 855 287 33,57 112 75 49
103 0103 642 70 1080 18 2T 11
103 - Vote by Mail 642 218 33.96 76| (1) 26|
104MB 0104 120 0 0.00 0| 0 0
104MB - All Mail Precincts 120 47 39.17] 17] 13 7l
105 0105 785 71 9.04 26 24 13
105 - Vole by Mail 85| 225 28.66 93 62| 36
106 0106 417 28 6.71 ] 7 9
106 - Vote by Mail 417 109| 26.14 43 28 21
107 0107 322 27 8.34) 7l 2 14
107 - Vote by Mail 322 93 28.88 34 28| 16
108 0108 870 83 9.54 31 30 11
108 - Vote by Mail B0 a03 3483 134 a4 38
109 0109 488 104 11.71 a7 38 20
109 - Vote by Mail a88 3401 38,20 132 114 33
110 0110 595 51 10.25 21 12 24
110 - Vote by Mail 595 53 8.91 22 11 15
111 0111 80 26 6.84) 10 7 3
111 - Vote by Mail 380 134 3528 45 37| 28
112 0112 630 g4|  10.1§ 21 17 15
112 - Vote by Mail 630 147 2333 47 41 as
413 0113 368 B3] 17.12 16 21 18]
113 - Vote by Mail 365 g2 25.00] 45| 20 14
114MB 0114 68 s 0.00] 0 0 0
114MB - All Mail Precincls 68 37 54.41 17 a 3
115 01156 413 63| 15,25 28 12 13
115 - Vote by Mail 413 123 29.78 53 33 22
116 0116 437 59 13.50 32 15 5
116 - Vote by Mail 437 122 27.92 40| 28 30
117 0117 536 57 10,63 34 Ll -1
117 - Vole by Mail 536 120 22.29 GB 19 19
118MB 0118 91 [¢] 0.00 0 0 o]
118MB - All Mail Precincts 91 42 46.15] 13 7 18
119MB 0119 178 0| 0.00 0 Q 0
119MB - All Mail Precincls 178 75| 4213 21 22 23
120MB 0120 134 0 0:00 0 0
120MB - All Mail Precincts 134 54 40.230 14 12 18]
121MB 0121 109 O 0.00 0| 0 0
121MB - All Mail Precincts 109 52 47.71 21 4 23
Precincl Totals 9506 930 9.78) 352 254 195
Wote by Mail Totals HBOE| 2879 30,42 1061 734 428
All Mail Precincts Totals 700 307 43 86| 103 86| 92
Grand Totals 9506 3916  41.20] 1516 1054 715
CALIFORNIA D506 aga 41.20] 1516 1054 715
Bth CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 9506 3916 41,20 1516 1054 716
8th STATE SENATE DISTRICT 9506 3916 41,20 1516 1054 715]
26th ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 0506 3916 41.20 1516 1054 715
1st EQUALIZATION 9508 3916 41.20 1516 1054 715
1st SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2165 1042 48.13] 385 242 163
2nd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1644 600 36.50 229 162 116]
4rd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2353 844 40,12 arr 287 141
4th SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1868 7449 40.29] 282 1865 151
§th SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1485 581 39.12 243 "7 144
INYO 4506 3916 41.20) 1516 1064 715] e
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101 0101 668 &0 8.98 40
101 - Vole by Mail 868 313 45.86] 208
102 0102 856 94 10.89) 69
102 - Vote by Mail 865 287 33.57 200
103 0103 642 70 10.90: 48
103 - Vote by Mail 642 218 33.96 144
104MB 0104 120 0 0.00 0|
104MB - All Mail Precincts 1201 47 3917 a7
105 0105 785 7 9.04 53
105 - Vote by Mail 785| 225 28.66 187
106 0106 417 28 6.71 20|
106 - Vote by Mail 417 109| 26,14 76
107 0107 322 27 8.39 17
107 - Vote by Mail 322 93 28 65|
108 0108 B70 B3| 9,54 65
108 - Vote by Mail B70 303 34.83] 236!
109 0109 888 104 11.71 74
109 - Vote by Mail 888 340 38.29 255
110 0110 L 81 10.28| 43
110 - Vote by Mail 595 53] 8.91 a0
111 0111 380 26 6,84 15
111 - Vole by Mail 380 134 35,26 94
112 0112 630 G4 10.18 41
112 - Vole by Mail B30 147 2333 108
113 0113 368 63 17.12 35
113 - Vote by Mail 368 92 2500 61
114MB 0114 68 0 0.00| 0
114MB - All Mail Precincls 68 37 54.41 18
115 0115 413 63 15.25 44
115 - Vote by Mail 413 123 29,78 86
116 0116 437) 59 13.50 46
116 - Vote by Mail 437 122 27.92 88|
117 0117 536 67 10.63 38
117 - Vote by Mail 536 120 22,39 B
118MB 0118 91 e] 0,00 ]
118MB - All Mail Precincts 91 42 4615 29
119MB 0119 178 0 0.00| 1]
119MB - All Mail Precincls 178 75 4213 57
120MB 0120 134 0 0,00 D
120MB - All Mail Precincts 134 54 40.30| 38
121MB 0121 108 0 0.00] 0
121MB - All Mail Precincts 108 52 47.71 39
Precinct Totals 9506 930 9.78 648
Vote by Mail Totals B806) 2679 30.42] 1899
All Mail Precincts Tolals 700 307 43.86 218
Grand Totals 8506/ 3916| 41.20 2765
CALIFORNIA Q506 A6 41.20 2765
Bth CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 9506 3816 41,20 2765
8lh STATE SENATE DISTRICT 506 3916 41.20 2765
26th ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 9506! 3916 41.20) 2765
1st EQUALIZATION 9506 3916 41.20] 2765
1sl SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2165 1042 48.13] 707
2nd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1644 GO0 36.50 425
3rd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2363 a44 40,12 713
4th SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1858 749 40.29] 495
5th SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1485 581 39,12 421
INYO 9508 3916 41.20 2765
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101 0101 668 60 8.98 25 31 3
101 - Vote by Mail 668 313 46.86 144 145 17|
102 0102 855 94 10.99) 42 40 10,
102 - Vote by Mail 855 287 33.57| 142 96 28
103 0103 642 70 10.90 28 29 13|
103 - Vote by Mail 642 218 33.96 121 64 23
Precinct Totals 2168 224 10.35] 95| 100] 26
Vole by Mall Totals 2165 818 37.78 407 305 68|
Grand Totals 2165 1042 48.13 502 405 94
CALIFORNIA 21869 1042 48.13] 502 405 94
Bth CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 2165 1042 48.13 502 405 94
8th STATE SENATE DISTRICT 2165 1042 48.13 502 405 94
26lh ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 2165 1042 4813 502 4056 94
1st EQUALIZATION 2165 1042 48.13] 502 408 94
1st SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2165 1042 48.13 502 405 94
INYO 2165 1042 48.13 502 405 94
UNINCORPORATED AREA 2165 1042 48.13 502 405 94
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108 0108 870 83 954 68
108 - Vote by Mail g7o|  303| 34.83 247
109 0109 gos| 104 1171 86
109 - Vote by Mail ses| 340 38.29 277
110 0110 595 61| 1025 50
110 - Vote by Mall 595 53 8.91 44
Pracinct Totals 2353 248 10.54 204
Vote by Mail Tatals 2353 696 2958 568
Grand Totals 2353 944| 4012 772
CALIFORNIA 2353 944|  40.42 772
8ih CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICY ~ 2353]  944]  40.12 772
Bth STATE SENATE DISTRICT 2353  944| 4012 772
26th ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 2353 944|402 772
15t EQUALIZATION 2353 944| 4012 772
3rd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2353 944| 4012 772
INYO 2353  944| 4012 772
UNINCORPORATED AREA 2353  944| 4042 772
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101 0101 668 60 8.98 46 46 50 52 51 44
101 - Vole by Mail 668 313 46.885] 218 219 240 241 222 211
102 0102 855 94 10.99] 75| 73 79 78 7 T4
102 - Vote by Mail B65| 287 33,57 224 222 239 231 224 223
103 0103 B42 70 10.90) 5t 49 51 54 48] 51
103 - Vote by Mail &42 218 33.96 154 169 166 166 164 148
104MB 0104 120 0 0.00] o 0 0 0 0 ¢
104MB - All Mail Precincls 120 47 39.17] 43 43 e 40 38 a2
105 0105 785 71 9.04 62 62| 62, 60| 59 58
105 - Vote by Mail 7865] 225 28.66) 181 170 188 177 183 178
106 0106 417 28 6.71 20| 23 25| 24 18] 23
106 - Vole by Mail 417 108 26,14 84 B3 20| 87 79 78
107 0107 322 27 6,38 23 19 20 20 18 19
107 - Vote by Mail 322 93 23 88| 77 66 T4 77 74 63
108 0108 870 B3 9.54 69| 66| 71 65| 69 67
108 - Vote by Mail 870) 303 34.83 246 236 268 265 263 242
109 0109 BA# 104 11.71 80 7 89 83 81 80
109 - Vole by Mail 888 340 38.29 273 268 287 293 283 287
110 0110 586 61 10.25 48 48] 51 44 46 45
110 - Vote by Mail 595 53] 8.91 ad 43 a4 43 39 a2
111 0111 380) 26 6.84 20 14 21 20| 21 18
111 - Vole by Mail aan 134 35.26; 105 a7 111 113 107 101
112 0112 630 64 10.16] 47 45 55 51 47 a1
112 - Vote by Mail 630 147 23.33] 119 118 128) 126 114 115!
113 0113 358 63 17.12] 40 42 45 46| 43 35
113 - Vote by Mail 368 92 25,00 65| 65 74 T2 71 85
114MB 0114 GE 0 0,00} 0 0| 0) 0 [s] 0
114MB - All Mail Precinctls G8 a7 54.41 21 22 24 22 22 22
115 0115 413 63 15.25%] 45 A3 47 50 48 41
115 - Vote by Mail 413 123 29,78 6 99 106 105 100 o9
116 0116 437 59| 13.50 45| 47, 45| 49 44 44
116 - Vote by Mail 437) 122 27,92 B4 a0 94 29 87| 92
117 0117 536 &7 10,83 44 43 44 a7 46 42
117 - Vote by Mail 538 120 2239 90 84 103 a8 94 93
118MB 0118 91 0] 0.00] 0 0 0 0 0 0
118MB - All Mail Precincts 91 42 46,15 27 29 28 27 26 26
119MB 0119 178 0 0.00) 0) 0 0] 0 0 0|
119MB - All Mail Precinclts 178 75 42,13 55 &5 62 58 54 59
120MB 0120 134 0 0.00 0 0] 0] (vl 0 0|
120MB - All Mail Precincts 134 54 40.30 40 41 41 41 40 41
121MB 0121 109 0 0.00} 0 0 0 0 0 0
121MB - All Mail Precincts 109 52 47.71 M 41 40! 44 38 41
Precinct Totals 9506 930) 9.78 715 702 755 748 718 683
Vote by Mail Totals 8806 2679 3042 2060 2030 2213 2193 2084 2017
All Mail Precincts Totals 7040 307 43.86) 227 231 239 232 218 231
Grand Totals 9506 3916 41,20 3002 2063 3207 3173 3028 2931
CALIFORNIA 9506 3916 41.20 3002 2863 3207 3173 3028 2031
8th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRIGT 95086 3916 41.20 3002 2963 3207 3173 3028 2931
ath STATE SENATE DISTRICT 9506 39186 41.20 3002 2963 3207 3173 3028 2931
26th ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 8506 3916 41,20 3002 2963 azo? 3173 3028 2931
1st EQUALIZATION 506 3918 41.20) 3002 2963 3207 3173 3028 2631
1st SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2166 1042 48.13 768 768 825 2 787 751
2nd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1644 G600 36.50] 4490 468 508 485 464 462
3rd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2353 44 40.12 a0 738 810 798| 7o 743
4th SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1859 749 40,29 558 551 612 605 573 537
5th SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1485 581 39.12] 426 441 457 463 429 438
INYO QE06 3916 41.20 3002 2863 3207 3173 3028 2931
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101 0101 668 60) 8,98 50 50
101 - Vote by Mail 668 313 46.86 240 238
102 0102 855 94 10.99 78 79|
102 - Vote by Mail B55) 287 33.67 226 226
103 0103 642 70 10.90 57 51
103 - Vote by Mail 642 218| 33,9 164 163
104MB 0104 120 o 0.00 0 0
104MB - All Mail Precincls 120 47 3917 43| 43
105 0106 785 Ll 9.04 59 57
1056 - Vole by Mail 785 225 28.65 183 181
106 0106 417 28 6.71 21 22|
106 - Vole by Mail 417 109 26,14 86| 85
107 0107 322 27| 8.39] 19 20
107 - Vole by Mail 322 93 26.88| 74 69
108 0108 870 B3 954 71 68
108 - Vote by Mail B7O) 303 34.83 264 254
109 0109 888 104 11.71 a5 86
109 - Vote by Mail ey 340 3829 290 276
110 0110 585 61 10.25 50 47
110 - Vote by Mail 585 53 8.91 43| 42
111 0111 380 26) 6.84 20 15
111 - Vote by Mail 380 134 35.28 109 104
112 0112 630 G4 10.16 49 49
112 - Vole by Mail 530 147 23.33 114 123
113 0113 3a8| 63| 17.12 45 42
113 - Vote by Mail 368 92 25.00] 72 85
114MB 0114 68 0 0.00] 0 0
114MB - All Mail Precincts 66 a7 54.41 24 23
116 0115 413 63 15.25] 53 48
115 - Vole by Mail 413 123 29,78 104 a8
116 0116 437 59 13.50 46 47
116 - Vole by Mait 437 122 27,92 89| 95
117 0117 536 57 10:63 50 49
117 - Vote by Mail 536 120 2238 a8 96
118MB 0118 91 0 0,00 0 ]
118MB - All Mail Precincts 91 42| 46,15 25 27
119MB 0119 178 Q 0.00 0 0
119MB - All Mail Precincts 178 75 4213 €2 61
120MB 0120 134 [} 0.00) 0 0
120MB - All Mail Precincls 134 54 40.30) 41 43
121MB 0121 109 0 0,00 0| 0
121MB - All Mail Precincls 109 62| 47.71 43 41
Praginct Tolals 9506/ 9301 978 753 730
Vate by Mail Totals 8806 2679 30 42 2166 2118
All Mail Precincts Totals 700 307 43,86 238 238
Grand Totals 9506 3916 41,20 3147 3084
CALIFORNIA a506 3916 41.20) 3147 3084
8th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 9506 3918 41.20 3147 3084
8th STATE SENATE DISTRICT 9506 3916 41.20] 3147 2084
26th ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 9506/ 3916 41.24) 3147 3084
1st EQUALIZATION 9506 3918] 41.20 3147 3084
1st SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2165 1042 4813 815 807
2nd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1644 800 36.50) 485 478
3rd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2353 944 40.12 803 TiE
4th SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1859 749 40,29 590 567
5th SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1485 581 39.12] 454 459
INYO G506 3918 41.20 3147 3084
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101 0101 G666 &0 8.98) 37 19 25| 29
101 - Vote by Mail 868 313 4686 163 119 140 142
102 0102 855 94 10.99) 44 45| 43 45
102 - Vote by Mail 855 287 33,57 179 93 112 150
103 0103 642 70 10.80 24 43 24 40
103 - Vole by Mail 642 218 33.96) 108 85 77 111
104MB 0104 120 0 0.00 0 [v] 0
104MB - All Mail Precincts 120 47 39.17] 29 16 24 19
105 0105 785 71 9.04 39 28 35 29
105 - Vote by Mail 85| 225 28,66 116 91 92 1089
106 0106 417 28 6.71 18 10 : 18
106 - Vote by Mail 417 109 26.14 59 M 45 48
107 0107 322 27 8.39 20 | 10] 15|
107 - Vole by Mail 322 93 28.88 51 kil 38 49
108 0108 870 83 9.54 47 34 34 44
108 - Vote by Mail 870 303 34,83 168 121 112 164
109 0108 Bag) 104 11.71 a7 G0 #5 §2
109 - Vote by Mail BB 340 38,29 168 166 122 184
110 0110 595 61 1025 45 11 38 18
110 - Vote by Mail 585 53 B8.91 43 7 23 23
111 0111 380 26 G.84 17 8 15| 10|
111 - Vote by Mail 380 134 35.26/ &4 63 59 B4/
112 0112 G30 84 10,16 40 22 28 £l
112 - Vote by Mail 630 147 23.33 74 60 60 76
113 0113 368 63 17.12] 28 26 26| 29
113 - Vote by Mail 368 92 25.00 59 33 37 48
114MB 0114 68 0 0.00 0 0l 0
114MB - All Mail Precincts 68 37 54,41 22| 15 12 18
115 0115 413 (] 15.25 30| 27 29 27
115 - Vote by Mail 413 123 29.78 83| 3 43 74
116 0116 437 59 13.50 33 2 25 29
116 - Vote by Mail 437 122 27.92] B7 48 53 B0!
117 0117 536 57| 1063 40| 13 249 24
117 - Vote by Mail 536 120 2239 69| 45 57 54
118MB 0118 91 4] 0.00| 0 ¢ 0 0
118MB - All Mail Precincts 91 42 46.15 29 12 18 20|
119MB 0119 178 0| 0.00| 0 0| 0 0
119MB - All Mail Precincls 178 75 42 13| 34 38 29 42
120MB 0120 134 0 0.00 0 0 0 0
120MB - All Mail Precincts 134 54 40.30 28 23] 32 21
121MB 0121 149 0 .00 0l 8] 0 0
121MB - All Mail Precincts 109 52 47.71 38 12 22 27
Precincl Tolals 9506 930 9.78 494 373 416 440
Vole by Mail Totals 8806] 2679 30,42 1466| 1030 1074 1361
All Mail Precincts Tolals 700 o7 43,85 181 116 137 147
Grand Totals 8506 3916 41,20 2146 1519 1627 1948
CALIFORNIA 9506 3916 41.20) 2146 1519 1627 1948
8th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 9506 3916 41.20] 2146 1519 1627 1948
8th STATE SENATE DISTRICT 9506 3916 41.20) 2146 1519 1627 1848
26th ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 9506 3916 41.20) 2148 1518 1627 1948
1sl EQUALIZATION 9606 3916 41.20 2146] 1518 1627 1948
1st SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2166 1042 48.13 555 404 421 517
2nd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1644 600 36.50] 334 223 257 288
3rd SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2353 944 40,12 499 389 374 490
4th SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1858 749 40.29 422 240 310 376
5th SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1485 581 3912 339 213 265 277
INYO 9506 3916 41.20 2146 1519 1627 1948
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For Clerk’s Use Only:
AGENDA NUMBER
AGENDA REQUEST FORM
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS / 7
COUNTY OF INYO

M Consent O Departmental O Correspondence Action O Public

Hearing

O scheduled Time for [ closed Session O informational

FROM: HEALTH & HUMAN SERVICES — Behavioral Health

FOR THE BOARD MEETING OF:  June 24, 2014

SUBJECT: Approval of Amendment Number One (1) to the Contract between Inyo County Mental
Health and Casa Pacifica Center for Children and Families.

DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATION:

Request Board approve Amendment Number One (1) to the contract between Inyo County Mental
Health and Casa Pacifica Center for Children and Families for the provision of mental health services
in an additional amount of $15,000.00 for a total amount not to exceed $45,000.00 for the period of
July 1, 2013 through June 30, 2014, and authorize the Chairperson to sign.

CAO RECOMMENDATION:

SUMMARY DISCUSSION:

This Amendment is necessary to cover the continued intensive mental health treatment costs for a
youth placed at Casa Pacifica Center for Children and Families. The Behavioral Health program
management and quality assurance staff carefully review the documentation and the high degree of
services provided and billed by Casa Pacifica staff. We review each episode that has been billed and
the accompanying documentation. We also review the treatment needs of the youth and have
documented the continued need for placement in this facility. The Inyo County Multidisciplinary
Placement Team approves placement in this high level residential facility only after all lower levels of
placement and placement alternatives, including wrap around services, had been exhausted. This
team is comprised of representative from Behavioral Health, Child Welfare, Juvenile Probation,
Toiyabe Family Services, Kern Regional Center and the schools as appropriate. The youth has had
stays at the Inyo County Juvenile Center and multiple psychiatric hospitalizations, including several
hospitalizations during placement at Casa Pacifica. Casa Pacifica has been an Organizational Provider
of mental health services for Inyo County in the past and provides individual therapy, group therapy,
medication monitoring, and crisis intervention in addition to the residential program and on-grounds
school. The Organizational Provider status allows us to maximize Medi-Cal reimbursement for the
mental health services provided. The Mental Health fiscal staff diligently pursues reimbursement for
these costs.

ALTERNATIVES:
Your Board could deny approval of Amendment Number One (1) to this contract. This would result in
the possible loss of this placement option for this minor and return to the Juvenile Center.



OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT:
Child Welfare, Juvenile Probation, Schools

FINANCING:

Reimbursement will again be pursued and maximized for Medi-Cal eligible services provided by the
group home. Mental Health Realignment funds will be used for services that are not reimbursed. This
expense is budgeted in Mental Health (045200) in Support and Care (5508). No County General

Funds.

APPROVALS : i (e : e R -
COUNTY COUNSEL: AGREEMENTS, CONTRACTS AND ORDINANCES AND CLOSED SESSION AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be
/ reviewed and approved by County Counsel prior to submission to the Board Clerk.)
1) Approved: &2 5 é {/O(X&/ i Date:
& 6 L. Y i
AUDITOR/CONTROLLER: ACCOUNTING/FINANCE AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the Auditor/Controller prior to

submission to the Board Clerk.)

@_}0 M “/('//}LQ’/ ' Approved: __(0 [ “) J—O“-‘[‘ Date:

"4
PERSONNEL DIRECTOR: PERSONNEL AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the Director of Personnel Services prior to
submission to 1

o o\ wvos 0/ {F e

DEPARTMENT HEAD SIGNATURE: - &7y
W Date: é e /';Z'-/g

(Not to be signed until all approvals are reneivedf yZ 5 S




AMENDMENT NUMBER One TO
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF INYO AND
Casa Pacifica Centers for Children and Families

FOR THE PROVISION OF INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR SERVICES

WHEREAS, the County of Inyo (hereinafter referred to as “County”) and
Casa Pacifica Centers for Children and Families , of Camarillo, California
(hereinafter referred to as "Contractor”), have entered into an Agreement for the Provision of Independent
Contractor Services dated June 11,2013 , on County of Inyo Standard
Contract No. 144 for the term from July 1, 2013 to June 30, 2014

WHEREAS, County and Contractor do desire and consent to amend such Agreement as set forth
below;

WHEREAS, such Agreement provides that it may be modified, amended, changed, added to, or
subtracted from, by the mutual consent of the parties thereto, if such amendment or change is in written
form, and executed with the same formalities as such Agreement, and attached to the original Agreement
to maintain continuity.

County and Contractor hereby amend such Agreement as follows:

The first sentence of paragraph 3.D. Limit upon amount payable under Agreement, is amended to read as follows:

The total sum of all payments made by the County to Contractor for services and work performed under this Agreement shall
not exceed $45,000.00 (Forty Five Thousand Dollars) (hereinafter referred to as "contract limit"). County expressly reserves the
right to deny any payment or reimbursement requested by Contractor for services or work performed which is in excess of the
contract limit.

The effective date of this Amendment to the Agreement is May 1, 2014

All the other terms and conditions of the Agreement are unchanged and remain the same.

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 144
Page 1
062912



AMENDMENT NUMBER " TO
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF INYO AND
Casa Pacifica Centers for Children and Families

FOR THE PROVISION OF INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR SERVICES

IN WITNESS THEREOF, THE PARTIES HERETO HAVE SET THEIR HANDS AND SEALS THIS
DAY OF ;

COUNTY OF INYO CON ﬁCTOR /é_g\_g
By: By: {

Dated: Mlcﬁageriali%rd

Dated: g 23 : { :f’

APPROVEDAS TO F}B AND LEGALITY:

County‘Cuunst
APPROVED AS TO ACCOUNTING FORM:

/)/L/\@

County Auditor

APPROVES}AS TO PERSONN{L REQUIREMENTS:

Personnel Services

APPROVED AS TO RISK ASSESSMENT:

A Bl

County Risk Manager

157

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No.
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For Clerk’s Use Only:
AGENDA NUMBER
AGENDA REQUEST FORM Y
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS <L<
COUNTY OF INYO
Mconsent O Departmental O Correspondence Action O public Hearing
[ scheduled Time for [ closed Session O informational
FROM: HEALTH & HUMAN SERVICES - Behavioral Health, Substance Use Disorders Program

FOR THE BOARD MEETING OF: June 24, 2014

SUBJECT: Approval of the FY 2013-2014 Amended Negotiated Net Amount (NNA) Alcohol and Drug Programs Contract
for Alcohol and Drug Services, #10- NNA 14 V.2 and Department of Health Care Services (DHCS) Contract # 12-89208
A02.

DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATION:

Request that your Board approve the FY 2013/2014 V.2 Amended Negotiated Net Amount (NNA) Contract with the
California Department of Alcohol and Drug Programs (ADP) and the Department of Health Care Services (DHCS) Contract
#12-89208 AO2 with a FY 2013/2014 increase of $4,256 for a total amount $1,705,826, and authorize the chairperson to
sign the amendment forms.

CAO RECOMMENDATION:

SUMMARY DISCUSSION;

This is a standard amendment to our State contract for Inyo County’s Substance Use Disorders Program. The State
keeps the basic multi-year contract in place and provides amendments to the contract reflecting any changes in the
allocation. The total amount of the three year contract FY 10/11 through FY 13/14 has increased by $4,256 in FY 2013-14
for a total amount of $1,705,826. Additionally, there are changes in the contract reflecting a listing of standard
agreement changes from FY 2012-13 to FY 2013-14: Exhibit A1, Substance Use Disorder Budget for Inyo County, Exhibit
B, General Terms and Conditions of the contract, Exhibit C, Non Drug Medi-Cal Substance Abuse Treatment services and
Funding Conditions of the contract and Exhibit D, Drug Medi-Cal Treatment Program Services and Funding Conditions of
the contract.

ALTERNATIVES:

Your Board could elect not to approve this amendment, resulting in the loss of funding for the Substance Use Disorders
program.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT:
California Department of Health Care Services

FINANCING:
Federal and 2011 Realignment Funds. This will be brought in as Revenue to the Substance Abuse Disorders Budget
(045315)



APPROVALS

COUNTY COUNSEL: AGREEMENTS, CONTRACTS AND ORDINANCES AND CLOSED SESSION AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be
] reviewed and approved by Counlly Counsel prior fo submission to the Board Clerk.)
; f—% % mhw Approved: \/ Date:
v v cud
AUDITOR/CONTROLLER: IFINANCE ;LD'RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the Auditor/Controller prior to
subrfission (o the Board Cl r .
/‘f ﬂ Approved: Date:
W4 . Py ~ —
PERSONNEL DIRECTOR: P ONNEL AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the Director of Personnel Services prior to

submission to the Board Clerk.)

Approved: Date:

DEPARTMENT HEAD SIGNATURE:

(Not to be signed until all approvals are received

0vo .5//‘/

<
W Date: é’"7’/§‘



STATE OF CALIFORNIA

STANDARD AGREEMENT AMENDMENT

STD 213A_DHCS (Rev 01/13)

Agreement Number | Amendment Number

@ Check here if additional pages are added: 2 Page(s) 12-89208 A02

| Registration Number:

1 This Agreement is entered into between the State Agency and Contractor named below:

State Agency’s Name (Also known as DHCS, CDHS, DHS or the State}
Department of Health Care Services
Contractor's Name (Also referred to as Contractor)

~ County of inyo - - -
2. The term of this Agreement is: July 1,2010
- through  June 30, 2014

3. The maximum amount of this $ 1,705, 826
Agreement after this amendment is:  One million, seven hundred five thousand, eight hundred twenty-s six dollars

4. The parties mutually agree to this amendment as follows. All actions noted below are by this reference made a part
of the Agreement and incorporated herein:

| Amendment effective date: July 1, 2013

I Purpose of amendment: This amendment: 1) modifies the terms and conditions; and 2) increases funding for
Fiscal Year 2013-14. The contractor is performing more of the same services as outlined in the original
contract.

. Certain changes made in this amendment are shown within the attached document entitled “Standard
Agreement Attachment for Counties — Contract Changes from Fiscal Year 2012-13 to Fiscal Year 2013-14" a
Text additions are displayed in bold and underline. Text deletions are displayed as strike through text (i.e.,
Strike).

v, Paragraph 3 (maX|mum amount) of the face of the amended STD 213 is increased by $4,256 and amended to
g . $1,705,826

(One Mllllon Seven Hundred Fwe Thousand Eight Hundred Twenty Slx Dollarst

(Continued on next page)

All other terms and conditions shall remain the same
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Agreement has been executed by the parties hereto.

CALIFORNIA
CONTRACTOR Department of General Services
Contractor's Name (If other than an individual, state whether a corporation, partnership. etc ) Use Only
County of Inyo
By(Authorized Signature) Date Signed (Do not lype)
=Y

Printed Name and Title of Person Signing

Address

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Agency Name
Department of Health Care Services

By (Authorized Signature) Date Signed (Do not type)

&

Printed Name and Title of Person Signing X Exempt per:DGS memo dated
07/10/96 and Welfare and Institutions
Code 14087.4

Address

1501 Capitol Avenue, Suite 71.5195, MS 1403, P.O. Box 997413,
Sacramento, CA 95899-7413
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VII.
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County of Inyo
#10-NNA14 V.2/#12-89208 A02
Page 2

Attached to this contract amendment is a listing of standard agreement changes from Fiscal Year 2012-13 to
Fiscal Year 2013-14.

Attached to this contract amendment is Exhibit A1 of the Fiscal Year 2013-14 Substance Use Disorder Budget for
the County of Inyo, ADP Contract #10-NNA14 V.2 and DHCS Contract #12-89208 AD2.

Attached to this contract amendment is Exhibit B, General Terms and Conditions, effective July 1, 2013, as part of
the multi-year contract for the Fiscal Year 2010-11 through Fiscal Year 2013-14, for the County of Inyo, ADP
Contract #10-NNA14 V.2 and DHCS Contract #12-89208 A02.

Attached to this contract amendment is Exhibit C, Non Drug Medi-Cal Substance Abuse Treatment Services and
Funding Conditions, effective July 1, 2013, as part of the multi-year contract for the Fiscal Year 2010-11 through
Fiscal Year 2013-14, for the County of inyo, ADP Contract #10-NNA14 V.2 and DHCS Contract #12-89208 A02.

Attached to this contract amendment is Exhibit D, Drug Medi-Cal Treatment Program Services and Funding
Conditions, effective July 1, 2013, as part of the multi-year contract for the Fiscal Year 2010-11 through Fiscal
Year 2013-14. for the County of Inyo, ADP Contract #10-NNA14 V.2 and DHCS Contract #12-89208 A02.



County of Inyo

FISCAL CONTRACT DETAIL
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH CARE SERVICES
Fiscal Year 2013-14 Substance Use Disorder Budget
ADP Contract #10-NNA14, V.2
DHCS Contract #12-89208, A02

Exhibit A1 - All Funding

State General Funds Amounts Totals
State General Funds (July 1, 2013 - June 30, 2014)
Parolee Services Network Funds 4260-116-0001
Drug Medi-Cal $ 3,636 4260-601-0001
Total State General Funds $ 3,636
TOTAL STATE GENERAL FUNDS | $ - 3,636

Federal Funds

SAPT Block Grant - 93.959 (FFY 2014 Award) (October 1, 2013 to June 30, 2015 - 21 Months)

SAPT Female Offender Treatment Services - FFY 2014 Award
SAPT Discretionary - FFY 2014 Award $ 317,973
SAPT Adolescent/Youth Treatment Program - FFY 2014 Award
SAPT Friday Night Live/Club Live - FFY 2014 Award

SAPT Primary Prevention Set-Aside - FFY 2014 Award $ 75,194
SAPT HIV Set-Aside - FFY 2014 Award $ 7,600
SAPT Perinatal Set-Aside - FFY 2014 Award
SAPT Special Projects - FFY 2014 Award

4260-116-0890
4260-116-0890
4260-116-0890
4260-116-0890
4260-116-0890
4260-116-0890
4260-116-0890
4260-116-0890

Total SAPT Block Grant - FFY 2014 Award $

400,667

Federal Drug Medi-Cal Funds (Reimbursement) (July 1, 2013 to June 30, 2014) (12 Months)

Drug Medi-Cal 3 1,250 4260-601-0912
Perinatal Drug Medi-Cal 4260-601-0912
Total Federal Drug Medi-Cal Funds $ 1,250
TOTAL FEDERAL FUNDS | $ 401,917

GRAND TOTAL - ALL FUNDS | $ 405,553




For Clerk’s use
ly:
AGENDA REQUEST FORM AERNTE: HOMBER
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS P
COUNTY OF INYO / ( f
f

X Consent Departmental Correspondence Action Public Hearing
Scheduled Time for Closed Session Informational

FROM: HEALTH & HUMAN SERVICES: BEHAVIORAL HEALTH
FOR THE BOARD MEETING OF:  june 24, 2014
SUBJECT: Approval of Contract between County of Inyo and Merced Behavioral Center.

DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATION:

Request Board approve the contract between County of Inyo and Merced Behavioral Health Center for
residential placement for adults in a locked facility in an amount not to exceed $35,000 for the period
of July 1, 2014 to June 30, 2015; contingent upon Board's adoption of FY 2014/2015 Budget and
authorize the Chairperson to sign.

CAO RECOMMENDATION:

SUMMARY DISCUSSION:

Inyo Mental Health has placed LPS conserved adult individuals in this facility for the last sixteen years.
Merced Behavioral Center provides specialized services that meet both the physical and emotional
needs of these persons. In the past, thirteen persons placed at Merced Behavioral Center have
completed the treatment and have successfully “stepped down” intensity of treatment and eventually
were terminated from conservatorship status to live independently or in a board and care facility in the
community. Merced Behavioral Center works closely with the deputy conservators and provides
treatment updates and planning as appropriate.

ALTERNATIVES:
Merced Behavioral Center has offered excellent treatment services for these vulnerable persons.
They are committed to providing services in the least restrictive setting. Your Board could choose not
to approve this contract. This would jeopardize the placement for the conservatee. Appropriate
placements are often difficult to obtain and there is no guarantee that another facility that offers proper
care will be found.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT:
Inyo County Courts

FINANCING:

100% Mental Health Realignment Funds (clients partially reimburse with SSI payments). This
expense will be budgeted in Mental Health (045200) in Support & Care (5508). No County General
Funds.



Agenda Request
Page 2

COUNTY COUNSEL,

“%M’W Approved: l/

AGREEMENTS, CONTRACTS AND ORDINANCES AND CLOSED SESSION AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be
reviewed and approved by county counsel prior to submission to the board clerk.)

Date_26/24]1+4

AUDITOR/CONTROLLER:

ACCOUNTING/FINANCE AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the auditor-controller prior

to submission to the board clerk.) /
Dateu [ Lf ’ L{

Approved:

S'ONI\EL DIRECTOR:

PERSONNEL AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the director of personnel services
prior to submission to the board clerk.)

e (o911

Approved: \J

DEPARTMENT HEAD SIGNATURE:
(Not to be signed until all approvals are received)

N B e

%



ATTACHMENT A

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COUNTY OF INYO
AND Merced Behavioral Center

FOR THE PROVISION OF RESIDENTIAL TREATMENT SERVICES

TERM:

FROM:July 1, 2014 TO:June 30, 2015

SCOPE OF WORK:

Residential care in a locked Psychiatric Skilled Nursing Facility Provided by Merced Behavioral Center. Facility shall maintain skilled nursing
licensure and certification. Treatment services to include daily needs: food, bed, monthly barber, hairstyling services, and basic hygiene
products. Special needs to be provided: activities, nu rsing services, special treatment program to provide a structured educational living
environment, which provides for each resident's psychosocial needs.

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 157

(independent Contractor — Residential Treatment Services)
Page 9 081511



ATTACHMENT B

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COUNTY OF INYO
AND Merced Behavioral Center

FOR THE PROVISION OF RESIDENTIAL TREATMENT SERVICES

TERM:

FROM:July 1, 2014 TO:June 30, 2015

SCHEDULE OF FEES:
TOTAL DAILY RATE
Mental Health Rehabilitation Center/IMD Services (AB 360 rate} ~ $173.61
Special Treatment Program Patch $5.72
TOTAL COST PER DAY WITH PATCH $179.33

Dally Bed Hold Rate is $173.05

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 157
(Independent Contractor — Residential Treatment Services)
Page 10

081511



For Clerk’s Use Only:
AGENDA NUMBER
AGENDA REQUEST FORM
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Q 0
COUNTY OF INYO S '

X Consent O Departmental O Correspondence Action O public

Hearing

[ scheduled Time for [ closed Session [ informational

FROM: HEALTH & HUMAN SERVICES, Emergency Medical Services

FOR THE BOARD MEETING OF:  June 24, 2014

SUBJECT: Approval of Extensions to Contracts for Exclusive Operating Emergency Medical Service

DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATION:
Request Board approve extensions to the contracts with Olancha Cartago Fire Department, Symons Emergency
Specialties, Inc., and Lone Pine Volunteer Fire Department through June 30, 2015.

CAO RECOMMENDATION:

SUMMARY DISCUSSION:
Local contracts for Emergency Medical Services (EMS) for these three local ambulance providers are set to expire
at the end of July. In coordination with our Local EMS — Inland Counties Emergency Medical Authority (ICEMA) —
much work is being done to look at the future of EMS locally. ICEMA will be releasing a Request for Proposals in
the upcoming months following further discussions with local providers about the impact of federal health care
reform, the current trend of dwindling revenues for EMS, and other challenges being addressed regarding provision
of ambulance services. To allow for the completion of the current discussions and strategic planning, these
contract extensions are necessary to prevent a lapse in services in three of our operating areas.

Other local providers are not included in the requested action because they were “grandfathered in” during
1981 pursuant to Health and Safety Code Seciton 1797.224 as noncompetitive exclusive providers of EMS. As
such, they do not have expiring contractual agreements, except in the case of Southern Inyo Fire Protection District
(SIFPD) who has a contract set to expire in 2019.

ALTERNATIVES:
Your Board could deny this agreement, leaving no ambulance service in the three operating areas after July.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT:
Inland Counties Emergency Management Authority (ICEMA)

FINANCING:
There is no financing involved with this agenda request.



APPROVALS

AGREEMENTS, CONTRACTS AND ORDINANCES AND CLOSED SESSION AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be
reviewed and approved by County Counsel prior to submission to the Board Clerk.)

Approved: f;l@j Date: 5/?/,'(#/7

N y -
AUDITOR/CONTROLLER: ACCOUNTING/FINANCE AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the Auditor/Controller prior to
submission to the Board Clerk.)

0 N s
C @ k(-\._ S Approved: LJ%I{//}/E Date: 4 / 0 é—(}/ (//
/ 7

— L

v
PERS N EL DIRECTOR: PERSONNEL AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the Director of Personnel Services prior to
\ ; submission to the Board Clerk.)

. oome o) o Gl11/14

DEPARTMENT HEAD SIGNATURE: T .
(Not to be signed until all approvals are racelved)//_%’&b"-—- W Date:./ - / (/ - / %/'




AMENDMENT NUMBER 1 TO
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF INYO AND
Olancha Cartago Fire Department

FOR THE PROVISION OF INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR SERVICES

WHEREAS, the County of Inyo (hereinafter referred to as “County”) and

Olancha Cartago Fire Department of Olancha, California
(hereinafter referred to as “Contractor”), have entered into an Agreement for the Provision of Independent
Contractor Services dated November 7, 2006 , on County of Inyo Standard
Contract No. _132 _ for the term from June 1, 2006 to July 31, 2014

WHEREAS, County and Contractor do desire and consent to amend such Agreement as set forth
below;

WHEREAS, such Agreement provides that it may be modified, amended, changed, added to, or
subtracted from, by the mutual consent of the parties thereto, if such amendment or change is in written
form, and executed with the same formalities as such Agreement, and attached to the original Agreement
to maintain continuity.

County and Contractor hereby amend such Agreement as follows:

The first sentence of Paragraph 2. Term, of the Agreement is amended to read as follows:

The term of this agreement shall be from June 1, 2006 to June 30, 2015 unless terminated sooner by either party, as provided
below.

The effective date of this Amendment to the Agreement is

All the other terms and conditions of the Agreement are unchanged and remain the sare.

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 132
Page 1
062912



AMENDMENT NUMBER ! TO

AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF INYO AND
Olancha Cartago Fire Department

FOR THE PROVISION OF INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR SERVICES

IN WITNESS THEREOF, THE PARTIES HERETO HAVE SET THEIR HANDS AND SEALS THIS

DAY OF
~
COUNTY OF INYO CONTRACTOR
By: By:
. = . _Signature
ated: “5 — s
/C‘/(;-I/&.JDQW.S 45 /5 Chich
Type or Print
Dated: 09/‘/@’/(/

APPROVED AS

M AND LEGALITY:

/
Counfy Counsel”
APPROVED AS TO ACCOUNTING FORM:

County Auditor

APPROVEP AS TO PERSONNEL REQUIREMENTS:

L Mﬁ

Personnel Services

APPROVED AS TO RISK ASSESSMENT:

) jr]\ ;:; 'k,}f’v,{‘__h___

County Risk Manager

132

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No.
Page 2

062912



AMENDMENT NUMBER 1 TO
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF INYO AND
Symons Emergency Specialties, Inc.

FOR THE PROVISION OF INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR SERVICES

WHEREAS, the County of Inyo (hereinafter referred to as “County”) and

Symons Emergency Specialties, Inc. . of Bishop, California
(hereinafter referred to as “Contractor”), have entered into an Agreement for the Provision of Independent
Contractor Services dated November 7, 2006 , on County of Inyo Standard
Contract No. _132 _ for the term from June 1, 2006 to July 31, 2014

WHEREAS, County and Contractor do desire and consent to amend such Agreement as set forth
below;

WHEREAS, such Agreement provides that it may be modified, amended, changed, added to, or
subtracted from, by the mutual consent of the parties thereto, if such amendment or change is in written
form, and executed with the same formalities as such Agreement, and attached to the original Agreement
to maintain continuity.

County and Contractor hereby amend such Agreement as follows:

The first sentence of Paragraph 2. Term, of the Agreement is amended to read as follows:

The term of this agreement shall be from June 1, 2006 to June 30, 2015 unless terminated sooner by either party, as provided
below.

The effective date of this Amendment to the Agreement is

All the other terms and conditions of the Agreement are unchanged and remain the same.

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 132
Page 1
062912



1
AMENDMENT NUMBER TO
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF INYO AND
Symons Emergency Specialties, Inc.

FOR THE PROVISION OF INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR SERVICES

IN WITNESS THEREOF, THE PARTIES HERETO HAVE SET THEIR HANDS AND SEALS THIS

DAY OF ,
COUNTY OF INYO CONTRACTOR /M / W@/
By: By: Q /V/
Signature
Dated: ‘
JURAK)  SYwem;
Type or Print
Dated: 0'{(& }/a‘)t L‘
APPROVED// AND LEGALITY:

a
County Counsel

APPROVED AS TO ACCOUNTING FORM:

County Auditor

APPROVED A$ TO PERSONNEL REQUIREMENTS:

AL

Personneél Services

APPROVED AS TO RISK ASSESSMENT:

County'Risk Manager

132

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No.
Page 2

062912



AMENDMENT NUMBER 1 TO
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF INYO AND
Lone Pine Volunteer Fire Department

FOR THE PROVISION OF INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR SERVICES

WHEREAS, the County of Inyo (hereinafter referred to as “County”) and

Lone Pine Volunteer Fire Department . of Lone Pine, California
(hereinafter referred to as “Contractor”), have entered into an Agreement for the Provision of Independent
Contractor Services dated November 7, 2006 , on County of Inyo Standard
Contract No. _132 _ for the term from June 1, 2006 to July 31, 2014

WHEREAS, County and Contractor do desire and consent to amend such Agreement as set forth
below;

WHEREAS, such Agreement provides that it may be modified, amended, changed, added to, or
subtracted from, by the mutual consent of the parties thereto, if such amendment or change is in written
form, and executed with the same formalities as such Agreement, and attached to the original Agreement
to maintain continuity.

County and Contractor hereby amend such Agreement as follows:

The first sentence of Paragraph 2. Term, of the Agreement is amended to read as follows:

The term of this agreement shall be from June 1, 2006 to June 30, 2015 unless terminated sooner by either party, as provided
below.

The effective date of this Amendment to the Agreement is

All the other terms and conditions of the Agreement are unchanged and remain the same.

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. __ 132
Page 1
062912



1
AMENDMENT NUMBER TO
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF INYO AND
Lone Pine Volunteer Fire Department

FOR THE PROVISION OF INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR SERVICES

IN WITNESS THEREOF, THE PARTIES HERETO HAVE SET THEIR HANDS AND SEALS THIS

DAY OF
COUNTY OF INYO CONTRACTOR 5
By: By: :é R"\I } Z_{
U Signature
Dated: ==
= [ < £0-7 /)Vk ) .

Type or Print
Dated: S- 9"/4

JRM AND LEGALITY:

APPROVED AS TO ACCOUNTING FORM:

B it A

County Auditor

APPROVED AS TO PERSONNEL REQUIREMENTS:

XL

Personnel Services

APPROVED AS TO RISK ASSESSMENT:

\' V\, \'EQMM ey

County Risk Manager

132

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No.
Page 2

062912



For Clerk’s Use Only:
AGENDA NUMBER
AGENDA REQUEST FORM
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS E /
COUNTY OF INYO
X Consent [ Departmental O Correspondence Action O public Hearing
O scheduled Time for O closed Session 3 informational

FROM: HEALTH & HUMAN SERVICES

FOR THE BOARD MEETING OF: June 24, 2014
SUBJECT: Local Provider Requests for EMS Funds

DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATION:

Request your Board approve the following five (5) contracts for projects to be funded from the Emergency Medical
Services Trust Fund #505107 in amounts designated as follows: 1) Independence Volunteer Fire Department =
$9,300 for the purchase of emergency response and training equipment; 2) Olancha Cartago Fire Department =
$9,300 for the purchase of emergency response equipment; 3) Lone Pine Volunteer Fire Department = $9,381.60
for the purchase of emergency response and training equipment; 4) Big Pine Fire Protection District = $9,381.60 for
the purchase of emergency response and training equipment; and 5) Southern Inyo Fire Protection District =
$9,170.35 for training and equipment, for a total combined amount of the five (5) contracts not to exceed
$46,533.55 for the period of July 1, 2014 through December 31, 2014; and authorize the Chairperson to sign the
contracts.

CAO RECOMMENDATION:

SUMMARY DISCUSSION:

The Emergency Medical Services (EMS) funds are collected from traffic fines in varying amounts per year. The
disbursement of the funds is designated by Health and Safety Code Section 1797.98a and requires the monies be
distributed as follows: (25%) goes to hospitals, (58%) goes to emergency room physicians, and (17%) goes to local
emergency medical services-related discretionary purposes. Health and Human Services solicits requests annually
in the spring for first responders to submit funding proposals to be funded from the discretionary (17%) portion of
the fund, per county ordinance. This year five (5) entities submitted requests totaling $46,533.55.” The HHS
guidelines for funding included: 1) priority is given to volunteer entities; 2) effort made to keep each community
equipped with viable ambulance and related equipment; 3) computer equipment was disallowed, per recent State
audits; and 4) equipment purchases available through disaster/bioterrorism funds were not recommended for EMS
funding.

ALTERNATIVES:
Not approving this contract would result in local EMS responders operating with existing equipment. By ordinance,
this money can be spent only on local ambulance providers.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT:
All eligible emergency service entities were notified of this process and were given the opportunity to submit
requests for funding.

FINANCING:
100% Emergency Medical Trust Fund #505107, regulated by legislation. No County General Funds.



COUNTY COUNSEL: AGREEMENTS, CONTRACTS ANP ORDI
reviewed and approved by County/Zo

NCES AND CLOSED SESSION AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be
i submission to the Board Clerk.

LA _ Date: 5%"/&/?’

AUDITOR/CONTROLLER: ACCOUNTING/FINANCE AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the Auditor/Controller prior to
submission to the Board Clerk.)

Approved: @-/ (-/’\—/’k‘o_i) Date: é!/ /O/ Jﬂl‘b{

PERSONNEL DIRECTOR: PERSONNEL AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the Director of Personnel Services prior to
submission to the Board Clerk.)

N / %} Approved: Date:

Approved:

DEPARTMENT HEAD SIGNATURE:

(Not to be signed until all approvals are received

A ;:ZL:_A/V«./\ Date: él b//,- /%




ATTACHMENT A

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COUNTY OF INYO
AND Independence Volunteer Fire Department

FOR PROVISION OF MADDY EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES FUNDS

TERM:
FROM: July1,2014 To: December 31, 2014

MADDY FUND PROPOSED USAGE:

Funded Activities/Service:

a. (List the items to be pur:chas&%)

ITEM COST
Propac CS 242 Monitors $ 5,500.00
edispatch.com $ 1,000.00
BK Radios $ 2,800.00
TOTAL S 9,300.00

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 128

(Maddy Emergency Medical Services Funds Contract)
Page 9

051413



ATTACHMENT B

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COUNTY OF INYO
AND Independence Volunteer Fire Department

FOR PROVISION OF MADDY EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES FUNDS

TERM:
FROM: July 1, 2014 TO: December 31, 2014
SCHEDULE OF FEES:

County will provide Applicant with $9,300.00, in advance, for the purchase of items specifled In Attachment A, Applicant shall provide
County coples of receipts for such purchases within thirty (30) days of purchase, Funds that are not expended by the end of the contract
period shall be returned to the County.

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 128

(Maddy Emergency Medical Services Funds Contract)
Page 10

051413



_ ATTACHMENT A

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COUNTY OF INYO
AND Southern Inyo Fire Protection District

FOR PROVISION OF MADDY EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES FUNDS

TERM:
FROM;: July 1,2014 TO: December 31,2014

MADDY FUND PROPOSED USAGE:

1. Funded Activities/Service:

a. (List the items to be purchased)

ITEM(S) QUANITITY COST
Simulaids EMT Casualty Simulation Kit, Simulaids O.B. Manikin,

Life/form Intraosseous Infusion Simulator $ 2,157.02
BU - EMT Premier 2.0 Package R4 ' S 1,598.33
Panasonic Toughbook - Core iS $ 4,200.00
EZ-Stabilizer, EZ-10 G3 Power Driver, EZ-10 15mm Needle, ED-I0

25mm Needle Stabilizer Kit $ 1,215.00
TOTAL $ 9,170.35

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 128

(Maddy Emergency Medical Services Funds Contract)
Page 9

051413



ATTACHMENT B

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COUNTY OF INYO
AND Southern Inyo Fire Protection District

FOR PROVISION OF MADDY EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES FUNDS

TERM:
FROM:: July 1, 2014 TO: December 31, 2014

SCHEDULE OF FEES:

County will provide Applicant with $9,170.35, In advance, for the purchase of items specified In Attachment A. Applicant shall provide
County coples of recelpts for such purchases within thirty (30) days of purchase. Funds that are not expended by the end of the contract
period shall be returned to the County.

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 128

(Maddy Emergency Medical Services Funds Contract)
Page 10

051413



ATTACHMENT A

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COUNTY OF INYO
AND Big Pine Fire Protection District -

FOR PROVISION OF MADDY EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES FUNDS

TERM:
FROM: July1,2014 To: December 31, 2014

MADDY FUND PROPOSED USAGE:

1. Funded Activities/Service:

a. (List the items to be purchased)

ITEM(S) QUANITITY COST
Handheld Radios with charges S 6,427.35
1-YEAR SUBSCRIPTION CELLULAR DISPATCH S 948.00
Pagers S 2,006.25
TOTAL S 9,381.60

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 128

(Maddy Emergency Medical Services Funds Contract)
Page 9

051413



ATTACHMENT B

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COUNTY OF INYO
AND Big Pine Fire Protection District

FOR PROVISION OF MADDY EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES FUNDS

TERM:
FROM: July 1, 2014 TO: December 31, 2014
SCHEDULE OF FEES:

County will provide Applicant with $9,381.60, in advance, for the purchase of items specified in Attachment A. Applicant shall provide
County copies of receipts for such purchases within thirty (30) days of purchase. Funds that are not expended by the end of the contract
period shall be returned to the County.

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 128

(Maddy Emergency Medical Services Funds Contract)
Page 10
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ATTACHMENT A

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COUNTY OF INYO
AND Olancha Cartago Fire Department

FOR PROVISION OF MADDY EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES FUNDS

TERM:

FROM: July1,2014 To: December 31, 2014

MADDY FUND PROPOSED USAGE:

1. Funded Activities/Service:

a. (List the items to be purchased)

ITEM(S) QUANITITY COST
Zoll AED Pro 1 S 2,895.00
King Vision Video Laryngoscopes $ 2,712.00
EZ-10 $ 2,245.00
SKED Rescue Sled ) 737.00
Thomas EMS Heating Pack S 870.00
TOTAL S 9,459.00
Request is for $9,300 $ 9,300.00

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 128

(Maddy Emergency Medical Services Funds Contract)
Page 9
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ATTACHMENT B

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COUNTY OF INYO
AND Olancha Cartago Fire Department

FOR PROVISION OF MADDY EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES FUNDS

TERM:
FROM: July 1, 2014 To: December 31, 2014
SCHEDULE OF FEES:

County will provide Applicant with $9,300.00, in advance, for the purchase of items specified in Attachment A. Applicant shall provide
County copies of receipts for such purchases within thirty (30) days of purchase. Funds that are not expended by the end of the contract
period shall be returned to the County.

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 128

(Maddy Emergency Medical Services Funds Contract)
Page 10
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ATTACHMENT A

AGREEMENT BETWEEN
AND Lone Pine Volunteer Fire

COUNTY OF INYO
Department

FOR PROVISION OF MADDY EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES FUNDS

TERM:
FROM;__July 1, 2014

JO: December 31, 2014

MADDY FUND PROPOSED USAGE:
Funded Activities/Service:
a. (List the items to be purchased)
ITEM(S) QUANITITY  COST PER

EZ-10 Needle Set 2 $ 2,240.00 $4,480.00
King Vision Kit 1 $ 132999 $1,329.99
Supply Bag for King 1 $ 4799 $ 47.99
Reusable Cable for King 1 $ 3779 $ 37.79
IV Warmers 2 $ 43499 $ 869.98
Pulse Oximeter with case 1 $ 61450 $ 614.50
Triage Tarp Set 1 $ 41200 $ 41200
Breakaway Flat 1 $ 405.00 $ 405.00
Response Bags 2 $ 123.00 $ 246.00
SUBTOTAL $ 8,443.25
SALES TAX $ 717.68
FREIGHT $ 220.67
GRAND TOTAL $9,381.60

County of inyo Standard Contract - No. 128
(MaddyEmergencyMetg:le%emm Funds Contract)

051413



ATTACHMENT B

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COUNTY OF INYO
AND Lone Pine Volunteer Fire Department

FOR PROVISION OF MADDY EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES FUNDS

TERM:
FROM: July 1, 2014 TO: December 31,2014

SCHEDULE OF FEES:

County will provide Applicant with $9,381.60, in advance, for the purchase of items specified in Attachment A. Applicant shall provide
County copies of receipts for such purchases within thisty (30) days of purchase. Funds that are not expended by the end of the contract
period shall be retumned to the County.

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 128
(MVW%WHMW)

051413



For Clerk’s Use Only:
G, A NUMB
AGENDA REQUEST FORM sea
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF INYO Q}

B Consent O Departmental O Correspondence Action O pPublic

Hearing

[ scheduled Time for [ closed Session [ informational

FROM: HEALTH & HUMAN SERVICES - First 5 Inyo County

FOR THE BOARD MEETING OF:  June 24, 2014
SUBJECT: Inyo County Superintendent of School Special Grant 2014-15

DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATION: Request Board approval of the contract
between the County of Inyo and Inyo County Superintendent of Schools Child
Development Division for Child Development services in an amount not to exceed
$31,500 for the period of July 1, 2014 to June 30, 2015, contingent upon the approval
of the FY 14/15 budget; and authorize the Chairperson to sign.

CAO RECOMMENDATION:

SUMMARY DISCUSSION: Partnering with the Superintendent of Schools Child
Development Division to support Laugh & Learn Family Child Care Provider monthly
modeling services and library engagement through “Bookalicious! Libricioso!” story
hours allows the Commission to invest in two key areas of early development. Laugh &
Learn brings quality training and services into family child care homes countywide 10
months of the year, teaching providers how to infuse developmental play into their care
routines and giving children direct exposure to literacy and health messages.
“Bookalicious! Libricioso!” invites families to rediscover their local libraries and promotes
the importance of early literacy in Bishop, Big Pine, and Lone Pine. By offering select
stories in English and Spanish we are hoping to build bridges toward impacting
Spanish-speaking family literacy habits, an area our literacy surveys over the past 5
years show us we have yet to deeply impact.

ALTERNATIVES: The Board could decide not to fund this grant approved by the
Commission, which would mean that we would have to release another Request for
Proposals and seek out partners to help us meet our goals. Since these programs are
co-sponsored with ICSOS, it could also mean they would have to be canceled.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT: None



FINANCING:

100% State Funding. This expense will be budgeted in First 5 (643000) in Professional
Services. No County General Funds.

APPROVALS

COUNTY COUN

LyZjery

AGREEMENTS, CONTRACTS AND ORDINANCES AND CLOSED SESSION AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be
reviewed and approved by County Counsel prior to submission to the Board Clerk.)

Approved: f{ﬂ < Date: 15' /?K? 21
7

P r E
AUDITORICONTROLI'_‘E{

ACCOUNTING/FINANCE AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the Auditor/Controller prior to
submission to the Board Clerk.)

) ! _
(___L’ k N Approved: _{/l/&./_ : Date: (/4()/}(}{ L/
174 —— 7
PERSONNEL DIRECTOR: PERSONNEL AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the Director of Personnel Services prior to
submission to the Board Clerk.)
S BA_)Q (Q)L Approved: \/ Date: (ﬁ/ / / / / ('/
et

DEPARTMENT HEAD SIGNATURE,

T P >

(Not to be signed until all approvals are received

Date:




ATTACHMENT A

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COUNTY OF INYO
AND Inyo County Superintendent of Schools Child Development Division

FOR THE PROVISION OF Chld Development SERVICES

TERM:

FROM:July 1, 2014 TO: June 15, 2015

SCOPE OF WORK:

The Contractor shall provide child development services as detailed in the attached Scope of Work (page 11 from the grant proposal), and
incorporated into this contract. Contractor shall perform the tasks listed in this plan no later than June 15,2015 including the provision of

participant intake forms, fiscal reports, and evaluation materials listed in the Scope of Work to the satisfaction of the First 5 Inyo County
Commission.

All publicity and materials for the public produced pursuant to this agreement shall be submitted first to First 5 Inyo County for approval
and shall include "Funded by First 5 Inyo County, a division of Inyo Health & Human Services” and/or the First 5 Inyo County logo.

The major services this contract addresses, and the ways they shall be measured, are:
1. Facilitating 10 sessions of Laugh & Learn at family child care provider sites throughout Inyo

-# of children receiving developmental Laugh & Learn services

-# of math and science related games and extensions introduced per session

-# of family child care providers learning new skills from Laugh & Learn modeling

-# of family child care providers who re-use the books and extension materials with the children they care for
-# of parents who receive a topic reinforcement take home the day of the Laugh & Learn visits

2. Engaging families in monthly bilingual story hours at libraries in Bishop, Big Pine, and Lone Pine

-# of families with at least one child 0 to 5 attending sessions at each library (sign-in sheets)
-# of purple First 5 Inyo family intake forms collected to share data about family habits

-# of families who didn't have a library card who get a library card

-# of families who report increased library usage

- # of families who report increased reading with their child (reading at least 3 times a week for 15 minutes, reading daily for at least 15
minutes) after participation in program

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 116
(Independent Contractor)

Page 9 051413
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ATTACHMENT B

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COUNTY OF INYO
AND nyo County Superintendent of Schools Child Development Division

FOR THE PROVISION OF Child Development SERVICES

TERM:

FROM:July 1, 2014 TO:June 30, 2015

SCHEDULE OF FEES:

For services satisfactorily rendered, and upon receipt of semester invoices as required, the County agrees to compensate the Contractor for
expenditures incutred from July 1, 2014 to June 30, 2015 in an amount not to exceed $31,500.

Actual program and equipment costs are to be invoiced to First 5 Inyo County after service delivery on a semester basis on the last day of
each month listed below, and indirect costs are not to exceed 15% of the total contracted amount. Expenditures should not deviate from
the proposed budget categories - approved by the First 5 Inyo Commission on April 3, 2014 and attached to this contract - by more than
$1,000 without express written approval from the Commission.

Notwithstanding paragraph 3.E. Billing and Payment, semester invoices with attached expenditure spreadsheets and related evaluation
materials should be received by First 5 Inyo no later than 15 days after the due dates listed below. In the event that invoices or evaluation
materials are not forthcoming in that time period, the Commission retains the right not only to withhold payment until satisfactory receipt
and review of those materials has taken place, but also to automatically decrease the allowable expenditure grant total by 3 % for every 30
days that those materials remain outstanding for the term of the grant.

The Contractor is also required to send at least one representative to attend a brief fiscal and evaluation training in either Lone Pine or
Bishop in June 2014 before the term of the contract begins.

Semester Invoice Period: Late After:
July 1,2014 to Dec. 31, 2014 January 15,2015
Jan. 1, 2015 to June 30, 2015 July 15,2015

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 116
(independent Contractor)
Page 10 051413



BUDGET

Laugh & Learn Instructor

11,515
Bookalicious Instructor 7,676
SUPPLIES [ eo40]
L & L Instructional Materials 3,000
L & L Office Supplies
Book Instructional Materials 3,000
Book Offic Supplies
50000
1,260
726
Bookalicious Indirect 534

TOTALS

31,500

19,1911 Quarter _[2Quarter_[3 @

|

i
!
]

ICSOS 2014-15 Special Grant Budget




For Clerk’s Use Only:
AGENDA REQUEST FORM s anans
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS A
COUNTY OF INYO ; 2 5

B Consent O Departmental O Correspondence Action [J Public

Hearing

[ scheduled Time for [ closed Session [ informational

FROM: HEALTH & HUMAN SERVICES - First 5 Inyo County

FOR THE BOARD MEETING OF: June 24, 2014
SUBJECT: Discovery Point Preschool Special Grant 2014-15

DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATION: Request Board approval of the contract
between the County of Inyo and Discovery Point Preschool for Child Development
services in an amount not to exceed $17,500 for the period of July 1, 2014 to June 30,
2015, contingent upon the approval of the FY 14/15 budget; and authorize the
Chairperson to sign.

CAO RECOMMENDATION:

SUMMARY DISCUSSION: Last year we saw an incredible transformation for
students at Bishop Indian Head Start when we invested in the creation of an outdoor
classroom space at the school. Not only did discipline and fighting issues sharply
decline, but teachers were empowered to turn outdoor play into instructive play,
encouraging children to engage with art, manipulatives, science principles, drama and
more, with the carefully integrated play areas. Overall that space improved more than
50% in each of the domains featured on the Preschool Outdoor Environmental
Measurement Scale (POEMS). The commission voted to make a similar investment at
Discovery Point Preschool (which contracts with Great Steps Ahead to integrate special
needs children and typically developing children ages 3 to 5 to promote mutually
beneficial development) for 2014-15. Because young children learn through play,
creating environments that encourage play activities in key domains has proven to
positively impact early development and accelerate the acquisition of important skills.

ALTERNATIVES: The Board could decide not to fund this grant approved by the
Commission, which would mean that we would have to release another Request for
Proposals and seek out partners to help us meet our goals.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT: None



FINANCING: 100% State Funding. This will be budgeted in First Five (643000) in
Professional Services (5265). No County General Funds.

AGREEMENTS, CONTRACTS AND ORDINANCES AND CLOSED SESSION AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be
reviewed and approved by County Counsel prior to submission to the Board Clerk.)

Approved: E;MS Date: 6/3&0/40'

ACCOUNTING/FINANCE AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the Auditor/Controller prior to

1submission fo the Board Clerk.)
Approved: M@ Date: (ﬂ /3 / / %

PERSONNEL AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the Director of Personnel Services prior to

submission to the Board Clerk.) J (0 / /
Date: ot Ci /

Approved:

N

DEPARTMENT HEAD SIGNATURE: \/ 1, e o— L—-G-1Y

(Not to be signed until all approvals are received)

Date:




ATTACHMENT A

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COUNTY OF INYO
AND Discovery Point Preschool

FOR THE PROVISION OF Child Development SERVICES

TERM:

FROM:July 1, 2014 TO: June 30, 2015

SCOPE OF WORK:

The Contractor shall provide child development services as detailed in the attached Scope of Work (from the grant proposal), and
incorporated into this contract.

Contractor shall perform the tasks listed in this plan no later than June 30, 2015 including the provision of participant intake forms, fiscal
reports, and evaluation materials listed in the Scope of Work to the satisfaction of the First 5 Inyo County Commission.

All publicity and materials for the public produced pursuant to this agreement shall be submitted first to First 5 Inyo County for approval
and shall include "Funded by First 5 Inyo County, a division of Inyo Health & Human Services" and/or the First 5 Inyo County logo.

The major services this contract addresses, and the ways they shall be measured, are:
1. Complete Preschool Outdoor Environmental Measurement Scale (POEMS) pre-measure
2. Create an outdoor classroom environment as detailed in grant proposal
3. Provide a post-assessment of outdoor space Using POEMS again to measure direct benefits of environmental change, as well as digital
photos of space before and after, and at least 3 testimonials from parents and/or teachers regarding the impact of the improvements

on children in the preschool. Also provide an entire list of children utilizing the yard from both Discovery Point and Great Steps Ahead
on yellow First 5 Inyo Center Intake Forms along with their ages, ethnicities, and language preferences for state reporting.

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 116
(Independent Contractor)
Page 9 051413



Scope of Work for Discovery Point/GSA Outdoor Classroom & Non-Profit

e
Wﬂmmmmﬁmt—# wiquarterly-report NA
Copy of Invoices and all applicable
Begin contract work receipts w/quarterly report
Provide Commission with pre-POEMS evaluation of Outdoor
Classroom Pre Test w/quarterly report
Install grass, planters, and outdoor play learning settings; defined Onlov e FU e
spaces that support specific activities or groups of activities with [Copy of all Invoices and applicable On-er-Before- Bhec - 3(,201
specific manimpulatives and play materials receipts AUEISTISHT 2014
C ol i Lonmlionis —
Beging £ nonaorofit - . - -
Post assessment using POEMS Post Test w/quarterly report




ATTACHMENT B

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COUNTY OF INYO
AND Discovery Point Preschool

FOR THE PROVISION OF Child Development SERVICES

TERM:

FROM:July 1, 2014 To:June 30, 2015

SCHEDULE OF FEES:

For services satisfactorily rendered, and upon receipt of semester invoices as required, the County agrees to compensate the Contractor for
expenditures incurred from July 1, 2014 to June 30, 2015 in an amount not to exceed $17,500.

Actual program and equipment costs are to be invoiced to First 5 Inyo County after service delivery on a semester basis on the last day of
each month listed below, and indirect costs are not to exceed 15% of the total contracted amount. Expenditures should not deviate from
the proposed budget categories - approved by the First 5 Inyo Commission on April 3, 2014 and attached to this contract - by more than
$1,000 without express written approval from the Commission.

Notwithstanding paragraph 3.E. Billing and Payment, semester invoices with attached expenditure spreadsheets and related evaluation
materials should be received by First 5 Inyo no later than 15 days after the due dates listed below. In the event that invoices or evaluation
materials are not forthcoming in that time period, the Commission retains the right not only to withhold payment until satisfactory receipt
and review of those materials has taken place, but also to automatically decrease the allowable expenditure grant total by 3 % for every 30
days that those materials remain outstanding for the term of the grant.

The Contractor is also required to send at least one representative to attend a brief fiscal and evaluation training in either Lone Pine or
Bishop in June 2014 before the term of the contract begins.

Semester Invoice Period: Late After:
July 1, 2014 to Dec. 31, 2014 January 15, 2015
Jan. 1, 2015 to June 30, 2015 July 15,2015

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 116
(Independent Contractor)
Page 10 051413



Discovery Point 2014-15 Special Grant Budget

Plants

Building Materials

Sandbox Materials

Outdoor Play Supplies

=

TOTALS




For Clerk’s Use Only:
AGENDA NUMBER
AGENDA REQUEST FORM
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF INYO Q

M Consent O Departmental O Correspondence Action O Public

Hearing

[ scheduled Time for [ cClosed Session O informational

FROM: HEALTH & HUMAN SERVICES - First 5 Inyo County

FOR THE BOARD MEETING OF:  June 24, 2014
SUBJECT: Lone Pine Unified School District Special Grant 2014-15 Approval

DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATION: Request Board approval of the contract
between the County of Inyo and Lone Pine Unified School District for Child Health,
Development, & Family Strengthening services in an amount not to exceed $20,000 for
the period of July 1, 2014 to June 30, 2015, contingent upon the approval of the FY
14/15 budget; and authorize the Chairperson to sign.

CAO RECOMMENDATION:

SUMMARY DISCUSSION: This grant helps us address the balance of services to
families with young children throughout Inyo, because the Lone Pine Family Resource
Center has become a hub that connects Southern Inyo with many of the same services
offered in Northern Inyo: parenting classes, literacy activities, and early child health
resources. By building trust in the community, and through offering quality bilingual
services, the school district is connecting earlier with families to help them establish
healthy habits, and the entire community is gaining a gathering place to easily connect
to a wide range of family supports and resources. In the past two years we've seen
parent engagement rise from less than 10% of all participants in parent education
coming from Southern Inyo, to over 30% of all participants in parent education coming
from Southern Inyo.

ALTERNATIVES: The Board could decide not to fund this grant approved by the
Commission, which would mean that we would have to release another Request for
Proposals and seek out partners to help us meet our goals. It would also mean
Southern Inyo would not have a system to help connect families and deliver
comparable services to Northern Inyo.



OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT: None

FINANCING: 100% State Funding. This contract will be budgeted in First 5 (643000)
in Professional Services (5265). No County General Funds.

APPROVALS
COUNTY, NS AGREEMENTS, CONTRACTS AND ORDINANCES AND CLOSED SESSION AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be
reviewed and approved by County Counsel prior to submission to the Board Clerk.)
Approved: _ < Date: / / o/
), 21 Vo Yt é/3/201y
AUPITOR/CONTROLLER: ACCOUNTING/FINANCE AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the Auditor/Controller prior to

submission to the Board Clerk.)

L (SW Approved: \/@‘_\, Date: (p/ 2 / / ‘-—/—»

N
PERS éL DIRECTOR: PERSONNEL AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the Director of Personnel Services prior to
submission to the Board Clerk.)

\ A0 L)L Approved: ‘/ Date: (0/ Cl/ / (/

—

/'\
DEPARTMENT HEAD SIGNATURE: /]/%L-—: S At i 6- G-/ 7

(Not to be signed until all approvals are received) /
Date: (




ATTACHMENT A

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COUNTY OF INYO
AND Lone Pine Unified School District

FOR THE PROVISION OF Child Health, Development, and Family Strengthening SERVICES

TERM:

FROM: July 1, 2014 TO: June 30, 2015

SCOPE OF WORK:

The Contractor shall provide child health, development, and family strengthening services as detailed in the attached Scope of Work (pages
16 & 17 from the grant proposal), and incorporated into this contract. Contractor shall perform the tasks listed in this plan no later than June
30, 2015 including the provision of participant intake forms, fiscal reports, and evaluation materials listed in the Scope of Work to the
satisfaction of the First 5 Inyo County Commission.

All publicity and materials for the public produced pursuant to this agreement shall be submitted first to First 5 Inyo County for approval
and shall include "Funded by First 5 inyo County, a division of Inyo Health & Human Services" and/or the First 5 Inyo County logo.

The major services this contract addresses, and the ways they shall be measured, are:
1. Bilingual Family Resource Center hours at Lo-Inyo Elementary School 2 nights a week from August 2014 to June 2015

-# and % of families who connect with the Lone Pine Family Resource Center for service or support annually

-# and % of parents of children 0 to 5 who patticipate in parenting classes or family events and report increased resiliency, connectedness,

or access to resources

-# and % of teen parents who attend an average of 5 or more monthly support group meetings during the year and report increased

resiliency, connectedness, or access to resources

-increased # and % of Southern Inyo families who engage with First 5 Inyo services through FRC connection compared to prior
engagement without a community hub or local ambassadors

_# of community outreach events or other promotions agency performs to connect more families to FRC services

2. Bilingual Literacy Engagement

-# and % of children 0 to 5 who engaged in literacy extension activities and story-based dramatic play

-# and % of bilingual books distributed to Southern Inyo families with education about the importance of reading daily with children from
birth to 5

-# and % of families participating in FRC Read and Romps whaose literacy habits grow from pre to post literacy survey at the end of the year
-# and % of Spanish speaking families who receive a "prescribed literacy" message in Spanish from the health professional, teacher, or
school administrator

3. Health Fair with Free Oral Screens

-# and % of children from Southern Inyo 0 to 5 who receive a free annual oral screen at the health fair
-# and % of families receiving English or Spanish oral health kits and other health education at the health fair
-# and % of children the Inyo county oral health coordinator connects with pediatric dental treatment

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 116
(Independent Contractor)
Page 9 051413



Timeline

Deadline

QOutcome

End of August

RC ready to function to
offer classes to better
serve our community.

Read and Romp

September- June

Our families will be
involved in several
activities to increase and
promote literacy.
-Offer fanily literacy

Group

September Pretest.
May - Offer family Posttest.
June
Once a Month -Instructional Videos
Teen Parent Support September/June -The measures are

Protective Factor Survey.
-Pretest in October
-Posttest in May

Baby University

September and January

Will educate parents
regarding child
development.
-PT
-PT

October and February

Will educate parents
regarding Heemy
development.
-PT
-PT

Pre K-University

November and March |

Inform parents about the
importance of being
involved in their child's
education.
Provide different
strategies to help our




children succeed in school.

-Pretest
-Posttest
Bilingual April ST
Kid-University PT
-Increase awareness of
Oral Health May oral health habits.
Screen Fair -Provide a percentage of

children screened.
-Follow up with a number
of children referred to
the Dental Coordinator.

mily Resource Center

August - June

-Increase the bilingual
Book distribution to
enrich literacy in our
community including all of
our families in LP.
-Promote literacy with all
school age children,




ATTACHMENT B

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COUNTY OF INYO
AND Lone Pine Unified School District

FOR THE PROVISION OF Child Health, Development, and Family Strengthening SERVICES

TERM:

FROM:July 1, 2014 TO:June 30, 2015

SCHEDULE OF FEES:

For services satisfactorily rendered, and upon receipt of semester invoices as required, the County agrees to compensate the Contractor for
expenditures incurred from July 1, 2014 to June 30, 2015 in an amount not to exceed $20,000.

Actual program and equipment costs are to be invoiced to First 5 Inyo County after service delivery on a semester basis on the last day of
each month listed below, and indirect costs are not to exceed 15% of the total contracted amount. Expenditures should not deviate from
the proposed budget categories - approved by the First 5 Inyo Commission on April 3, 2014 and attached to this contract - by more than
$1,000 without express written approval from the Commission.

Notwithstanding paragraph 3.E. Billing and Payment, semester invoices with attached expenditure spreadsheets and related evaluation
materials should be received by First 5 Inyo no later than 15 days after the due dates listed below. In the event that invoices or evaluation
materials are not forthcoming in that time period, the Commission retains the right not only to withhold payment until satisfactory receipt
and review of those materials has taken place, but also to automatically decrease the allowable expenditure grant total by 3 % for every 30
days that those materials remain outstanding for the term of the grant.

The Contractor is also required to send at least one representative to attend a brief fiscal and evaluation training in either Lone Pine or
Bishop in June 2014 before the term of the contract begins.

Semester Invoice Period: Late After:
July 1, 2014 to Dec. 31, 2014 January 15,2015
Jan. 1, 2015 to June 30, 2015 July 15, 2015

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 116
(Independent Contractor)
Page 10 051413



RA BUDGET
IPERSONNEL 14,0121 Quarter |2 Quarter
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X Consent [] Departmental [] Correspondence Action  [] Public Hearing
[1 Schedule Time [J Closed Session [ Informational

FROM: The Inyo County Planning Department

FOR THE BOARD MEETING OF: June 24,2014

SUBJECT: Approval of: 1) Sole Source Request for Independent Contractor 2) Contract between Inyo County
and the Hydrodynamic Group LLC to provide technical expertise in the review and evaluation of the
Department of Energy’s (DOE) Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) with regard to technical
reports, data and information on groundwater impacts of the proposed Yucca Mountain repository and any
updates to the 2009 report titled: Analysis of Post Closure Groundwater Impacts for a Geologic Repository for
the Disposal of Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-Level Radioactive Waste at Yucca Mountain, Nye County,
Nevada.

DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATION:

1. Approve the request to sole source the Hydrodynamics Group LLC as an independent contractor; and

2. Approve Standard Contract No. 156 between the County of Inyo and the Hydrodynamics Group
LLC, for the provisions of technical expertise in the review and evaluation of the DOE SEIS and any
updates to the 2009 report titled: Analysis of Post Closure Groundwater Impacts for a Geologic
Repository for the Disposal of Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-Level Radioactive Waste at Yucca
Mountain, Nye County, Nevada, in an amount not to exceed $20,000 for the period of July 1, 2014 to
June 30, 2016, and authorize the Chairperson to sign.

SUMMARY DISCUSSION:

On August 13, 2013, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit issued a decision
granting a writ of mandamus directing the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) to resume the previously
discontinued licensing process for the DOE Yucca Mountain high-level radioactive waste repository
construction authorization application. On November 18, 2013 a NRC order directed the staff, using the
remaining available appropriated funds, to complete and issue the Safety Evaluation Report (SER)
evaluating the adequacy of DOE's construction authorization application. The November 18th order also
requested the DOE complete a SEIS on its application to address concerns about the groundwater impacts of
the proposed repository.

Inyo County has been involved as an Affected Unit of Local Government (AULG) throughout the Yucca
Mountain high-level radioactive waste repository proceedings and the Hydrodynamics Group LLC has
provided consistent and high quality consulting services for the evaluation and monitoring of groundwater
regarding the proposed Yucca Mountain repository during this time. The County had the Hydrodynamics
Group LLC under contract from 1997-2013 for professional services regarding groundwater and the
proposed Yucca Mountain repository, but let it lapse when the licensing proceedings were halted by the
NRC. As an AULG the County has funding from DOE for professional services.

SOLE SOURCE REQUEST FOR INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR

The Inyo County Planning Department is requesting to sole source Hydrodynamics Group LLC as an
independent contractor to provide technical expertise in the review and evaluation of the Department of
Energy’s (DOE) Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) with regard to technical reports, data
and information on groundwater impacts of the proposed Yucca Mountain repository and any updates to the
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2009 report titled: Analysis of Post Closure Groundwater Impacts for a Geologic Repository for the Disposal of
Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-Level Radioactive Waste at Yucca Mountain, Nye County, Nevada.

The Hydrodynamics Group LLC was chosen by the County for professional services by a competitive bid
process and remained under contract with the County from 1997-2013. This work included the oversight of
drilling multiple wells and analyzing the relationship between various locations and groundwater flow. The
Hydrodynamics Group LLC’s research provided the County with the evidence to support a groundwater
contention on the proposed Yucca Mountain repository and provided reviews of the DOE’s first SEIS and
the 2009 report titled: Analysis of Post Closure Groundwater Impacts for a Geologic Repository for the Disposal
of Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-Level Radioactive Waste at Yucca Mountain, Nye County, Nevada.

Due to the Hydrodynamics Group LLC previous experience with groundwater issues and the proposed
Yucca Mountain repository it retains a specialized knowledge that cannot be duplicated, and since the SEIS
is being developed as part of the restart of the licensing process for the Yucca Mountain repository the
Hydrodynamics Group LLC firsthand knowledge of it is irreplaceable. The Hydrodynamics Group LLC also
has the previous experience working within the parameters of DOE requirements.

CONTRACT BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF INYO AND HYDRODYNAMICS GROUP LLC

Based on the Hydrodynamics Group LLC previous expetience with groundwater issues and the proposed
Yucca Mountain repository, the Planning Department is requesting to enter into a contract with the
Hydrodynamics Group LLC to provide technical expertise in the review and evaluation of the Department of
Energy’s (DOE) Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) with regard to technical reports, data
and information on groundwater impacts of the proposed Yucca Mountain repository and any updates to the
2009 report titled: Analysis of Post Closure Groundwater Impacts for a Geologic Repository for the Disposal of
Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-Level Radioactive Waste at Yucca Mountain, Nye County, Nevada. The scope of
work is attached to the contract as Attachment A. The total contract is not to exceed $20,000 for the period of
July 1, 2014 to June 30, 2016.

ALTERNATIVES:
¢ Do not approve the Request to Sole Source for Independent Contractor and direct staff to prepare a
RFP soliciting consulting services. This option could delay the County having an expert under
contract to provide analysis and comments in the timeframe that will be given.
e Direct staff to modify the contract. This option could delay the County having an expert under
contract to provide analysis and comments in the timeframe that will be given.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT:
The Department of Energy

FINANCING:
Projects and oversight of the proposed Yucca Mountain repository are paid with funding through the
Department of Energy
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COUNTY COUNSEL: AGREEMENTS, CONTRACTS AND ORDINANCES AND CLOSED SESSION AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be
reviewed and approved by county counsel prior to submission to the board clerk.)
! Approved: / Date 05/23/ 0 |4
—-% s e
AUDITOR/CONTROLLER: ACCOUMNTING/FINANCE ﬁUJD RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the auditor-controller prior to
submission to the board clerk.)
7T — Approved: A\ Date 3/ 1K /‘.;WL(
QJ R k ) PP '. \; ‘L- T 7
PERSONNEL DIRECTOR: PERSONNEL -A ELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the director of personnel services prior to

submission to the bgard clerk.)

m N (‘Jc{[ 1Y

DEPARTMENT HEAD SIGNATURE: /4 / %
(Not to be signed until all approvals are received) - = / F'//,{ ! Date: .‘ / ‘j

Attachments:

¢ Standard Contract No. 156 between the County of Inyo and the Hydrodynamics Group LLC



ATTACHMENT A

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COUNTY OF INYO
AND The Hydrodynamics Group, LLC

FOR THE PROVISION OF Professional SERVICES

TERM:

FROM: July 1,2014 TO: June 30, 2016

SCOPE OF WORK:

The purpose of this contract with the Hydrodynamics Group, LLC is to provide technical expertise in the review and evaluation of the
Department of Energy's SEIS with regard to technical reports, data and information on groundwater impacts of the proposed Yucca
Mountain repository and any updates to the 2009 report titled: Analysis of Post Closure Groundwater Impacts for a Geologic Repository
for the Disposal of Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-Level Radioactive Waste at Yucca Mountain, Nye County, Nevada.

Task 1: Hydrodynamics will review the DOE current EIS and the 2009 report titled: Analysis of Post Closure Groundwater Impacts for a
Geologic Repository for the Disposal of Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-Level Radioactive Waste at Yucca Mountain, Nye County, Nevada,
in order become familiar with it and to evaluate the potential areas for updates in the SEIS.

Budget: $2,500

Task 2: Hydrodynamics will review the information, data and technical reports in, and supplemental to, the DOE SEIS regarding
groundwater impacts of the proposed Yucca Mountain repository.
Budget: $5,000

Task 3: Hydrodynamics will provide the County its findings on the DOE data and technical reports in, and supplemental to, the DOE SEIS
regarding on groundwater impacts of the proposed Yucca Mountain repository.
Budget: $5,000

Task 4: Hydrodynamics will coordinate with the County to incorporate, where appropriate, the County’s comments on Hydrodynamics’
findings and the DOE SEIS regarding groundwater impacts of the proposed Yucca Mountain repository.
Budget: $2,500

Task 5: Hydrodynamics will prepare a final report of the findings on the DOE SEIS regarding groundwater impacts of the proposed
Yucca Mountain repository.
Budget: $5,000

Products:

1. A memo and/or written report of Hydrodynamics' findings on the information, data and technical reports in, and supplemental to, the
DOE SEIS regarding groundwater impacts of the proposed Yucca Mountain repository.

2. A written final report including all of Hydrodynamics’ findings on the information, data and technical reports in, and supplemental to,
the DOE SEIS regarding groundwater impacts of the proposed Yucca Mountain repository.

Total Budget: $20,000

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 156
(Independent Consultant — Design Professional)
Page 9
071913



ATTACHMENT B

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COUNTY OF INYO
AND The Hydrodynamics Group, LLC

FOR THE PROVISION OF Professional SERVICES

TERM:

FROM: July 1, 2014 TO: June 30, 2016

SCHEDULE OF FEES:

Inyo County will pay Hydrodynamics, LLC to complete the tasks, at the rate specified, as identified in Attachment A: Hydrodynamics
review of the Department of Energy's supplemental environmental impact statement with regard to technical reports, data and
information on groundwater impacts of the proposed yucca mountain repository and the the 2009 report titled: Analysis of Post Closure
Groundwater Impacts for a Geologic Repository for the Disposal of Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-Level Radioactive Waste at Yucca
Mountain, Nye County, Nevada - Scope of Work (SOW); Work Products; and, budget, and not to exceed $20,000. The County will pay
Hydrodynamics, LLC as the tasks specified in the SOW are completed in accordance with this Agreement. Invoicing from
Hydrodynamics, LLC will be submitted to Inyo County based on the percentage of work completed. The percentage of total payment
shall not exceed the percentage of completed project at any time during the project duration. Final payment will be made when all work
agreed to by Hydrodynamics, LLC, as identified in the SOW, is completed in accordance with this Agreement.

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 156
(Independent Consultant ~ Design Professional)
Page 10
071913



ATTACHMENT C

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COUNTY OF INYO
AND The Hydrodynamics Group, LLC

FOR THE PROVISION OF Professional Services SERVICES

TERM:

FROM: July 1, 2014 TO: June 30, 2016

SCHEDULE OF TRAVEL AND PER DIEM PAYMENT:

Hydrodynamics will be compensated only for expenses incurred while performing tasks specified in the Scope of Work. Travel and Per
Diem expenses will be paid out of the $20,000 total cost of the contracted work and only tasks included in the Scope of work will be

reimbursed.

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 156
(Independent Consultant — Design Professional)
Page 11
071913



For Clerk’s Use Only:

AGENDA NUMBER
AGENDA REQUEST FORM
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ? @
COUNTY OF INYO
X Consent [ Departmental [JCorrespondence Action  [] Public Hearing
] Scheduled Time: [ Closed Session 1 Informational
FROM: Planning Department

FOR THE BOARD MEETING OF: June 24,2014

SUBJECTS: Amendment No. Five to the contract between the County of Inyo and PCR Services
Corporation, for the provision of environmental review and processing services for the Environmental
Impact Report for the Crystal Geyser Roxane Cabin Bar Ranch Water Bottling Plant project.

DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATION: Request that the Board approve Amendment No. Five to the
contract between the County of Inyo and PCR Services Corporation to extend the contract termination date
from June 30, 2014 to June 30, 2015 and authorize the Chairperson to sign.

SUMMARY DISCUSSION: On February 22, 2011, the Board entered into a contract with PCR Services
Corporation to produce an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Crystal Geyser Roxane (CGR) Cabin
Bar Ranch Water Bottling Plant project. On February 7, 2012, the Board approved Amendment No. One to
the Contract between County of Inyo and PCR to increase the amount payable under the Agreement and
augment the scope of work. On January 22, 2013, the Board approved Amendment No. Two to the Contract
between County of Inyo and PCR to increase the amount payable under the Agreement, extend the contract
term limit, and augment the scope of work. On June 25, 2013, the Board approved Amendment No. Three
to the Contract between County of Inyo and PCR to extend the contract term limit and on December 10,
2013 the Board approved Amendment No. Four to the contract term limit.

Prior to CGR being able to pump any water, the Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Plan (MMRP) is
required to be approved by the Board of Supervisors. Also, since the approval of the Cabin Bar project, the
applicant has changed the project parameters somewhat and additional environment review will likely be
necessary. Due to these factors it is prudent to extend the contract to June 30, 2015.

ALTERNATIVES: The Board could choose not to approve the proposed amendments. This is not
recommended, as the services of PCR were and are necessary in order for the County to continue
processing the application from CG Roxane LLC.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT: None directly.

FINANCING: Reimbursement for the costs of the Crystal Geyser Cabin Bar Ranch Water Bottling Plant
project Environmental Impact Report (EIR), as well as any changes to the project, will continue to be
provided by initial, and subsequent, deposits from the C.G. Roxane, LLC which are held in trust (C.G.
Cabin Bar, 503811) and subject to the Board approving future budgets.
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APPROVALS
COUNTY COUNSEL: AGREEMENTS, CONTRACTS AND ORDINANCES AND CLOSED SESSION AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be
reviewed and approved by county counsel prior to submission to the board clerk.)
M % ﬁ é 5 Approved: v Date &ﬁ%’ﬁl/ /7
AUDITOR/CONTROLLER: | ACCOUNTING/FINANCE ‘AND/RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the auditor-controller prior to
submission fto the board clerk.)
. O — ' Approved: L~ Date AQ /30{ L{
(_ (R Q\ \ 7 7
PERSONNEL DIRECTOR: PERSONNEL AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the director of personne! services prior to
submission to the board clerk.)
Approved: Date
DEPARTMENT HEAD SIGNATURE: .ﬂ%’
(Not to be signed until all approvals are received) =l 5 Date;
Attachments:

1.) Proposed Contract Amendment with PCR Services




AMENDMENT NO. FIVE TO THE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF INYO AND
PCR SERVICES CORPORATION
FOR THE PROVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
AND PROCESSING SERVICES

WHEREAS, the County of Inyo (hereinafter referred to as “County”) and PCR Services
Corporation (hereinafter referred to as Contractor) have entered into an Agreement for
the provision of professional services dated February 22, 2011 on County of Inyo
Standard Contract No. 156 for the term from March 1, 2011 to March 1, 2013; and

WHEREAS, by Contract Amendment One, dated February 7, 2012, the County and
Contractor amended said Agreement to increase the amount payable under the
Agreement to $239,822 and augment the Scope of Work for biological, historic, and
archaeological resources, data collection, and meetings and management; and

WHEREAS, by Contract Amendment Two, dated January 22, 2013, the County and
Contractor amended said Agreement to increase the amount payable under the
Agreement to $365,491, extend the contract term to June 30, 2013, and augment the
Scope of Work to reflect the effort to complete the draft and final EIRs; and

WHEREAS, by Contract Amendment Three, dated June 25, 2013, the County and
Contractor amended said Agreement to extend the contract term to December 31, 2013;
and

WHEREAS, by Contract Amendment Four, dated December 10, 2013, the County and
Contractor amended said Agreement to extend the contract term to June 30, 2014; and

WHEREAS, County and Contractor do desire to consent to further amend such
Agreement as set forth below.

WHEREAS, such Agreement provides that it may be modified, amended, changed,
added to, or subtracted from, by the mutual consent of the parties thereto, if such
amendment or change is in written form, and executed with the same formalities as such
Agreement, and attached to the original Agreement to maintain continuity.

County and Contractor hereby amend such Agreement, Amendment Five, as
follows:

Revise Section 2 (Term) of the Agreement to extend the termination date of the
Agreement to June 30, 2015.

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 156
Page 20



AMENDMENT NO. FIVE TO THE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE COUNTY
OF INYO AND
PCR SERVICES CORPORATION
FOR THE PROVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW AND PROCESSING
SERVICES

IN WITNESS THEREOF, THE PARTIES HERETO HAVE SET THEIR HANDS
AND SEALS THIS DAY OF 5 .

COUNTY CONTRACTOR
By: By: __ Gregory J. Broughton

President, PCR Services Corp.

Dated: Dated: June 10, 2014

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY:

— T Ueamea
County/Counse

A/I%EROVED AS TO ACCOUNTING FORM:
7] v R L \\__ -“\')

e — B

County Auditor

APPROVED AS TO PERSONNEL REQUIREMENTS:

Director of Personnel Services

APPROVED AS TO RISK ASSESSMENT:

County Risk Manager

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 156
Page 21
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FROM: Probation Department — Juvenile Center
FOR THE BOARD MEETING OF: June 24, 2014

SUBJECT: Approve the Maintenance Contract with Siemens Industry Inc. for the Juvenile Center
Fire Suppression System

DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATION: Request Board 1) declare Siemens Industry, Inc. as
a sole source contractor; 2) approve the contract between the County of Inyo and Siemens Industry,
Inc. for the provision of a semi-annual inspection and maintenance of equipment services (fire and
safety equipment — fire suppression system), in an amount not to exceed $14,040 for the period of
July 1, 2014 through June 30, 2016 with an option to extend to year three (3); and, authorize the
Chairperson to sign, contingent upon the Board’s adoption of future budgets.

CAO RECOMMENDATION:

SUMMARY DISCUSSION: SimplexGrinnel originally installed the electronic controls and Life
Safety system (fire suppression system) in the Inyo County Jail and Juvenile Center. SimplexGrinnel
held the maintenance contract on this equipment every year due to the proprietary nature of the
entire system and the need for Simplex replacement parts. In 2003, Inyo County Juvenile Center
received a proposal from the Fire Safety Division of Siemens to maintain, repair and inspect our Fire
and Life Safety Equipment. Siemens was able to offer a maintenance contract because nearly all of
their technical service personnel were former SimplexGrinnel employees, specifically the technicians
who provided service to our facility. Siemens could also acquire the needed parts and provide a
twenty-four (24) hour response window under any circumstance. Siemens has been awarded the
maintenance contracts since 2003 at the Jail and Juvenile Center and the service technicians are
familiar with the Juvenile Center’s fire suppression system.

For the last two years, we have had a contract with Siemens. The attached proposal is for two fiscal
years (2014-15 and 2015-16), with the option to extend an additional year (year 3).

ALTERNATIVES: The Board could choose not to award the contract to Siemens; however, this is
not recommended as Siemens has been reliable and knowledgeable with our system; provides the
emergency response we need; and is currently under a maintenance contract with the County to
inspect the Jail. The twenty-four (24) hour response window is a critical issue to our Juvenile Center
operations. The Juvenile Center has developed a strong working relationship with Siemens and its
technicians, who have an understanding of the specific needs of the Center. Lastly, yearly
inspections and maintenance of the fire suppression system is required on a facility that houses
juveniles.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT:
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FINANCING:

Historically, funding has been provided through Operating Transfers in Other

Financing Sources (Revenue Code 4998) from Facilities Trust and will be budgeted in the Juvenile
Institutions Budget (023100), Expenditure Object Code 5265 - Professional Services. We anticipate
that this funding will continue; however, if it does not, we will work with the Budget Team to cover the
cost of this contract. A total of $7,020 will be budgeted in FY14/15 and $7,020 will be budgeted in
FY15/16. If extended, the yearly cost for year 3 will be negotiated prior to June 30" of the prior fiscal

year.

COUNTY COUNSEL.: AGREEMENTS, CONTRACTS AND ORDINANCES AND CLOSED SESSION AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be

reviewed and approved By county counsel prior to submission to the board clerk.)

A -
_ Approved: (o= Date 5-‘/34/50’9’

AUDITOR/CONTROLLER: | ACCOUNTPING/FINANCE AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the auditor-controller prior to

submission to the board clerk.)

J

PERSONNEL DIRECTOR:

PERSONNEL AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the director of personnel services prior to

submission to board clerk. [0 /,
- Y O M Approved: '\} Date ‘3// 4 /
N\

(Not to be signed until all approvals are receivéd),

DEPARTMENT HEAD SIGNATURE: 2. 707 -
éy/,%frﬁ?‘ : Date:/j;//x){//j ~

Attachments:

Portions of County of Inyo Contract #116
Sole Source Justification Form



ATTACHMENT A

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COUNTY OF INYO
AND SIEMENS INDUSTRY, INC.

FOR THE PROVISION OF MAINTENANCE OF FIRE SUPPRESSION EQUIPMENT — SERVICES
TERM:
FROM: 7/1/14 TO: 6/30/16
SCOPE OF WORK:

As noted in the Advantage Services Proposal Agreement, specifically pages 3-7, see attached and as noted below:

1. An annual inspection will be performed in November or December of each year (2014 and 2015) with an annual maintenance visit to be
scheduled prior to June 30 of each year (2015 and 2016).

2. Deputy Director Mark Olsen or a Supervising Group Counselor is to be notified (at least one week in advance) when an inspection and/or
a maintenance visit is scheduled.

On site contact information:

Inyo County Juvenile Center

201 Mazourka Canyon Road

Independence, California

Deputy Director Mark Olson or Supervising Group Counselor
Phone Numbers: 760/878-0350 or 760/878-0351

2. TERM. (page 1) is replaced in its entirety with:

2. TERM
A. Initial Term. The term of this Agreement shall be from July 1, 2014 to June 30, 2016, unless sooner terminated as provided below.

B. Extension of Term. In addition to the initial term, there will be one (1) option for the County or Contractor to extend the Agreement as
follows:
(a) From July 1, 2016 through June 30, 2017.

The option to extend may be exercised by either party, in the manner and on the terms and conditions hereinafter provided. The initial term
and successive option to extend, if any, shall not exceed an aggregate total of more than thirty-six (36) months.

C. Exercising Options to Extend. The option to extend the term of the Agreement for the periods identified above may be exercised by the
County or Contractor in the manner and on the terms and conditions below:

1. Terms and Conditions:
(a) Neither Contractor nor County has terminated or cancelled this Agreement for any reason.

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 116
(Independent Contractor)
Page 9 051413



1 Overview
1.1 Executive Summary

You have made a significant investment in your facility and its complex technical systems which are critical to the
profitability and productivity of your overall business. This proposed service solution, our Service Agreement, will
proactively serve to protect that substantial investment through a program of planned service tasks by our trained technical
staff.

This Service Agreement has been specifically developed to support your unique facility, and the services provided herein will
help you in achieving your facility goals.

1.2 Current Situation

Inyo County has requested that Siemens prepare a Service Agreement for the 2014-2016 fiscal years, with a (1) one year
negotiated extension to 2017.

1.3 Siemens Capabilities & Commitment to Our Customers

Siemens Industry, Inc. is the leading single-source provider of cost-effective facility performance solutions for the comfort,
life safety, security, energy efficiency and operation of some of the most technically advanced buildings in the world.
Siemens is pleased to offer this proposal for technical support services to your facility. For more than 150 years, Siemens has
built a culture of long-term commitment to customers through innovation and technology. We are confident that we have the
capabilities to meet your critical facility needs today and in the future, and we look forward to the opportunity to serve you.

2 Service Solution

2.1 FIRE ALARM & LIFE SAFETY SERVICES

Approach
Gold Level

The Gold Advantage Services plan is designed for customers looking for a partner to ensure dependability and high reliability
from their facility systems. When emergencies occur, Siemens experts will provide online or phone support within 2 hours
and if this cannot remedy the emergency, arrive on site within 4 hours for critical components 24 hours a day every day. For
non-emergency technical problems or for non-critical components, Siemens will be on site within 24 hours 24x7.

Performance

Designed for customers requiring absolute confidence in their fire system operation, Advantage Services Performance
Package provides you with the world-class expertise available only from Siemens, the world leader in fire alarm systems and
system maintenance. Our single-minded objective is to make certain your system is operating properly 24-hours a day, 7 days

Siemens Industry, Inc. 4/22/2014 Page 3



a week and that your system is in full compliance with local and national requirements. The Performance Package is also

specially designed to reduce false alarms and help minimize system downtime and costly repairs.
The Performance includes code-compliant testing of your fire alarm system, sensitivity testing, and a detailed written report
following each service visit.

2.1.1 Customer Support Services

Written Report of All Services Performed

We will complete a service report for each visit detailing the purpose of the call and summarizing the work that was
performed.

2.1.2 Technical Support Services

Emergency Online/Phone Response: Monday through Sunday, 24 Hours per Day

System and software troubleshooting and diagnostics will be provided remotely to enable faster response to emergency
service requests and to reduce the costs and disruptions of downtime. Siemens will respond within 2 hours, Monday through
Sunday, 24 hours per day, including Holidays, upon receiving notification of an emergency, as determined by your staff and
Siemens. Where applicable, Siemens will furnish and install the necessary online service technology to enable us to remotely
dial into your system, through a dedicated telephone line that will be provided by the facility. Where remote access is not
available to the system, Siemens will provide phone support to your staff to assist in their onsite troubleshooting and
diagnosis. If remote diagnostics determine a site visit is required to resolve the problem, a technician can be dispatched.
Labor for dispatch is covered in this agreement.

Emergency Onsite Response: Monday through Sunday, 24 Hours per Day

Emergency Onsite Response will be provided to reduce the costs and disruptions of downtime when an unexpected problem
does occur. Siemens will provide this service between scheduled service calls and respond onsite at your facility within 4
hours for critical emergencies, or within 24 hours for non-emergency conditions, Monday through Sunday, 24 hours per day,
including Holidays, upon receiving notification of an emergency. Critical emergencies, as determined by your staff and
Siemens, are failures at a system or panel level that would result in the loss of the operation of an entire section of a building
or place the facility at high risk. Non-emergency conditions, as determined by your staff and Siemens, are failures at an
individual component level resulting in minimal impact to the overall operation of the facility. Non-emergency conditions,
as determined by your staff and Siemens, may be incorporated into the next scheduled service call.

Fire Life Safety System Testing and Inspection

We will perform testing and inspection of the covered fire life systems identified in this agreement by certified specialists
using testing protocols specified by NFPA that are required for your facility and according to the listed frequency periods.
Necessary documentation detailing the results of the testing and inspection, including a list of deficiencies that are evident of
being a potential fire and life safety compliance issue will be provided upon completion of the test.

In addition, the customer and Siemens understand the codes are periodically reviewed and possibly modified by local, state
and national jurisdictions. If at any time the code changes which will affect the performance of the scope of work within this
agreement, Siemens holds the right to negotiate with the customer in order to be duly compensated for the additional work
required.

Siemens Industry, Inc. 4/22/2014 Page 4



The specific equipment and components of each life safety system listed above that is included as part of this service is listed
in the List of Maintained Equipment section of this service agreement.

Smoke Detector Sensitivity Testing

Smoke Detector Sensitivity testing will be performed, in accordance with NFPA guidelines, using the manufacturer's

recommended test methods and a UL approved testing device. We will provide an analysis of the test results along with
recommendations for detectors that require either cleaning or replacement.

3 Service Implementation Plan

3.1 Fire Alarm & Life Safety Services On-site Response Time and Call Windows

Gold

Attrl bute

Emergancy Online/Phone Responsa

2 hours

Rnn-pnnsu thme - shsite for critical

compoenonte

4 hours — labor to appear onsite is covered within this
response time coverage*

Response time -~ onslte for non

emergency

24 hours — labor to appear onsite is covered within this
response time coverage®*

Hours of Servlce

24 x 7 — Response time labor is covered within these
hours of service

Wlndow ror Cull Hundling

24 x 7 — Availability to take your call

*Labor and Material costs for troubleshooting problems and repairing or replacing components are

handled separately. Material costs are not included within your Repair and Replacement

Coverage. See List of Maintained Equipment to view your current Repair and Replacement Coverage.

Siemens Industry, Inc.

4/22/2014

Page 5



3.2 Maintained Equipment Table

SIEMENS

Siemens Building Technologies
Service Agreement

Equipment Equipment Serial . !
! : | . I ‘I Location Mftg/Model
Category | SubCategory Number

Equipment ‘ (013%

Fire Alarm . 3 Tamper Switch
System Eicld Pefiphierals Monitor Module !
Services (Times per year): Test and Inspection (2)
Fire Alarm . . Waterflow Switch
System Hisld Penpsals Monitor Module 2
Services (Times per year): Test and Inspection (2)
e Field Peripherals Strobe 34
System
Services (Times per year): Test and Inspection (1)
Fire Alarm " . Speakers or Horns
System Field Peripherals with Strobes 13
Services (Times per year): Test and Inspection (1)
Fire Alarm Detectors Conventional Smoke 39
System Detector
Services (Times per year): Test and Inspection (1)
Fire Alarm : . Conventional Pull
- Field Peripherals Station 4
Services (Times per year): Test and Inspection (1)
Fire Alarm Detectors Conventional Heat 53
System Detectors
Services (Times per year): Test and Inspection (1)

Siemens Industry, Inc. 4/22/2014 Page 6



Fire Alarm Control & Siemens MXL Alarm
- 1
System Annunciation Panel
Services (Times per year): Test and Inspection (1)
Fire Alarm Control & KT :
-y Control/Annunciator 1
System Annunciation
Panel
Services (Times per year): Test and Inspection (1)

3.3 Service Team

An important benefit of your Service Agreement derives from having the trained service personnel of Siemens Industry, Inc.
familiar with your building systems. Our implementation team of local experts provides thorough, reliable service and
scheduling for the support of your system.

The following list outlines the service team that will be assigned to the service agreement for your facility.

Your Assigned Team of Service Professionals will include:

Danelle Henry - Sales Account Representative manages the overall strategic service plan based upon your current and
future service requirements.

James Skelly - Service Account Engineer or Team Leader is responsible for ensuring that our contractual obligations are
delivered, your expectations are being met and you are satisfied with the delivery of our services.

Ryan Masloskie - Service Operations Manager is responsible for managing the delivery of your entire support program
and service requirements.

Lucy Arroyo - Service Coordinator is responsible for scheduling your planned maintenance visits, and handling your
emergency situations by taking the appropriate action.

Office: 559-276-2600

Toll Free 24/7 Service Line: 1-866-SBT-PROS

Siemens Industry, Inc. 4/22/2014 Page 7



ATTACHMENT B

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COUNTY OF INYO
AND SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC.

FOR THE PROVISION OF MAINTENANCE OF FIRE SUPPRESSION EQUIPMENT SERVICES
TERM:
FROM: 7/1/14 TO: 6/30/16

SCHEDULE OF FEES:

Section 3.E. Consideration / Billing and payment of this contract (page 2) is replaced with the following language:

"Contractor shall submit to the County semi-annually an itemized statement of all services and work described within Attachment A - Scope
of Work, which were done at the County's request. This statement will be submitted to the County within ten (10) days of the service date.
The statement will identify the date on which the services and work were performed and describe the nature of the services and work which
were performed on each day. Upon timely receipt of the statement , County shall make payment to the Contractor."

Year 1 cost for the time period of 7/1/2014 to 06/30/2015. $3,510 is to be billed and paid semi-annually and in advance
(total amount for Year 1: $7,020)

Year 2 cost for the time period of 7/1/2015 to 6/30/2016. $3,510 is to be billed and paid semi-annually in advance
(total amount for Year 2: $7,020)

If option to extend for Year 3, the yearly maintenance amount will be negotiated prior to the expiration of the prior year (June 30th).

Customers with a Service Agreement (contract) will receive reduced rates for on-site service calls outside the scope of this contract and will
be invoiced separately to the County:

1. Material Rates: a discount percentage off the standard pricing for Siemens Industry, Inc. products

2. Minimum Charge: Service involving travel to the customer site will incur a two-hour minimum labor charge and $0.60 per mile one-way
vehicle charge.

3. Preferred customer labor rates are effective through life of agreement and as listed below:

Straight Time Regular Overtime Sundays & Holidays
(M-F8a.m.-5p.m.) (M-F 5 p.m.to 8 a.m,, & Sat.)
excl. Holidays excl. Holidays

FIRE SAFETY

SPECIALIST $133.00/hour $199.50/hour $266.00/hour

Material Rates: Customers with an active Service Agreement will benefit from a discount of 25% off the standard pricing for Siemens
Building Technologies products. Customers without a Service Agreement will pay standard pricing for Siemens Building Technologies
products.

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 116
(Independent Contractor)
Page 10 051413



For Clerk's Use Only:
AGENDA NUMBER

AGENDA REQUEST FORM 3
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS /')(-é
COUNTY OF INYO =
Consent [ Departmental  []Correspondence Action  [] Public Hearing
(] Scheduled Time for [J Closed Session [ Informational
FROM: Probation Department — Juvenile Institutions
FOR THE BOARD MEETING OF: June 24, 2014

SUBJECT: Request to approve contract between the County of Inyo and Dr. Keith Andersen for professional
services.

DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATION: Request Board of Supervisors 1) declare Dr. Andersen as
a sole source provider; 2) approve the contract between the County of Inyo and Dr. Keith Andersen of Bishop,
California, to provide professional services to the Inyo County Probation Department — Juvenile Institutions,
for the period July 1, 2014 — June 30, 2015, in an amount not to exceed $50,000; and, 3) authorize the
Chairperson to sign contingent upon the future adoption of the County FY 2014-15 Budget.

CAO RECOMMENDATION:

SUMMARY DISCUSSION: Inyo County Probation applied for and received Youthful Offender
Block Grant (YOBG) for Fiscal Year 2014-15. YOBG funding is “to be used to enhance the capacity of
county probation, mental health, drug and alcohol, and other county departments to provide appropriate
rehabilitative and supervision services to youthful offenders”. Numerous projects were funded with YOBG
monies, including $48,000 to contract with a mental health provider to enhance mental health services at the
Inyo County Juvenile Center. Specifically, the mental health provider would provide “medical” management,
intake assessment/management, behavior management consultation, in-service training, and would conduct
juvenile support and parent support groups. The YOBG Grant requires no match and “may be spent in other
than the fiscal year in which the funds were allocated”.

Dr. Keith Andersen is able to provide these special services to the Inyo County Probation Department.
Attached is the contract for your review. In summary, Dr. Andersen will be providing:

1. Medication Management — evaluate juveniles upon admission; when appropriate provide written
referrals; and, provide written progress updates.

2. Intake for Psychotropic Medication Assessment / Management — identify mental health
needs/concerns and provide information to the appropriate persons.

3. Behavior Management Consultation — provide consultation to Juvenile Center staff on an as needed
basis regarding behavioral recommendations or behavior management issues.

4. Juvenile and Parent Support Groups — to conduct monthly support group meetings.

5. In-Service Training — provide Juvenile Center staff with basic behavior management techniques.

Dr. Andersen will provide professional services at the rate of $100 per hour. Weekly billable hours shall not
exceed 10 hours per week without the explicit permission of the Director of Juvenile Institutions. Travel
time to and from the Juvenile Center will not be billed or reimbursable.



Agenda Request
Page 2

Dr. Andersen is a licensed Psychologist who has extensive experience working in secure detention
institutions. He has worked with the Probation Department for the last year providing professional services
within the Inyo County Juvenile Center. A renewal of his contract will provide efficiency and consistency to
a very important service to the County’s youth and families already in place at the Inyo County Juvenile
Center.

ALTERNATIVES: Your Board could choose not to approve the contract with Dr. Andersen; however, this
is not recommended. Dr. Andersen is qualified to provide the special services needed; his offices are located in
Bishop; and, YOBG funds will cover the cost of his services.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT:

FINANCING: The contract amount of $48,000 will be budgeted in the Juvenile Institutions Budget
#023100, Professional Services Object Code #5265.

APPROVALS

COUNTY COUNSEL: AGREEMENTS, CONTRACTS AND ORDINANCES AND CLOSED SESSION AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be

{ reviewed and approved by county counsel prior to submission to the board clerk.)
d ' .V &3
'}m M: / Approved: Date_ & .ﬂ / 1ot

AUDITOR/CONTROLLER: | ACCOUNTING/FINANCEJAND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the auditor-controller prior to
submission to the board clerk.)

() \_/\ &k Approved: ,L-fg---""}-'” Date (-(j [ _3-;! Zﬂ{"(

PERSONNEL DIRECTOR: PERSONNEL AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the director of personnel services prior to
submission(to the board clerk.)

. \FDL Approved: \/ Date (é/ \ r)/ / (‘/

Date:?{ / —i'?// (-"'}

Attachments: 1) Portions of Inyo County Contract #111
2) Sole Source Justification Form




Sole Source Justification Form

Sole Source: Is awarded for a commodity or services, which can only be purchased from one
supplier, usually because of its specific technological requirements, availability or unique patented
manufacture. The lack of planning is not an overriding circumstance.

This is a sole source because:

< There is only one known source because: Dr. Keith Andersen is the only local
Psychologist who specializes in Juveniles and is willing to work with the Juveniles
and Staff at the Juvenile Center by providing referrals, progress reports, and
assessments to the Probation Department.

This is a sole provider of items compatible with existing equipment or systems.

This is a sole provider of factory-authorized warranty service.

This is a sole provider of goods or services that perform the intended function or
meet the specialized needs of the County (Please detail in an attachment).

The requested product is used or demonstration equipment available at a lower —
than-new-cost.

O 0O XOO

One source is the only practical way to respond to overriding circumstances that
make compliance with competitive procedures under the Authority’s policies not in
the best interest of the Authority (Please detail in an attachment).

Please attach a memorandum to explain why the goods or services are not available
elsewhere, include names and phone numbers of firms contacted.

e Other brands/manufacturers considered

e Other suppliers considered

e Other (i.e., emergency)

Describe the item or service, its function and the total cost estimate (if practical,
separate labor and materials) in the space below or in a separate attached label:
Description of Item or Service. Dr. Andersen provides special psychological services to the
Juveniles housed within the Juvenile Center. He is one of the few local Psychologists who is
willing to provide services within the Juvenile Center.

DEPARTMENT CONTACT PERSON & TITLE
Jeffrey L. Thomson, Chief Probation Officer

DEPARTMENT NAME
Probation — Juvenile Institutions

PHONE
760-872-4111

REQUESTED SUPPLIER/CONSULTANT NAME
Dr. Keith Andersen

SUPPLIER CONTACT PERSON
N/A

SUPPLIER ADDRESS
P. O. Box 873
Bishop, CA 93515-0873

SUPPLIER CONTACT'S PHONE NUMBER

760-873-6172




The County’s Purchasing Policy Manual Section lll.(E), Exceptions to the Competitive
Process/Sole Source and Section IV.(I), Sole Source Requests for Independent Contractors,

describe when sole sourcing is permitted. By signing below, Requestor acknowledges that he/she
has read and understands the County’s policy on sole source procurements.

S— 7 <pUM
Sigrfature of Requestor ‘

Déte

President/CEO Approval Date

06/12



ATTACHMENT A

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COUNTY OF INYO
AND DR. KEITH ANDERSEN

FOR THE PROVISION OF PROUFESSIONAL SERVICES
TERM:
FROM: July 1, 2014 TO: June 30, 2015
SCOPE OF WORK:

MEDICATION MANAGEMENT - Contractor will evaluate juveniles upon admission and when appropriate provide written referral for
psychotropic medication evaluation to Inyo County Health and Human Services Department Psychlatrist, Inyo County Juvenile
Probatlon Officer and Juvenlle Center files. Contractor will evaluate all Juvenlles recelving psychotropic medications to determine
efficacy and possible medication slde effects and provide wrltten progress updates to the inyo County Health and Human Services
Psychiatrist, Inyo County Juvenile Probatlon Offlcer and Juvenile Center flles.

INTAKE ASSESSMENT/MANAGEMENT - Contractor to complete an Intake Assessment Identifying the mental health needs/concerns
of newly admitted juveniles and provide written information to the Judge assigned to Juvenile matters with Inyo County Superior
Court, Inyo County Juvenile Probation Department and Juvenile Center files. Intake Assessment information shall include
information to assist the court with Detention Hearings, assist Juvenlle Center staff in programming the juvenile, provide relevant
Information to the Juvenile’s probation officer and provide preliminary discharge recommendations,

BEHAVIOR MANAGEMENT CONSULTATION - Contractor will provide consultation to Juvenile Center staff on an as needed basls
regarding behavioral recommendations for juvenlles with a psychiatric dlagnosis or behavlor management issues,

JUVENILE SUPPORT GROUP - Contractor to conduct a Juvenile Support Group monthly. The goal of the program will be to provide
discharged Juveniles who are currently mandated to probation services with support, guidance and encouragement to
satisfactorlly complete their probation requirements and maintain behavioral gains and success achleved at the Juvenile Center,

PARENT SUPPORT GROUP - Contractor to conduct a Parent Support Group monthly. The goal of the program will be to provide
parents with behavioral management techniques to asslst In malntaining the juvenile’s behavloral gains and success achleved at
the Juvenile Center, Specific behavioral Interventions will include teaching effective compliance procedures, positive
reinforcement of the Juvenlle’s approprlate behaviors and crisis interventlon procedures,

IN-SERVICE TRAINING - Contractor will provide Juvenlle Center staff with basic behavior management technigues to assist with
behavioral programming of juveniles as requested by the Inyo County Director of Juvenile Institutlons.

Weekly billable hours shall not exceed ten (10) hours per week without the explicit permission of the Deputy Director of Juvenile
institutions. All invoices shall show, In one-guarter (1/4) of an houir increments, the actual time spent in performing the described
work. Travel time to and from the Juvenile Centet will not be billed or relmbursable. Contractor shall maintain California
Psychologist license, state required continuing medical education credits and liabllity insurance at own expense,

County of Inyo Standard Contract - No. 111
(Independent Contractor)
Page 9
042613



AGENDA REQUEST FORM For (?Ierk's Use
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Only:
COUNTY OF INYO AGENDA NUMBER
IXI Consent [] Departmental [] Correspondence Action [] Public Hearing ‘ ) 7
[} Schedule time for [C1 Closed Session [T} Informational ‘

FROM: Public Works Department
FOR THE BOARD MEETING OF: June 24, 2014

SUBJECT: Resolution and Notice of Completion for the HVAC Upgrade Project at Inyo County Water
Department Building.

DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATIONS:

1. Recommend the Board approve the resolution accepting the improvements for the HVAC Upgrade
Project at Inyo County Water Department Building; and,

2. Authorize the recording of a Notice of Completion for the HVAC Upgrade Project at Inyo County
Water Department Building.

CAO RECOMMENDATION:

SUMMARY DISCUSSION: Bishop Heating and Air Conditioning, Inc. of Bishop, California recently
completed construction of the HVAC Upgrade Project at Inyo County Water Department Building. This
project consisted of the purchase and installation of a high efficiency electric heat pump system and
sixteen (16) individual building space air handler units, and electrical panel replacement for the
building’s electrical power service. This type of “HVAC split system” design was chosen because: a)
this type of system would minimize visual impacts caused by retrofitting an HVAC system to the
existing building’s interior; b) this system is a high efficiency heat pump system capable of individual
office space(s) heating and cooling controls; and, c) this system is expandable and can be modified to
accommodate various future building office space configurations.

The originally approved construction contract amount for the HVAC Upgrade Project at Inyo County
Water Department Building was $167,596.48. The total final cost for constructing the project, including
all change orders, engineering inspection and oversight, is $187,744.28.

On June 10, 2014 the final inspection was performed and the improvements were determined to be
complete to the satisfaction of the Public Works Director. Accordingly, the director is requesting that
the Board adopt the attached resolution, which accepts the completed improvements and authorizes the
Public Works Director to record a notice of completion for the project, which formally accepts the work.

The notice of completion limits the time periods for claims and establishes the date the contractor is paid
the remaining funds due under the contract (the retention).

ALTERNATIVES: The Board could choose not to approve the resolution. Consequently, the project
would not be formally accepted and the notice of completion could not be filed. Choosing not to
approve the resolution is not recommended because it will extend the time period during which stop
notices can be submitted and will delay the release of retention to the Contractor.

Z\CAD\Current Projects\Water Dept Bldg HVAC Upgrade\Closeout\Water Dept Bldg HVAC Upgrade-NOC-ARF.doc



OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT: County Counsel has reviewed the resolution. The County
Auditor’s office will pay the retention currently being withheld.

FINANCING: The funds for this project will be provided through the current Public Works Deferred
Maintenance Budget 011501, Object Code 5640 — Structures and Improvements.

APPROVALS

COUNTY COUNSEL.: AGREEMENTS, CONTRACTS AND ORDINANCES AND CLOSED SESSION AND RELATED ITEMS
(Must be reyiemwed and approved by County Counsel prior to submission to the board clerk.)

M 3 m Approved: v Dateﬁ%//%//'g{-

AUDITOR/CONTROLLER  (J ACCOUNTING/{JNANCE AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the
auditor/controller prior to submission to the board clerk.)

Cj}- /ﬂ }/{/m Approved: )4 el @Af//ﬁ (//

PERSONNEL DIRECTOR PERSONNEL AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the director of personnel services
prior to submission to the board clerk.)

Approved: Date

DEPARTMENT HEAD SIGNATURE: ﬂ [ M @ {
(Not to be signed until all approvals are received) " ie R ) M Date: (L 13 [ l<}

i I

Z:\CAD\Current Projects\Water Dept Bldg HVAC Upgrade\Closeout\Water Dept Bldg HVAC Upgrade-NOC-ARF.doc



RESOLUTION #2014 -

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

OF THE

COUNTY OF INYO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
AUTHORIZING THE RECORDING OF A NOTICE OF COMPLETION
FOR THE HVAC UPGRADE PROJECT
AT INYO COUNTY WATER DEPARTMENT BUILDING

WHEREAS, Clint G. Quilter, Director of Public Works for the County of Inyo, has determined
that the HVAC Upgrade Project at Inyo County Water Department Building _has been completed by

Bishop Heating and Air Conditioning, Inc. _ in accordance with the Project Plans and Specifications.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Director of Public Works is hereby
authorized and directed to sign and file with the County Recorder a separate Notice of Completion

pertaining to the HVAC Upgrade Project at Inyo County Water Department Building .

Passed, approved and adopted this

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

ATTEST:

Kevin Carunchio, Clerk

by

" day of _June , 2014 by the following vote:

Chairperson, Board of Supervisors

Assistant Clerk to the Board

RECORDING REQUESTED BY
AND TO BE RETURNED TO:
County of Inyo

c¢/o Interim Director of Public Works
Public Works Department

168 No. Edwards Street

PO Drawer Q



Independence, CA 93526
RECORDING REQUESTED BY
AND TO BE RETURNED TO:
County of Inyo

c/o Interim Director of Public Works
Public Works Department

168 No. Edwards Street

PO Drawer Q

Independence, CA 93526

NOTICE OF COMPLETION

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT:

1. A work of improvement known as the _ HVAC Upgrade Project at Inyo County Water Department
Building on the property hereinafter described was completed on _ June 10,2014 and was accepted
by the Inyo County Board of Supervisors on __ June 24, 2014 .

2. The property on which the _HVAC Upgrade Project at Inyo County Water Department Building has
been completed is located at the 135 S. Jackson Street. Independence. CA 93526.

3. The County of Inyo, a political subdivision of the State of California, the address of which is 224
North Edwards Street, P.O. Drawer N, Independence, CA 93526, owns the real property upon which the
HVAC Uperade Project at Inyo County Water Department, located at the Inyo County Water
Department Building, 135 S. Jackson Street, Independence, CA 93526.

4. The undersigned Clint G. Quilter is the Director of Public Works of the County of Inyo and has been
duly authorized pursuant to Resolution adopted _June 24, 2014, by the Board of Supervisors of the
County of Inyo to execute and file this Notice of Completion.

5. The name of the original contractor that constructed the HVAC Upgrade Project at Inyo County
Water Department Building pursuant to contract with the owner is ___Bishop Heating and Air
Conditioning, Inc..

Pursuant to the contract, the contractor was required to furnish all labor, materials, methods or
processes, implements, tools, machinery, equipment, transportation services, and all other items and
related functions that are necessary or appurtenant to construct the project designated in the contract.

COUNTY OF INYO

Dated: By:

Clint G. Quilter, Director of Public Works



VERIFICATION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
) SS.
COUNTY OF INYO )

I, Clint G. Quilter, hereby declare: That I am the Director of Public Works for the County
of Inyo, a political subdivision of the State of California, the public entity on behalf of
which I executed the foregoing NOTICE OF COMPLETION for the HVAC Upgrade
Project at Inyo County Water Department Building, and which entity is the owner of the
aforesaid interest or estate in the property therein described; that I am authorized by the
public entity to execute this NOTICE on the entity’s behalf; that I am authorized to and
hereby make this verification on behalf of the public entity; and that I have read said
NOTICE and know the contents thereof. I declare under penalty of perjury under the
laws of the State of California that the NOTICE and the information set forth therein are
true and correct.

Dated:

Clint G. Quilter,
Director of Public Works



For Clerk’s Use Only:
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AGENDA REQUEST FORM B
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 5 0
COUNTY OF INYO

[ Consent [X Departmental  [JCorrespondence Action [ Public Hearing

[ Scheduled Time for [ Closed Session O Informational

FROM: County Administrative Officer

FOR THE BOARD MEETING OF: June 24, 2014

SUBJECT: Discussion regarding Transaction and Use Tax (TUT) Ballot Measure

DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATION: Request Board discuss the City of Bishop's invitation to join in a TUT
Ballot Measure.

SUMMARY DISCUSSION: During your May 6, 2014 Board Meeting, the City of Bishop Administrator, Mr. Keith
Caldwell, asked your Board if the County might be interested in joining with the City in presenting a TUT Ballot Measure
to the voters of Inyo County. Per your Board's direction, this item is being returned for further discussion and direction, if
any, on how to proceed. The background information concerning this request is still being developed and will be made
available to your Board and the public prior to or at the meeting.

ALTERNATIVES: Staff awaits your Board's instructions on how to proceed.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT: N/A

FINANCING: NJ/A at the present time. Costs will be determined based on Board direction.

APPROVALS

BUDGET OFFICER: BUDGET AMENDMENTS (Must be reviewed and approved by Budget Officer prior to being approved by others, as
needed, and submission to the Assistant Clerk of the Board.)

COUNTY COUNSEL: AGREEMENTS, CONTRACTS AND ORDINANCES AND CLOSED SESSION AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be

reviewed and approved by county counsel prior to submission to the Assistant Clerk of the Board.)

Approved: Date

AUDITOR/CONTROLLER: ACCOUNTING/FINANCE AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the auditor-controller prior to
submission to the Assistant Clerk of the Board.)

Approved: Date

PERSONNEL DIRECTOR: PERSONNEL AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the director of personnel services prior to
submission to the Assistant Clerk of the Board.)

Approved: Date

DEPARTMENT HEAD SIGNATURE: 2 O _—
(Not to be signed until all approvals are received) == B il e e Date:
(The Original plus 20 copies of this document are required) -




TO: File
Bishop/Joint TUT
Measure

~ COUNTY OF INYO
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

NOTIFICATION FROM THE MEETING OF May 6, 2014
OF THE INYO COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

The Bishop City Administrator, Mr. Keith Caldwell, updated the Board on the City Council's
discussions concerning a potential TUT Tax Ballot Measure for the 2014 November Ballot to
increase the TUT Tax to 1% in the City of Bishop. Mr. Caldwell briefly talked about the reasons
why the City Council is considering the Ballot Measure. He explained that during recent
City/County Liaison Meetings the idea of possibly having the County join with the effort and make
it a Countywide ballot measure had been discussed. He and the Board talked about the benefit of
have a uniform TUT percentage throughout the County. The County Administrator explained how
an increase in the TUT Tax countywide would be distributed. The Board, Mr. Caldwell and Mr.
Carunchio discussed the intended uses of the TUT Tax increases. The Board expressed an
interest in pursuing a Countywide Ballot Measure to increase the TUT Tax further and requested
that a detailed discussion be agendized in the near future.

Attest: KEVIN D. CARUNCHIO
Clerk of the Board

Patricia Gunsolley, Assistént



Pat Gunsolley

From:
Sent:
To:

Ce:
Subject:

Hi Pat,

Keith Caldwell <KeithCaldwell@ca-bishop.us>
Monday, April 21, 2014 10:55 AM

Pat Gunsolley

Kevin Carunchio

Board of Supervisors Presentation

As requested for the May 6" Supervisors Meeting,
| would like to share with the Supervisors an update to the City Council’s potential TUT Tax measure for the 2014

November ballot.

| also foresee some brief discussion involving the current TUT measure and potential collaborative opportunities.

Please let me know if you should need further info or have questions.

Thanks!
Keith

Keith Caldwell

City Administrator

City of Bishop

PO Box 1236

Blshop, CA 93515

760-873-5863

keithcaldw -bi

Small Town with a Big Backyard
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FROM: CLERK OF THE BOARD
By: Patricia Gunsolley, Assistant Clerk of the Board

FOR THE BOARD MEETING OF: June 24, 2014

SUBJECT: Approval of Minutes

For Clerk's Use Only:
AGENDA NUMBER

2

DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATION: - Request approval the minutes of the Board of Supervisors Meetings

of June 10, 2014.

SUMMARY DISCUSSION: - The Board is required to keep minutes of its proceedings.

Once the Board has

approved the minutes as requested, the minutes will be made available to the public via the County’s web page at

www.inyocounty.us.

ALTERNATIVES: - Staff awaits your Board’s changes and/or corrections.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT: - n/a

FINANCING: nla

BUDGET OFFICER: BUDGET AMENDMENTS (Must be reviewed and approved by Budget Officer prior to being approved by others, as
- needed, and submission to the Assistant Clerk of the Board.)
COUNTY COUNSEL: AGREEMENTS, CONTRACTS AND ORDINANCES AND CLOSED SESSION AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be
reviewed and approved by county counsel prior to submission to the Assistant Clerk of the Board.)
Approved: Date
AUDITOR/CONTROLLER: ACCOUNTING/FINANCE AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the auditor-controler prior to
submission to the Assistant Clerk of the Board.)
Approved: Date
PERSONNEL DIRECTOR: PERSONNEL AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the director of personnel services prior to
submission to the Assistant Clerk of the Board.)
Approved: Date
DEPARTMENT HEAD SIGNATURE: 2 e —
(Not to be signed until all approvals are received) = e Date:

(The Original plus 20 copies of this document are required) =
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FROM: Water Department

FOR THE BOARD MEETING OF: June 24, 2014

suslecT: Resolution of Inyo/Los Angeles Water Agreement dispute over vegetation conditions in vegetation
parcel Blackrock 94

DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATION:

The Water Department requests that your Board: (1) review and consider the information contained in the
"Addendum to the Environmental Impact Report — Water from the Owens Valley to Supply the Second Los
Angeles Aqueduct, 1970 to 1990 and 1990 Onward, Pursuant to a Long Term Groundwater Management
Plan" (SCH #1989080705, Certified October 15, 1991) (Addendum) which has been prepared and adopted by
the City of Los Angeles Department of Water and Power; (2) adopt the Addendum; and (3) approve the
‘Proposed Resolution of the Blackrock 94 Dispute,” as recommended by the Inyo/Los Angeles Standing
Committee.

SUMMARY DISCUSSION:

The Standing Committee’s recommended resolution to the Blackrock 94 dispute is contingent on approval
of the LADWP and County governing boards. At their June 17, 2014 meeting, the LADWP Board of Water
and Power Commissioners approved the Addendum and proposed resolution. The requested actions here
would complete the dispute resolution process, and the terms of the resolution would be implemented.

Attachments

Attachment 1 — Draft resolution adopting LADWP’s CEQA analysis and dispute resolution terms
recommended by the Standing Committee.

Attachment 2 — Addendum to the 1991 FEIR.

Attachment 3 — Resolution terms recommended by the Standing Committee.

Attachment 4 — Comment letter from Owens Valley Committee Vice President Daniel Pritchett, dated May
12, 2014.

Attachment 5 — Comment letter from Sara J. “Sally” Manning, Ph.D., dated May 11, 2014.

Background

Blackrock 94 is a 333 acre groundwater dependent alkali meadow parcel located southwest of the
Blackrock fish hatchery. Blackrock 94 was mapped and classified as a Type C (groundwater dependent
meadow) alkali meadow as part of Water Agreement’s baseline vegetation inventory.

In July 2007, the Technical Group received a letter from the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) stating
that vegetation degradation was proceeding rapidly in vegetation parcel Blackrock 94. To address the
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alleged vegetation decline, the CNPS recommended that pumping management in the area be altered to
avoid an impact by reducing groundwater pumping at the Blackrock Fish Hatchery from its present level of
about 12,000 acre-feet per year to 8,000 acre-feet per year. In response to the CNPS’s concern, the
Technical Group agreed to examine the issue based on the Water Agreement’s provisions for
determination of a significant effect on the environment, with the Water Department taking the lead in
developing an analysis of whether a significant impact had occurred.

On February 3, 2011, the County presented a report to the Technical Group which alleged that “available
factual and scientific data indicate that a measurable vegetation change since baseline has occurred in
Blackrock 94, both in terms of vegetation cover and species composition.” The County’s report stated that
the vegetation decline was primarily attributable to changes in water availability resulting from
groundwater pumping and reduced surface water diversions into the vicinity of Blackrock 94. LADWP’s
Technical Group members disagreed with the County’s conclusions.

For the Technical Group to find that an impact is significant, the Water Agreement requires that the
Technical Group make three determinations: (1) that an alleged change in vegetation cover or composition
is measurable, (2) if so, that the change is attributable to groundwater pumping or changes in surface water
practices, and (3) if so, that the measurable change is significant.

During the following year, the Technical Group was unable to resolve the issue. On May 1, 2012, the County
invoked the Water Agreement’s dispute resolution process by requesting the Technical Group to resolve
issues involving vegetation parcel Blackrock 94. The Technical Group was unable to resolve the issues and
written reports were submitted to the Standing Committee explaining the issues raised by the County and
LADWP. At its September 26, 2012 meeting, the Standing Committee was unable to resolve the issues
regarding Blackrock 94.

In the months following the Standing Committee meeting, further attempts to resolve the issues in dispute
were unsuccessful. The Water Agreement provides that if the Standing Committee is unable to resolve a
dispute, a party may submit the dispute to a panel for mediation/temporary arbitration. By stipulation
between the County and LADWP dated June 12, 2013, the County and LADWP informed the Standing
Committee that the issues were being submitted to mediation/temporary arbitration under Section XXVI.C
of the Water Agreement. On April 26, 2013, the County notified LADWP of its intent to seek
mediation/temporary arbitration. The Water Agreement provides for a three member
mediation/temporary arbitration panel (“Arbitration Panel” or “Panel”) with one member appointed by the
County, one by LADWP, and a third member appointed by the two members appointed by the parties.

Pursuant to the stipulation by the parties, the requests for resolution submitted to mediation/temporary
arbitration were:

The County’s Request:

The County requests a determination by the mediators/temporary arbitrators that LADWP's
groundwater pumping and reductions in surface water diversions in the Blackrock 94 area have
caused a measurable and significant change in the vegetation conditions in violation of the
provisions of the LTWA. The County further requests the Panel to order that, as required by Section
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IV.A of the Water Agreement, reasonable and feasible mitigation of this significant impact be
commenced within twelve (12) months of the determination by the mediators/temporary
arbitrators that a significant effect on the environment has occurred at Blackrock 94.

The Requests by LADWP:

a. With regard to the County’s determination that there has been a measurable change in the
environment at Blackrock 94, LADWP requests that the mediators/temporary arbitrators find that
the County did not follow and conform to all the required rules, procedures and protocols in the
Water Agreement, Green Book and 1991 EIR when it performed the vegetation monitoring,
vegetation data collection, vegetation analysis (including the selection of analytical methods,
assumptions made, and inputs used when conducting an analysis) and, therefore, the
mediators/temporary arbitrators are unable to find that there has been a measurable change in the
environment at Blackrock 94.

and/or

b. With regard to the County’s determinations that a measurable, attributable, and significant
effect has occurred at Blackrock 94, LADWP requests that the mediators/temporary
arbitrators find that County did not follow and conform to required rules, procedures and
protocols of the Water Agreement, Green Book, and 1991 EIR and, therefore, the
mediators/temporary arbitrators are unable to find that a measurable, attributable and
significant effect has occurred at Blackrock 94.

In support of their positions, the parties submitted opening, response and reply briefs to the Arbitration
Panel. The Panel conducted a hearing on the dispute on October 9 and 10, 2013. On October 26, 2013, the
Panel issued an “Interim Order and Award” which found that the parties had previously found that a
measureable change in vegetation has occurred in Blackrock 94, but that the Technical Group had not
adequately addressed the issues of attributability and significance.

The Interim Order and Award resolved several procedural matters that were in dispute. These matters
included:

Los Angeles contended that the EIR prohibits the Technical Group, the Standing Committee, and this
Arbitration Panel from considering the impacts to vegetation in Blackrock 94 which the County
identified in its February 2, 2011 report. The Panel found that the changes in vegetation identified in
the County's report are not identified, or are not clearly identified, in the 1991 EIR as significant
impacts or as future significant impacts of the project so as to give the decision makers sufficient
knowledge of their existence or future existence. Because the impacts at Blackrock 94 that were
identified in the County’s report were not, or were not clearly identified, in the 1991 EIR or in the
statement of overriding considerations adopted by Los Angeles at the time that it adopted the 1991
EIR, the Technical Group, the Standing Committee and the Arbitration Panel are not precluded from
considering such impacts.
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Los Angeles contended the LTWA and Green Book prohibit the County from submitting any data,
analysis or conclusion to the Technical Group, which is not the work product of the Technical Group.
The Panel found that under the LTWA, each party to the LTWA may, independently of the other
party, gather its own data, make its own analysis of such data, and arrive at its own conclusions
regarding such data without such activities having to be approved by or done jointly as the
Technical Group. Such independently gathered data, analysis and conclusions may be presented to
and considered by the Technical Group.

Section I.C. of the Green Book prescribes the three step process (measurability, attributability and
significance) which must be used by the Technical Group to determine whether a significant effect
has occurred. In the first step, the Technical Group is required to consider “all relevant factors.” In
the second step to determine attributability, the Technical Group is required to evaluate and
consider “relevant factors,” which may include eight specified factors. Finally, in the third step the
Technical Group is to consider eight identified factors in determining the degree of significance. The
language of the LTWA and the Green Book does not prohibit the Technical Group from considering
any factor which may be relevant when making a determination at each step of the three-step
process. Of importance, it does not exclude from Technical Group consideration any data, analysis
or conclusions gathered and produced by either party independently and not as a Technical Group
activity or as authorized by the Technical Group on its behalf.

The LTWA and the Green Book provide a method through the Technical Group, Standing
Committee, Arbitration Panel, and judicial decision making, whereby impacts on the environment
caused by implementation of LADWP's groundwater pumping or changes in surface water
management practices would be identified and analyzed, and if determined to be significant, would
be mitigated. If the LTWA and Green Book cannot be interpreted and harmonized to serve this
purpose, there will be a failure of mitigation for LADWP’s project. Interpreting Section IIl.D of the
LTWA as creating the prohibition on independent monitoring and data analysis which LADWP
argued forwould give either party to the LTWA a de facto veto in the Technical Group and
Standing Committee, which would prevent the LTWA from operating as the mitigation measure
it was designed to be and would make the dispute resolution process and impact
determination process set forth in the LTWA superfluous. Interpretations of provisions of
agreements which eviscerate the agreement’s ability to operate as intended or which make major
provisions of such agreement unnecessary, are to be avoided.

Despite Los Angeles’ contentions to the contrary, the 1984-87 vegetation inventory is the baseline
for determining whether there have been changes or decreases in baseline vegetation conditions.
To modify or adjust the 1984-87 inventory as baseline would require modification as provided for in
Section XXV of the LTWA. Neither party has submitted evidence that the baseline has been so
modified. Therefore, the Panel will not consider any changes to the baseline to take into
consideration how it was made, or for the climatic conditions under which it was made.

LADWP contends in its briefs that the vegetation monitoring and data collection activities
performed by the County beginning in 1991, were not performed on behalf of, or authorized by the
Technical Group, and were not performed in accordance with the procedures, and protocols
established by the Technical Group for vegetation monitoring and data collection. The vegetation



Agenda Request
Page 5

monitoring and data collection done by the County since 1991 was done on behalf of, and
authorized by, the Technical Group; and that vegetation monitoring and data collection was done in
substantial compliance with all of the requirements of the LTWA, Green Book, and procedures and
protocols approved by the Technical Group. The County and LADWP as members of the Technical
Group, at Technical Group meetings in 1992, implicitly authorized the County to monitor vegetation
in the Owens Valley on behalf of the Technical Group, agreed that the vegetation data gathered by
the County would be used to compare vegetation conditions to the baseline data, and that the
staffs of both members of the Technical Group had agreed upon the procedures and protocols for
such activities. For a period of over ten years, each year after the County had performed the
vegetation monitoring and gathered the data, LADWP used this data without comment or objection,
in its LADWP Annual Report on Conditions in the Owens Valley. The Technical Group was never
asked to consider whether the vegetation monitoring and data collection done on its behalf by the
County, was defective, flawed, incorrect, or not in accordance with the requirements of the LTWA,
Green Book, or any Technical Group approved procedure or protocol.

e Los Angeles contends that the analysis should have been based on conditions in the Blackrock
Vegetation and Wellfield Management Area. There are numerous references in the LTWA and The
Green Book relating to parcels as areas of similar vegetation, soil types, and other characteristics
which make them suitable for determining vegetation conditions, hydrologic conditions and
changes in vegetation type. There is nothing in either of these two documents which restricts
the application of the three step process to only Vegetation and Wellfield Management Areas.

In addition to the above findings, the Interim Order and Award remanded the matter to the Technical
Group so that it may "carry out its dispute resolution functions" and required both the City and the County
to provide reports to the Technical Group addressing whether the measurable change was attributable to
LADWP's pumping operations and/or changes in LADWP’s past surface water management practices or if
the measurable change was attributable to another factor or factors. The Interim Order and Award also
required the Technical Group to consider the significance of the measurable change upon the vegetation of
Blackrock 94 pursuant to the provisions of Water Agreement Section IV.B and Green Book Section I.C. The
required reports were submitted to the Technical Group and Arbitration Panel. LADWP concluded that
vegetation change in Blackrock 94 was attributable to periods of drought and fluctuations in wet/dry cycles,
that LADWP’s surface water management practices had not changed, and that the vegetation change in the
parcel was not significant. Despite the additional analysis and reports by both parties, the County still
concluded that the observed vegetation change was principally due to groundwater pumping.

At its meeting on April 11, 2014, the Technical Group was unable to resolve the “attributability” and
“significance” issues. In accordance with the Water Agreement and the Panel’s order, the issues were
submitted to the Standing Committee for resolution. At its meeting on April 29, 2014, the Standing
Committee agreed to recommend to the governing boards of LADWP and the County that each governing
board adopt a resolution of the Blackrock 94 dispute that was tentatively agreed to by the Standing
Committee.

By agreeing to the proposed resolution of the dispute, LADWP stressed that they do not admit or agree
that any significant adverse decreases or changes to vegetation or the environment have occurred within
vegetation parcel Blackrock 94 that are attributable to its groundwater pumping activities or attributable to
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any changes in surface water management practices by LADWP. LADWP further stated that they do not
agree and do not believe that Inyo County provided any evidence that any changes in surface water
management practices have occurred in the area of Blackrock 94. Further, LADWP does not endorse the
findings contained in Inyo County’s February 2, 2011 report titled “Analysis of Conditions in Vegetation
Parcel Blackrock 94.”

Terms of the proposed resolution

The following are the terms of the agreement reached by the Standing Committee:

I Off-Site Enhancement to Preserve Alkali Meadows
A. To enhance certain alkali meadows by reversing the encroachment of woody shrubs into
such meadows, LADWP will perform prescribed burns on approximately 665 acres of shrub
encroached alkali meadows in the Owens Valley.

B. The Technical Group will identify areas of alkali meadows where the woody shrub
proportion has increased to the point that the area will carry a burn and where sufficient grasses
exist on the site that would make a burn beneficial. From the areas identified by the Technical
Group, the Technical Group will select the 665 acres that will be burned.

C. Recognizing CALFIRE and GBAPCD will require that regulatory permits be issued prior to
burning, burning the entire 665 acres may take several years; however, if permits and conditions
allow, LADWP will conduct the burning of the 665 acres within 5 years of the date of this Settlement
Agreement.

D. The burning of the 665 acres will be conducted as described in LADWP’s land management
plans.

Il. Groundwater Pumping From Wells W351 and W356
LADWP will immediately reduce the level of pumping from wells W351 and W356, which supply the
Blackrock Fish Hatchery, to a total amount not to exceed approximately 8,000 acre-feet per year.

. Vegetation Monitoring - Measurability

The Parties will enter into a facilitated process with the Ecological Society of America (ESA) to develop and
implement vegetation monitoring procedures and detailed analytical procedures for determining if a
measurable change in vegetation has occurred, is occurring, or will occur. The monitoring methods and
procedures shall be able to compare vegetation cover and composition to the vegetation cover and
composition obtained during LADWP’s initial vegetation inventory between 1984 and 1987. The monitoring
methods and analytical procedures shall also be able to distinguish and recognize trends in vegetation
cover and composition. The Parties shall use the vegetation monitoring and analytical procedures in
determining if any change in vegetation cover or composition is measurable pursuant to Water Agreement
IV.B and Green Book Section I.C.

V. Blackrock 94 — Time Out on New Disputes
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Both Parties agree not to initiate a dispute involving a decrease or change in vegetation type at Blackrock
94 for a period of at least four (4) years.

V. Arbitrators Decision

The October 21, 2014 Interim Order and Award of the Arbitration Panel shall be deemed a final decision by
the Parties, the Parties waive their right to submit the decision to the Superior Court Judge as provided in
Section XXVI.D of the Water Agreement and, as provided in Section XXVI.C of the Water Agreement, the
Parties shall implement and follow the decision of the Arbitration Panel.

VL. CEQA

LADWP will prepare and certify all appropriate documents in compliance with California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA). LADWP shall act as the CEQA lead agency and the County of Inyo shall be the CEQA
responsible agency. At least ten (10) days prior to consideration by the LADWP Board of Water and Power
Commissioners, LADWP will provide a draft of its CEQA document to the County for review and comment.

VII. Effective Date

Approval of this Resolution of Dispute by the Standing Committee shall be deemed provisional and
will become final following its approval by the Inyo County Board of Supervisors and the LADWP Board of
Water and Power Commissioners. In the event that this Resolution of Dispute is not approved by June 30,
2014 by both the Inyo County Board of Supervisors and by the LADWP Board of Water and Power
Commissioners, the Parties shall notify the Arbitration Panel. Upon notification, the Arbitration Panel shall
immediately schedule a final hearing on the Blackrock 94 Dispute to be held at its earliest convenience.

VIIl.  Successful CEQA Challenge

In the event that the CEQA document addressing this Resolution of Dispute is found to be legally
inadequate by a court, or this Resolution of Dispute is successfully challenged by a third party in court
under any other legal basis, this Resolution of Dispute shall be deemed unenforceable and its terms
deemed null and void, unless otherwise agreed upon by the Parties. In such an event, the Parties shall
request that the Arbitration Panel schedule the Blackrock 94 Dispute for a final hearing. The decision of the
Arbitration Panel shall be fully appealable as provided in the Dispute Resolution procedures contained in
the Water Agreement, including the appeal of any interim orders issued by the Arbitration Panel.

IX. Defense of CEQA Challenge

In the event that the legal adequacy of the CEQA document addressing this Resolution is challenged
in Court, the Parties shall cooperatively work together in the defense of the document, each Party shall
bear its own legal costs, and in the event that a court finds the document to be legally inadequate and
awards attorney’s fees and other costs, each Party shall pay one-half of the award.

X. Termination of Blackrock 94 Dispute

Upon approval of this Resolution by the Board of Water and Power Commissioners and by the Inyo
County Board of Supervisors, subject to Section VI, the Parties will inform the Arbitration Panel that the
issues in dispute concerning Blackrock 94 have been resolved.

Discussion
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The proposed resolution has a number of elements that staff considers favorable to the County. Burning of
mixed shrub/grass communities where the water table is high has been a successful method of enhancing
grass cover in Owens Valley. For example, improvement of groundwater dependent meadows by burning
has been used as a mitigation measure to compensate for loss of grazing. Reducing pumping at the Black
Rock Hatchery will reduce the pumping stress on the water table at Blackrock 94 and elsewhere. The
proposed reduction is similar to that requested by the California Native Plant Society in 2007. Agreeing to
set aside any disputes over vegetation conditions at Blackrock 94 for four years will allow time to observe
the effect of decreased pumping on water availability in the plant root zone, and the effect of water
availability on vegetation. By agreeing to not challenge the Arbitration Panel’s October 21, 2014 Interim
Order and Award, the determinations of the Panel are preserved and become permanently applicable to
future Technical Group work. Several of the findings of the Interim Order and Award are in the County’s
favor, as summarized above.

A concern with the proposed resolution is whether it will have a negative effect on the fishery by reducing
fish production at Black Rock Fish Hatchery. The Department of Fish and Wildlife believes that reducing
pumping at the Black Rock Hatchery will likely reduce fish production at that facility, at least in the short
term; however, by shifting production to other facilities, reducing pumping at the hatchery will not reduce
overall fish production in the eastern Sierra. The Department of Fish and Wildlife, in a letter to LADWP
(letter from K. Nicol (DFW) to J. McDaniel (LADWP), 1/34/2012) has represented that if pumping at the
Black Rock Hatchery were reduced to 8,000 acre-feet per year, “In the near term historic fish production for
eastern Sierra waters will be maintained by maximizing full production capabilities at Fish Springs Hatchery.
At the Department’s discretion this may require utilization of infrastructure improvement such as oxygen
supplementation. In the long term and dependent on sufficient funding, facility improvement at Black Rock
Hatchery may allow higher fish production while not exceeding the 8,000 acre-foot pumping limitation.”

Another concern with the proposed settiement is that LADWP does not admit to any responsibility for
vegetation decline in Blackrock 94. In order to pursue the dispute at the Arbitration Panel to the point
where LADWP was found to be responsible for mitigating the effects alleged by the County, the County
would need to persuade the Panel that the effects on vegetation were caused by LADWP water
management and that the effects were significant. In the event the Panel made such a finding, the Panel’s
findings (including the Interim Order and Award) would be subject to appeal at the Superior Court. While
staff believes that the evidence presented to the Arbitration Panel shows that pumping is the primary
cause of vegetation change in the parcel, LADWP has presented lengthy arguments that the changes are
due to varying water availability due to wet/dry climatological cycles. It is uncertain how the Panel would
weigh the arguments put forth by both parties, and the Panel strongly encouraged the parties to resolve
the dispute on their own through the Technical Group and Standing Committee.

A workshop was held at the May 13, 2014 Board of Supervisors Meeting to provide the public an
opportunity to comment on the proposed resolution, and the Inyo County Water Commission held a
meeting on June 18, 2014 to provide another such opportunity. Comment letters were received from Sara
J. "Sally" Manning, Ph.D. and from the Owens Valley Committee. The comments were similar in the two
letters, and are responded to below.

1. Comment (Manning and OVC): The settlement lacks a goal.
Response: The goal of the proposed settlement is to set out terms for resolving the dispute.
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Comment (OVC): The exemptions for Wells 351 and 356 are unchanged. The settlement should
specify if the ceiling on pumping from Wells 351 and 356 is permanent. What measures are
available to the County if pumping exceeds the ceiling?

Response (OVC): Well exemptions may be modified by the Technical Group. There are no
provisions in the settlement that terminate the period of reduced pumping, and the reduced
pumping would remain in place until the parties agree otherwise.

Comment (Manning): Off-site burning has no relation to the Blackrock 94 dispute.
Response: Burning of shrub-encroached meadows is a beneficial land management treatment in
Owens Valley alkali meadows.

Comment (OVC): Why does the settlement trigger CEQA?
Response: The range burns and the fact that the Black Rock Fish Hatchery is identified in the 1991
EIR as a mitigation measure indicate that a CEQA analysis is necessary.

Comment (OVC): Will Inyo County pay any of the costs associated with the vegetation monitoring
discussions?
Response: No, the vegetation monitoring effort will be a cooperative study paid for by LADWP.

Comment (OVC): Why would facilitated discussions between Inyo and LADWP succeed when they
have failed in the past?

Response: Technical staff and policy makers from both LADWP recognize that having agreement on
monitoring methods and analytical/statistical methods for evaluating monitoring data may reduce
future disagreements over these matters. Where there is a mutually recognized goal, we believe
the two parties can work together productively.

Comment (OVC): LADWP and Inyo disagree on the appropriate spatial scale for analyzing vegetation
conditions. How does the Board intend to resolve this policy disagreement?

Response: The Water Agreement’s process for evaluating impacts (the three-step process set out in
LTWA section IV.B, which was used to evaluate conditions in Blackrock 94) is intended to be applied
on a case-by-case basis. The LTWA does not prescribe a particular spatial scale as appropriate for all
evaluations of vegetation conditions. It is the Technical Group’s responsibility to determine the best
approach to evaluating conditions on a case-by-case basis; hence, the LTWA delegates this
responsibility to the Technical Group. The Arbitration Panel, in the Interim Order and Award
determined that there was nothing in the LTWA that limits the applicability of the three-step
process to the large spatial scale that LADWP claimed was appropriate.

Comment (Manning): Monitoring should continue for vegetation and rare plants. Monitoring
should be done jointly between the parties. Satellite data should be used to assess vegetation
change. Monitoring should continue at the permanent monitoring sites.

Response: The proposed resolution has provisions for development of joint vegetation monitoring.
Existing rare plant, permanent monitoring site, and parcel-wide monitoring programs will continue.
The Water Department will continue to analyze vegetation change using satellite imagery.
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9. Comment (Manning): There should be a rain gauge at monitoring site TS2.
Response: The Water Department maintained a rain gauge network for many years, until it became
evident that the data being collected by the Water Department were well correlated with data
reported by the National Weather Service and LADWP. Such correlation can be used directly to
estimate quantity.

10. Comment (Manning): The County should not have decided to use the three-step process to address
vegetation conditions in the parcel.
Response: The Arbitration Panel’s Interim Order and Award gave considerable weight to adherence
to the LTWA’s procedures. It seems likely that a deviation from the LTWA's required procedures
would have resulted in the issues raised in the dispute being remanded to the Technical Group so
that the proper procedure could be followed.

ALTERNATIVES:

Alternatives are to (1) reject the recommended resolution of the dispute and allow the Arbitration Panel to
resolve the dispute, (2) reject the recommended resolution and direct staff to resume settlement
discussions.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT:

LADWP.

FINANCING:

No county funding required. Cooperative study funding (see section Il of the proposed resolution) is
provided by LADWP.

APPROVALS
COUNTY COUNSEL: AGREEMENTS, CONTRACTS AND ORDINANCES AND CLOSED SESSION AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be
reviewed and approved by county counsel prior to submission to the board clerk.)
N/A

Approved: Date:

AUDITOR/CONTROLLER: ACCOUNTING/FINANCE AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the auditor-controller prior to
submission to the board clerk.)

Approved: Date:

PERSONNEL DIRECTOR: PERSONNEL AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the director of personnel services prior to
submission to the board clerk.)
N/A

Approved: Date:

DEPARTMENT HEAD SIGNATURE: Z == Z /4 /%
(Not to be signed until all approvals are received) ( Date: / /
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DRAFT

BEFORE THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, COUNTY OF INYO
RESOLUTION No. 2014-

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF INYO,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING AN ADDENDUM TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT WATER FROM THE OWENS VALLEY TO SUPPLY
THE SECOND LOS ANGELES AQUEDUCT 1970 TO 1990 AND 1990 ONWARD,
PURSUANT TO A LONG TERM GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT PLAN
AND APPROVING THE RESOLUTION OF THE BLACKROCK 94 DISPUTE

WHEREAS, May 1, 2012, the County formally commenced the dispute resolution process as provided in
the Long Term Water Agreement (Water Agreement) by requesting the Technical Group to resolve issues
involving vegetation parcel Blackrock 94; and

WHEREAS, following a lengthy dispute process, at its meeting on April 29, 2014, the Standing
Committee recommended to the governing boards of LADWP and the County that each governing board
adopt resolution of the Blackrock 94 dispute that was agreed to by the Standing Committee; and

WHEREAS, under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the City of Los Angeles
Department of Water and Power (“LADWP”), is the “lead agency” and the County is a “responsible
agency” in regard to the resolution of the Blackrock 94 dispute. As the lead agency, LADWP has the
primary responsibility for decisions regarding the proper manner of complying with CEQA in considering
and carrying out the project; and

WHEREAS, as the CEQA lead agency, LADWP prepared an Addendum to the 1991 EIR which
addresses the potential environmental impacts that could result from the adoption of the proposed
resolution of the Blackrock 94 dispute. The Addendum concludes that the adoption of the proposed
resolution will not reduce the level of mitigation identified in the 1991 EIR and will not result in any
significant impacts to the environment; and

WHEREAS, on June 17, 2014 the LADWP Board of Commissioners adopted the Addendum, certified
that the Addendum was prepared in compliance with CEQA, and approved the resolution of the
Blackrock 94 dispute; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED:

1. That this Board has reviewed and considered the information contained in the Addendum and the
1991 EIR and other information provided by staff.

2. That this Board adopts the Addendum prepared by LADWP,

3. That this Board hereby approves the Resolution of the Blackrock 94 dispute.
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ACTIONS PASSED AND ADOPTED THIS 24th DAY OF June, 2014

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:
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ADDENDUM TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

WATER FROM THE OWENS VALLEY TO SUPPLY
THE SECOND LOS ANGELES AQUEDUCT
1970 TO 1990 AND 1990 ONWARD,
PURSUANT TO A LONG TERM GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT
PLAN

(SCH #1989080705, Certified October 15, 1991)

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
May 2014
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BACKGROUND
The 1991 EIR

The 1991 Environmental Impact Report on Increased Groundwater Pumping in the Owens
Valley Pursuant to a Groundwater Management Plan (1991 EIR, SCH# 1989080705) was
prepared to analyze all water management practices and facilities that were implemented or
constructed in Owens Valley to supply water to the second aqueduct which was completed in
1970, together with the projects and water management practices contained in the Agreement
Between the County of Inyo and the City of Los Angeles and its Department of Water and Power
on a Long Term Groundwater Management Plan for Owens Valley and Inyo County (Water
Agreement).

The elements of the proposed project that were fully analyzed in the 1991 EIR were:

The Water Agreement
Increased water export from the Owens Valley to Los Angeles
o An increase in groundwater pumping for export to Los Angeles and for uses
within the Owens Valley.
= Increased groundwater pumping from wells constructed and operated prior
to 1970.
= The operation of wells constructed since 1970.
» The future construction and operation of 15 new wells.
= Increased pumping on the Bishop Cone.
o A reduction in the amount of irrigated acreage of Los Angeles-owned land that
was irrigated prior to 1968 (from 21,800 acres of irrigated agricultural acreage
prior to 1968 to 11,600 acres north of the Olancha/Cartego area and 2,600
irrigated acres in the Olancha/Cartago area).
o An increase in the amount of surface water diverted for export.
e New groundwater recharge facilities in the Laws and Big Pine areas.
e A continuation of environmental projects implemented by LADWP between 1970 and
1984.
e A continuation of enhancement/mitigation projects implemented since 1985 by Inyo
County and LADWP.

Groundwater pumping to supply the Blackrock Fish Hatchery was analyzed in the 1991 EIR as
part of the proposed project. The 1991 EIR stated that these wells would be operated pursuant to
the provisions of the Water Agreement:

“Between 1970 and 1990, 36 wells were constructed with a total capacity of 160 cfs.
Included among these are 16 wells that supply enhancement/mitigation projects with a
capacity of 67.8 cfs, and two wells with a capacity of 26.7 cfs that supply the
Blackrock Fish Hatchery. These wells may be operated in the future, subject to the
provisions of the (Water) Agreement” (1991 EIR, page 5-15, emphasis added).



The Water Agreement provides the following overall goal for managing LADWP’s water
resources within Inyo County:

“The overall goal of managing the water resources within Inyo County is to avoid certain
described decreases and changes in vegetation and to cause no significant effect on the
environment which cannot be acceptably mitigated while providing a reliable supply of
water for export to Los Angeles and for use in Inyo County” (Water Agreement, Section
ILA).

The Blackrock Fish Hatchery as Mitigation

Blackrock Fish Hatchery is located at the site of Big Blackrock Spring and the spring served as
the water source for fish rearing since 1942. The average spring flow between 1935 and 1970
was approximately 7,000 acre-feet per year (1991 EIR Table 9-4). Increased groundwater
pumping beginning in 1970 coincided with decreased flow from Big Blackrock Spring (1991
EIR Figures 9-15, 9-19). To mitigate the effects of decreased spring flow on Blackrock
Hatchery, LADWP installed groundwater production wells that began supplying the hatchery
with a continuous source of water beginning in 1972. Groundwater pumping to supply the
hatchery, which has averaged over 12,000 acre-feet per year, is substantially greater than the
natural spring flow that previously supplied the hatchery.

The effects of groundwater pumping to supply the Blackrock Fish Hatchery were analyzed in
the1991 EIR which found that “continuous fish hatchery pumping has shifted the flow direction
from southerly south of the hatchery, to northerly; it is estimated that approximately one-half of
the recharge from Oak Creek now flows north towards the area of depression caused by hatchery
pumping. This is a change from pre-project conditions” (1991 EIR, page 9-64). The 1991 EIR
evaluated the effects of increased groundwater pumping on Big Blackrock Spring:

“Groundwater pumping from wells that supply the CDFG Blackrock Fish Hatchery,
combined with increased pumping from other wells in the area, have caused the
elimination of spring flow from these two springs. At Big Blackrock Springs, much of the
area of the former riparian vegetation that was supplied by the spring is now occupied by
the State’s fish hatchery, a large pond, and several fish rearing facilities associated with
the hatchery” (1991 EIR, page 10-61).

The environmental impacts of increased groundwater pumping on springs and seeps was
evaluated under Impact 10-14 of the 1991 EIR:

“Increased groundwater pumping has reduced or eliminated flows from Fish Springs, Big
and Little Seely Springs, Hines Spring, Big and Little Blackrock Springs, and Reinhackle
Spring. This has caused significant adverse impacts to vegetation at several of these
spring areas” (Impact 10-14, page 10-59).

Mitigation for these impacts to Big Blackrock Spring is identified in Mitigation Measure 10-14
(page 10-62):



“No on-site mitigation will be implemented at Fish Springs and Big Blackrock Springs;
however, the CDFG fish hatcheries at these locations serve as mitigation of a
compensatory nature by producing fish that are stocked throughout Inyo County.”

“Although not all springs and associated riparian and meadow vegetation will receive on
site mitigation, the Lower Owens River Project will provide mitigation of a
compensatory nature. This project will rewater over 50 miles of the river channel
allowing for restoration of riparian vegetation along the river. This project also will result
in the creation of several new ponds along the river and will provide the continuation of
existing lakes associated with the project. The project will restore large areas of wetland
and meadow vegetation, perhaps exceeding 1,000 acres adjacent to the river and in its
delta. In comparison, the area of riparian and meadow vegetation that has been lost and
will not be restored because of the elimination of spring flow due to groundwater
pumping is estimated to be less than 100 acres.”

In summary, prior to 1970 Big Blackrock Spring provided an average of about 7,000 acre-feet of
water per year to the Blackrock Fish Hatchery. Increased groundwater pumping beginning in
1970 reduced Big Blackrock Spring flow. Groundwater production wells were installed at the
Big Blackrock Spring site beginning in 1972 and provided a continuous water supply to the fish
hatchery substantially greater than spring flow (about 12,000 acre-feet per year). The 1991 EIR
analyzed increased groundwater pumping in the Owens Valley and found that hatchery supply
pumping changed the area hydrology from pre-project conditions, eliminated flow from Big
Blackrock Spring, and significantly effected riparian and meadow vegetation associated with the
spring. The 1991 EIR required future hatchery pumping to be operated pursuant to the Water
Agreement, which has the stated goal that groundwater pumping to be managed “...to avoid
certain described decreases and changes in vegetation and to cause no significant effect on the
environment which cannot be acceptably mitigated while providing a reliable supply of water for
export to Los Angeles and for use in Inyo County.” Mitigation for groundwater pumping-caused
significant adverse impacts to vegetation in the area of Big Blackrock Spring included the Lower
Owens River Project and supplying water pumped from the wells located at Big Blackrock
Spring to the Blackrock Fish Hatchery for fish production. No specific amounts of groundwater
or fish production quotas are considered in the 1991 EIR.

The Blackrock 94 Dispute

Blackrock 94 (or BLK094) is an approximately 333 acre vegetation parcel located about 1-%2
miles southwest of the Blackrock Fish Hatchery. Blackrock 94 was mapped as an alkali meadow
by LADWP during a mid-1980’s vegetation survey, which later was incorporated into the Water
Agreement as a baseline for comparison of vegetation change.

In July 2007, the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) drafted letters to the Inyo/Los Angeles
Standing Committee and Inyo/Los Angeles Technical Group alleging that vegetation within
vegetation parcel Blackrock 94 has decreased relative to baseline measurements and shrub
growth within the parcel had increased. The CNPS then proposed a solution of reducing
groundwater pumping at the Blackrock Fish Hatchery from its average level of about 12,000
acre-feet per year to 8,000 acre-feet per year. In response to this letter, the Technical Group



agreed to examine the issue based on the Water Agreement’s provisions for determination of a
significant effect on the environment.

For the Technical Group to find that an impact is significant, the Water Agreement requires that
the Technical Group make three determinations: (1) that an alleged change in vegetation cover or
composition is measurable, (2) if so, that the change is attributable to groundwater pumping or
changes in surface water practices, and (3) if so, that the measurable change is significant.

On February 2, 2011, the County provided a report to LADWP that presented the independent
analysis and conclusions of the County regarding alleged vegetation change in Blackrock 94.
Inyo County found that a measurable vegetation change since baseline has occutred in Blackrock
94, both in terms of vegetation cover and species composition. The County’s report alleged that
measurable vegetation change was primarily attributable to changes in water availability
resulting from groundwater pumping and reduced surface water diversions into the vicinity of
Blackrock 94. LADWP asserted that the provisions of the Water Agreement required the County
to conduct a joint analysis of the significance of vegetation change through the Technical Group
and LADWP’s Technical Group members did not accept Inyo County’s Blackrock 94 report as a
substitute for joint Technical Group analysis.

During the following year, the Technical Group was unable to resolve these issues. As provided
in the Water Agreement, on May 1, 2012, the County formally commenced the dispute
resolution process by requesting the Technical Group to resolve the issues involving Inyo
County’s analysis of vegetation parcel Blackrock 94. The Technical Group was unable to resolve
these issues and LADWP requested the Standing Committee to provide resolution to the
procedural issues concerning the requirement for joint Technical Group analysis on September
19, 2012. Inyo County provided a report to the Standing Committee on September 20, 2012,
requesting that the Standing Committee direct the Technical Group to develop a mitigation plan
based upon the conclusions of the County’s independent report. At its September 26, 2012
meeting, the Standing Committee was unable to resolve the issues regarding Blackrock 94.

In the months following the Standing Committee meeting, further attempts to resolve the issues
in dispute were unsuccessful. The Water Agreement provides that if the Standing Committee is
unable to resolve a dispute, a party may submit the dispute to Mediation/Temporary Arbitration.
On April 25, 2013, LADWP invoked arbitration pursuant to Water Agreement Section XXVI.
On April 26, 2013, the County notified LADWP of its intent to seek mediation/temporary
arbitration. The Water Agreement provides for a three member Mediation/Temporary Arbitration
Panel (“Arbitration Panel” or “Panel”) with one member appointed by the County, one by
LADWP and a third member appointed the members appointed by the parties.

Pursuant to a stipulation by the parties, the requests for resolution submitted to
Mediation/Temporary Arbitration were:

The County’s Request:

The County requests a determination by the mediators/temporary atbitrators that
LADWP’s groundwater pumping and reductions in surface water diversions in the



Blackrock 94 area have caused a measurable and significant change in the vegetation
conditions in violation of the provisions of the LTWA. The County further requests the
Panel to order that, as required by section IV.A of the Water Agreement, reasonable and
feasible mitigation of this significant impact be commenced within twelve (12) months of
the determination by the mediators/temporary arbitrators that a significant effect on the
environment has occurred at Blackrock 94.

The Requests by LADWP:

a. With regard to the County’s determination that there has been a measurable change in
the environment at Blackrock 94, LADWP requests that the mediators/temporary
arbitrators find that the County did not follow and conform to all the required rules,
procedures and protocols in the Water Agreement, Green Book and 1991 EIR when it
performed the vegetation monitoring, vegetation data collection, vegetation analysis
(including the selection of analytical methods, assumptions made, and inputs used
when conducting an analysis) and, therefore, the mediators/temporary arbitrators are
unable to find that there has been a measurable change in the environment at
Blackrock 94.

and/or

b. With regard to the County’s determinations that a measurable, attributable, and
significant effect has occurred at Blackrock 94, LADWP requests that the
mediators/temporary arbitrators find that County did not follow and conform to
required rules, procedures and protocols of the Water Agreement, Green Book, and
1991 EIR and, therefore, the mediators/temporary arbitrators are unable to find that a
measurable, attributable and significant effect has occurred at Blackrock 94.

In support of their positions, opening, response and reply briefs were submitted to the Arbitration
Panel. The Panel conducted a hearing on the dispute on October 9 and 10, 2013. On October 26,
2013, the Panel issued an “Interim Order and Award” which found that the parties had
previously found that a measureable change in vegetation has occurred in Blackrock 94, but that
the Technical Group had not adequately addressed the issues of “attributability” or significance
of measurable changes pursuant to the Water Agreement’s provisions. Therefore, the Interim
Order and Award remanded the matter to the Technical Group so that it may "...carry out its
dispute resolution functions" and required both the City and the County to provide reports to the
Technical Group addressing if the measurable change “would not have occurred but for
(LADWP's) groundwater pumping and/or a change in (LADWP’s) past surface water
management practices” (Water Agreement Section IV.B) as well as evaluate the extent the
measurable change was attributable to other factors, such as drought, wet/dry climatic cycles,
fire, and/or other factors. The Interim Order and Award also required the Technical Group to
consider the significance of the measurable change upon the vegetation of Blackrock 94 pursuant
to the provisions of Water Agreement Section IV.B and Green Book Section 1.C.

The required reports were submitted to the Technical Group. LADWP evaluated measurable
changes in vegetation within Blackrock 94 and found “that vegetation within the parcel has



changed due to range management practices, wildfire, and the expansion of U.S. Highway 395
within the parcel; but the primary driver of vegetation change within Blackrock 94 is due to
periods of drought and fluctuations in wet/dry climatic cycles.” “During multiple years of
average and above average precipitation and runoff, soil moisture within Blackrock 94
increases. .. periods of increased soil moisture which produce increases in grass cover and by
extension increases in total perennial vegetation cover within Blackrock 94.” “The converse is
also true, during periods of drought, decreased precipitation, and low runoff conditions, soil
moisture within Blackrock 94 decreases. These periods of decreased soil moisture result in
declines in grass cover and by extension decreases in total perennial vegetation cover within
Blackrock 94.” “Changes in vegetation cover and composition from that measured in LADWP’s
1986 initial vegetation inventory are attributable to fluctuations in wet/dry climatic cycles and
not attributable to groundwater pumping or to changes in past surface water management
practices.” LADWP analyzed the criteria set forth in the Water Agreement for determining if a
measurable change is significant and “found the factors requiring a determination of significant
to not have been met.” Moreover, since the provisions of Water Agreement Section IV.B allow
for a determination of “significant” to be made only “if the decrease, change, or effect is
determined to be attributable to groundwater pumping or to changes in surface water
management practices...”, “pursuant to the terms of the Water Agreement, a determination of
significance cannot be made” (LADWP, December 18, 2013 report, pages 232-234).

The County provided repotts to the Technical Group which found the measurable changes in
vegetation were attributable to LADWP's groundwater pumping and that the changes were
significant.

At its meeting on April 11, 2014, the Technical Group was unable to resolve the “attributability”
and “significance” issues. In accordance with the Water Agreement and the Panel’s order, the
issues were submitted to the Standing Committee for resolution. At its meeting on April 22,
2014, the Standing Committee took the following action:

“The Standing Committee agreed that resolution to the Blackrock dispute was unable to
be reached at the April 22, 2014 meeting, but after receiving an encouraging report that
resolution is achievable that the Standing Committee will meet on April 29, 2014 at 11am
in Independence, California in an effort to reach resolution.”

At its meeting on April 29, 2014 the Standing Committee took the following actions:

The Standing Committee agreed to recommend a proposed resolution to the Blackrock 94
dispute to the parties’ respective governing boards.

The Standing Committee agreed to notify the Arbitration Panel that the Standing
Committee has reached a resolution of the Blackrock 94 dispute, pending adoption of the
proposed resolution by the parties’ respective governing boards and completion of CEQA
requirements. The Standing Committee agreed to request that the Arbitration Panel
postpone its May 15 hearing until such time as that hearing may be necessary.



This Addendum is prepared in compliance with CEQA for the adoption of the Proposed
Resolution of the Blackrock 94 Dispute. The proposed resolution is attached hereto as Exhibit A.
The addendum concludes that the adoption of the proposed resolution will not reduce the level of
mitigation identified in the 1991 EIR and will not result in any significant impacts to the
environment.

THE PROPOSED RESOLUTION OF THE BLACKROCK 94 DISPUTE

The proposed resolution of the Blackrock 94 dispute is not an acknowledgement, admission or
finding that any significant adverse decreases or changes to vegetation or the environment have
occurred within vegetation parcel Blackrock 94 that are attributable to groundwater pumping
activities or attributable to any changes in surface water management practices by LADWP or an
acknowledgement, admission or finding that LAD WP has changed any surface water
management practice. Further, LADWP does not endorse the findings contained in Inyo
County’s February 2, 2011 report titled “Analysis of Conditions in Vegetation Parcel Blackrock
04.”

The proposed resolution of the Blackrock 94 dispute consists of the actions and covenants
described below.

e To enhance alkali meadows, within approximately the next five years, if permits and
conditions allow, LADWP will perform prescribed burns on approximately 665 acres
shrub encroached alkali meadows on sites selected by the Technical Group in accordance
with LADWP’s land management plans.

e LADWP will immediately reduce the level of groundwater pumping to supply the
Blackrock Fish Hatchery to approximately 8,000 acre-feet per year.

e The Parties will enter into a facilitated process with the Ecological Society of America
(ESA) to develop vegetation monitoring procedures and detailed analytical procedures
for determining if a measurable change in vegetation has occurred, is occurring, or will
occur. The parties shall use the vegetation monitoring and analytical procedures in
determining if any change in vegetation cover or composition is measurable pursuant to
Water Agreement Section IV.B and Green Book Section I.C.

e Neither party will initiate a dispute involving a decrease or change in vegetation type at
Blackrock 94 for a period of at least four (4) years.

e The October 21, 2013 Interim Order of the Arbitration Panel shall be deemed a final
decision by the Parties, the Parties waive their right to submit the decision to the Superior
Court Judge as provided in section XX VLD of the Water Agreement, and the Parties
shall implement and follow the decision of the Arbitration Panel.

e LADWP will prepare and certify all appropriate documents in compliance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and act as CEQA lead agency. The
County of Inyo shall be a responsible agency under CEQA.



e Approval of this Resolution of Dispute by the Standing Committee shall be deemed
provisional and will become final following its approval by the Inyo County Board of
Supervisors and the LADWP Board of Water and Power Commissioners. If not approved
by June 30, 2014, the Parties will notify the Arbitration Panel, which will schedule a final
hearing on the Blackrock 94 Dispute.

o Ifthis CEQA document addressing this Resolution of Dispute is found to be legally
inadequate by a court, or if this Resolution is successfully challenged by a third party in
court under any other legal basis, this Resolution shall be deemed unenforceable and its
terms null and void, unless otherwise agreed upon by the Parties. In such an event, the
Parties will request that the Arbitration Panel schedule the Blackrock 94 Dispute for a
final hearing.

o In the event that the legal adequacy of this CEQA document is challenged in Court, the
Parties will cooperatively work together in defense of the document and share costs.

e Upon approval of the Resolution by the Board of Water and Power Commissioners and
by the Inyo County Board of Supervisors, the Parties will inform the Arbitration Panel
that the issues in dispute concerning Blackrock 94 have been resolved.

IMPACT ANALYSIS

Only two of the items contained in the proposed resolution of the Blackrock 94 dispute could
potentially result in direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect physical changes in the
environment. The two items are: (1) the prescribed burning of 665 acres of alkali meadows, (2)
the reduction in groundwater pumping to supply the Blackrock Fish Hatchery from
approximately 12,000 acre-feet per year to 8,000 acre-feet per year. While the two items are
discussed in greater detail below, it has been determined that no significant impacts could occur
as a result of implementation of the measures included in the proposed resolution.

Prescribed Burning of 665 Acres

The Technical Group will select the acreage, approximately 665 acres, to be enhanced by the
burning of shrub encroached meadows. The results of the burning of such areas in the past have
shown the removal of the shrubs by fire greatly enhances such alkali meadows. All such burning
would be consistent with the applicable provision of LADWP’s land management plans and shall
be subject to permitting by CALFIRE and the Great Basin Unified Air Pollution Control District.
The enhancement of the 665 acres of alkali meadows would have a positive environmental effect
and would not result in any significant adverse impacts to the environment.

Prescribed burns have long been part of normal land management practices. The 1991 EIR
references this tool as a standard land use policy for its Owens Valley properties. These policies
are implemented through LADWP’s ranch leases. Section 14.2 of the Land Use and Economic
Development chapter states “The standard ranch lease includes specific requirements of the
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lessee such as obtaining permission of LADWP before conducting any controlled burnings,
constructing buildings, or making improvements.”

In addition, in June 2010 the Board of Water and Power Commissioners approved the Owens
Valley Land Management Plan (OVLMP), the goal of which was to provide for the continuation
of sustainable uses (including recreation, livestock grazing, agriculture, and other activities)
while promoting biodiversity and a healthy ecosystem (with consideration of Threatened and
Endangered species habitat) and protecting the water resources used by the citizens of Los
Angeles. Fire Management is included in the OVLMP in Chapter 7, which describes the existing
procedures followed by LADWP. The Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared for the plan
states “Prescribed or controlled burning is used to achieve ecosystem benefits such as recycling
nutrients tied up in old plant growth, controlling woody plants and herbaceous weeds, improving
poor quality forage, increasing plant growth, reducing the risk of large wildfires, and improving
certain wildlife habitat.” (OVLMP Initial Study; Section 1.4.5.2 Fire Management Measures;
Page 1-33; March 2010) Analysis of project impacts determined that no significant impacts
would occur as a result of prescribed burns.

The proposed implementation of prescribed burns on approximately 665 acres of shrub
encroached meadows would not result in a new significant impact or substantially increase the
severity of an impact previously evaluated in the 1991 EIR. The use of prescribed burns to
enhance shrub encroached meadows was included as part of existing conditions in both the 1991
EIR and the 2010 OVLMP MND. The current proposal does not exceed what was previously
analyzed under CEQA.

Reduced Groundwater Pumping to Supply the Blackrock Fish Hatchery

The 1991 EIR identified the two wells that supply the Blackrock Fish Hatchery, stating that
“These wells may be operated in the future, subject to the provisions of the Agreement.” (Page 5-
15, Proposed Project) The Water Agreement requires groundwater pumping to be managed to
avoid certain described decreases and changes in vegetation and to cause no significant effect on
the environment which cannot be acceptably mitigated while providing a reliable supply of water
for export to Los Angeles and for use in Inyo County” (Water Agreement, Section IIL.A).

Impact 9-13 (Water Resources) in the 1991 EIR states “Continuous pumping between 1970 and
1990 for fish hatchery supply has lowered groundwater levels and eliminated spring flow, with
no significant impact on water resources.” It further states that “The continuous groundwater
pumping to supply these hatcheries has lowered groundwater levels and eliminated flow in Fish
Springs, and Little and Big Blackrock Springs. The changes to water levels themselves are not
judged to be significant, although the consequences to vegetation could be significant.” This is
reiterated in Impact 10-14 (Vegetation), which states “Increased groundwater pumping has
reduced or eliminated flows from Fish Springs, Big and Little Seely Springs, Hines Spring, Big
and Little Blackrock Springs, and Reinhackle Spring. This has caused significant adverse
impacts to vegetation at several of these spring areas.” Specifically for Big and Little Blackrock
Springs, the groundwater pumping to supply the Blackrock Fish Hatchery has led to the
elimination of spring flow from the springs, with much of the area of the former riparian
vegetation now occupied by the fish hatchery and associated facilities. In response to this
impact, Mitigation Measure 10-14 states “No on-site mitigation will be implemented at Fish
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Springs and Big Blackrock Springs; however, the CDFG fish hatcheries at these locations serve
as mitigation of a compensatory nature by producing fish that are stocked throughout Inyo
County.” The compensatory mitigation measure does not require any specific level of fish
production or groundwater pumping in support of the hatchery.

The 1991 EIR identified the Lower Owens River Project (LORP) as a mitigation measure for
Blackrock Fish Hatchery groundwater pumping and the LORP has resulted in much more
environmental enhancement, including more meadow and riparian vegetation development than
considered under the 1991 EIR.

The baseline conditions evaluated in the 1991 EIR were identified as those prior to 1970.

Prior to 1970, Blackrock Fish Hatchery received water from Big Blackrock Spring. The amount
of natural spring flow provided to the fish rearing facilities from Big Blackrock Springs varied
between 61 acre-feet in 1961 and 9,484 acre-feet in 1943, averaging about 7,000 acre-feet per
year (1991 EIR, Table 9-4). Since the early 1970s, the Hatchery has been supplied with
approximately 12,000 acre-feet of groundwater per year pumped from the two LADWP wells.
Reducing the amount of water supplied to the Blackrock Fish Hatchery to approximately 8,000
acre-feet per year will provide substantially more water to the Hatchery than the pre-project
conditions as well as a more reliable water source compared to pre-project conditions. Logically,
a decrease in the amount of groundwater pumping would reduce the impacts of that pumping,
requiring a lower level of compensatory mitigation. Based upon the analysis presented in
LADWP’s December 18, 2013 Report entitled Evaluation of Attributability and Significance of
Vegetation Changes in Blackrock 94, LADWP found that reducing Blackrock Fish Hatchery
pumping would not have a significant effect on the reliability of water supplied for export to Los
Angeles and for use in Inyo County and may avoid certain decreases and changes in vegetation
in the immediate area of the hatchery.

The reduction in groundwater pumping to supply the Blackrock Fish Hatchery would not result
in any significant effect on the environment and would meet all mitigation requirements of the
1991 EIR. To the contrary, the reduction in groundwater pumping would result in an increase in
the water table in the immediate vicinity of the Hatchery, which may have a beneficial effect on
the environment.

BASIS FOR DECISION TO PREPARE ADDENDUM

The LADWP was the lead agency responsible for preparing the 1991 FEIR and the County was a
responsible agency. Therefore, the LADWP is the appropriate lead agency, with the County
acting as responsible agency, to evaluate the potential environmental effects of the proposed
project modifications that are the subject of this Addendum.

CEQA Guidelines §15164(a) allows a lead agency to prepare an Addendum to an EIR as
follows:

The lead agency or responsible agency shall prepare an addendum to a previously

certified EIR if some changes or additions are necessary but not one of the
conditions described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a subsequent EIR
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have occurred.
CEQA Guidelines §15162 states:

(a) When an EIR has been certified or a negative declaration adopted for a
project, no subsequent EIR shall be prepared for that project unless the lead
agency determines, on the basis of substantial evidence in the light of the whole
record, one or more of the following:

(1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major
revisions of the previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of
new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of
previously identified significant effects;

(2) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the
project is undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or
Negative Declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental
effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant
effects; or

(3) New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could
not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the
previous EIR was certified as complete or the Negative Declaration was adopted,
shows any of the following:

(A) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the
previous EIR or negative declaration;

(B) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than
shown in the previous EIR;

(C) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would
in fact be feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects
of the project, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure
or alternative; or

(D) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from
those analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more
significant effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt
the mitigation measure or alternative.

Based on the environmental analysis of the implementation of measures included in the proposed
resolution, LADWP has concluded none of the conditions described in CEQA Guidelines
§15162 calling for the preparation of a subsequent EIR or negative declaration have occurred.
Only two of the measures included in the proposed resolution of the Blackrock 94 dispute could
potentially result in direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect physical changes in the
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environment: (1) the prescribed burning of 665 acres of alkali meadows and (2) the reduction in
groundwater pumping to supply the Blackrock Fish Hatchery from approximately 12,000 acre-
feet per year to 8,000 acre-feet per year. Neither of the changes could be considered to be
substantial, requiring major revisions to the 1991 EIR. Neither would result in new significant
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant
effects. The prescribed burning of 665 acres of alkali meadows does not exceed what was
previously analyzed under CEQA. The reduction in groundwater pumping to supply the
Blackrock Fish Hatchery meets all mitigation requirements of the 1991 EIR and would not
reduce the level of mitigation provided by the original mitigation measure. In addition, this
reduction in groundwater pumping would result in an increase in the water table in the
immediate vicinity of the Hatchery, which may have a beneficial effect on the environment.

CONCLUSION

Based on the environmental analysis of the implementation of the measures in the
proposed resolution of the Blackrock 94 dispute, LADWP has demonstrated that no
significant direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect impacts to the environment would
occur as a result of approving the resolution. Therefore, an addendum to the previously
certified 1991 EIR is the appropriate document to be prepared under CEQA.
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ATTALHMENT 3

PROPOSED

RESOLUTION OF THE BLACKROCK 94 DISPUTE
(4-29-14)

INTRODUCTION

LADWP and Inyo County are committed to supporting the goals of the Water Agreement
and desire to foster a more cooperative and effective working relationship between the two
entities. It is in both entities’ interest to establish agreeable processes by which to avoid future
conflicts so that the limited resources of both entities are put to meaningful and efficient use.
Therefore, the LADWP and the County desire to enter into this Resolution of the Blackrock 94

dispute (“Resolution of Dispute”).

RECITALS

Blackrock 94 is a 333 acre groundwater dependent alkali meadow parcel located
southwest of the Blackrock fish hatchery. Blackrock 94 was mapped and classified as Type C
alkali meadow as part of Water Agreement’s baseline vegetation inventory.

On February 3, 2011, the County presented a report to the Technical Group which alleged
that “available factual and scientific data indicate that a measurable vegetation change since
baseline has occurred in Blackrock 94, both in terms of vegetation cover and species composition.
The County’s report states that the vegetation degradation is primarily attributable to changes in
water availability resulting from groundwater pumping and reduced surface water diversions into
the vicinity of Blackrock 94. LADWP’s Technical Group members disagreed with the
conclusions contained in the County’s February 2, 2011 Report. For the Technical Group to find
that an impact is significant, the Water Agreement requires that the Technical Group make three
determinations: (1) that an alleged change in vegetation cover or composition is measurable, (2) if
so, that the change is attributable to groundwater pumping or changes in surface water practices,

and (3) if so, that the measurable change is significant.
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During the following year, the Technical Group was unable to resolve the issue. On May
1, 2012, the County invoked the Water Agreement’s dispute resolution process by requesting the
Technical Group to resolve issues involving vegetation parcel Blackrock 94. The Technical
Group was unable to resolve the issues and written reports were submitted to the Standing
Committee explaining the issues raised by the County and LADWP. At its September 26, 2012,
meeting, the Standing Committee was unable to resolve the issues regarding Blackrock 94.

In the months following the Standing Committee meeting, further attempts to resolve the
issues in dispute were unsuccessful. The Water Agreement provides that if the Standing
Committee is unable to resolve a dispute, a party may submit the dispute to a panel for
Mediation/Temporary Arbitration. By stipulation between the County and LADWP dated June
12, 2013, the County and LADWP informed the Standing Committee that the issues were being
submitted to Mediation/Temporary Arbitration under Section XXVI.C of the Water Agreement.
On April 26, 2013, the County notified the LADWP of its intent to seek mediation/temporary
arbitration. The Water Agreement provides for a three member Mediation/Temporary Arbitration
Panel (“Arbitration Panel” or “Panel”) with one member appointed by the County, one by
LADWP and a third member appointed the members appointed by the parties.

Pursuant to the stipulation by the parties, the requests for resolution submitted to
Mediation/Temporary Arbitration were:

The County’s Request:

The County requests a determination by the mediators/temporary arbitrators that

LADWP'’s groundwater pumping and reductions in surface water diversions in the

Blackrock 94 area have caused a measurable and significant change in the vegetation

conditions in violation of the provisions of the LTWA. The County further requests the

Panel to order that, as required by section IV.A of the Water Agreement, reasonable and

feasible mitigation of this significant impact be commenced within twelve (12) months of

the determination by the mediators/temporary arbitrators that a significant effect on the

environment has occurred at Blackrock 94.
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The Requests by LADWP:

a. With regard to the County’s determination that there has been a measurable change

in the environment at Blackrock 94, LADWP requests that the mediators/temporary
arbitrators find that the County did not follow and conform to all the required rules,
procedures and protocols in the Water Agreement, Green Book and 1991 EIR when it
performed the vegetation monitoring, vegetation data collection, vegetation analysis
(including the selection of analytical methods, assumptions made, and inputs used
when conducting an analysis) and, therefore, the mediators/temporary arbitrators are
unable to find that there has been a measurable change in the environment at

Blackrock 94.

and/or

b. With regard to the County’s determinations that a measurable, attributable, and

significant effect has occurred at Blackrock 94, LADWP requests that the
mediators/temporary arbitrators find that County did not follow and conform to
required rules, procedures and protocols of the Water Agreement, Green Book, and
1991 EIR and, therefore, the mediators/temporary arbitrators are unable to find that a

measurable, attributable and significant effect has occurred at Blackrock 94.

In support of their positions, the parties submitted opening, response and reply briefs to
the Arbitration Panel. The Panel conducted a hearing on the dispute on October 9 and 10, 2013.
On October 21, 2013, the Panel issued an “Interim Order and Award” which found that the
parties had previously found that a measureable change in vegetation has occurred in Blackrock
94, but that the Technical Group had not adequately addressed the issues of “attributability” and
significance. Therefore, the Interim Order and Award remanded the matter to the Technical
Group so that it may "carry out its dispute resolution functions" and required both the City and
the County to provide reports to the Technical Group addressing if the measurable change was
attributable to LADWP's pumping operations and/or changes in LADWP’s past surface water
management practices or if the measurable change was attributable to another factor or factors.

The Interim Order and Award also required the Technical Group to consider the significance of
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the measurable change upon the vegetation of Blackrock 94 pursuant to the provisions of Water
Agreement Section [V.B and Green Book Section I.C.

The required reports were submitted to the Technical Group. At its meeting on April 11,
2014, the Technical Group was unable to resolve the “attributability” and “significance” issues. In
accordance with the Water Agreement and the Panel’s order, the issues were submitted to the
Standing Committee for resolution. At its meeting on April 29, 2014, the Standing Committee
recommended to the governing boards of LADWP and the County that each governing board
adopt this resolution of the Blackrock 94 dispute that was tentatively agreed to by the Standing
Committee.

By agreeing to this Resolution of Dispute, LADWP does not admit or agree that any
significant adverse decreases or changes to vegetation or the environment have occurred within
vegetation parcel Blackrock 94 that are attributable to its groundwater pumping activities or
attributable to any changes in surface water management practices by LADWP. LADWP does
not agree and does not believe that Inyo County provided any evidence that any changes in
surface water management practices have occurred in the area of Blackrock 94. Further, LADWP
does not endorse the findings contained in Inyo County’s February 2, 2011 report titled “Analysis
of Conditions in Vegetation Parcel Blackrock 94.”

AGREEMENT

The County and LADWP (collectively the “Parties™) agree as follows.
L Off-Site Enhancement to Preserve Alkali Meadows

A. To enhance certain alkali meadows by reversing the encroachment of woody
shrubs into such meadows, LADWP will perform prescribed burns on approximately 665 acres of
shrub encroached alkali meadows in the Owens Valley.

B. The Technical Group will identify areas of alkali meadows where the woody shrub
proportion has increased to the point that the area will carry a burn and where sufficient grasses
exist on the site that would make a burn beneficial. From the areas identified by the Technical

Group, the Technical Group will select the 665 acres that will be burned.

4
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C. Recognizing CALFIRE and GBAPCD will require that regulatory permits be
issued prior to burning, burning the entire 665 acres may take several years; however, if permits
and conditions allow, LADWP will conduct the burning of the 665 acres within 5 years of the
date of this Settlement Agreement.

D. The burning of the 665 acres will be conducted as described in LADWP’s land
management plans.

IL Groundwater Pumping From Wells W351 and W356

LADWP will immediately reduce the level of pumping from wells W351 and W356,
which supply the Blackrock Fish Hatchery, to a total amount not to exceed approximately 8,000
acre-feet per year.

III.  Vegetation Monitoring - Measurability

The Parties will enter into a facilitated process with the Ecological Society of America
(ESA) to develop and implement vegetation monitoring procedures and detailed analytical
procedures for determining if a measurable change in vegetation has occurred, is occurring, or
will occur. The monitoring methods and procedures shall be able to compare vegetation cover and
composition to the vegetation cover and composition obtained during LADWP’s initial vegetation
inventory between 1984 and 1987. The monitoring methods and analytical procedures shall also
be able to distinguish and recognize trends in vegetation cover and composition. The Parties shall
use the vegetation monitoring and analytical procedures in determining if any change in
vegetation cover or composition is measurable pursuant to Water Agreement [V.B and Green
Book Section I.C.

IV. Blackrock 94 — Time Out on New Disputes

Both Parties agree not to initiate a dispute involving a decrease or change in vegetation
type at Blackrock 94 for a period of at least four (4) years.
V. Arbitrators Decision

The October 21, 2013 Interim Order and Award of the Arbitration Panel shall be deemed
a final decision by the Parties, the Parties waive their right to submit the decision to the Superior

Court Judge as provided in section XX VLD of the Water Agreement and, as provided in section

5
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XXVI.C of the Water Agreement, the Parties shall implement and follow the decision of the
Arbitration Panel.
V. CEQA

LADWP will prepare and certify all appropriate documents in compliance with California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). LADWP shall act as the CEQA lead agency and the County
of Inyo shall be the CEQA responsible agency. At least ten (10) days prior to consideration by the
LADWP Board of Water and Power Commissioners, LADWP will provide a draft of its CEQA
document to the County for review and comment.
VII. Effective Date

Approval of this Resolution of Dispute by the Standing Committee shall be deemed
provisional and will become final following its approval by the Inyo County Board of Supervisors
and the LADWP Board of Water and Power Commissioners. In the event that this Resolution of
Dispute is not approved by June 30, 2014 by both the Inyo County Board of Supervisors and by
the LADWP Board of Water and Power Commissioners, the Parties shall notify the Arbitration
Panel. Upon notification, the Arbitration Panel shall immediately schedule a final hearing on the
Blackrock 94 Dispute to be held at its earliest convenience.
VIIL Successful CEQA Challenge

In the event that the CEQA document addressing this Resolution of Dispute is found to be
legally inadequate by a court, or this Resolution of Dispute is successfully challenged by a third
party in court under any other legal basis, this Resolution of Dispute shall be deemed
unenforceable and its terms deemed null and void, unless otherwise agreed upon by the Parties. In
such an event, the Parties shall request that the Arbitration Panel schedule the Blackrock 94
Dispute for a final hearing. The decision of the Arbitration Panel shall be fully appealable as
provided in the Dispute Resolution procedures contained in the Water Agreement, including the
appeal of any interim orders issued by the Arbitration Panel.
IX. Defense of CEQA Challenge

In the event that the legal adequacy of the CEQA document addressing this Resolution is

challenged in Court, the Parties shall cooperatively work together in the defense of the document,
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each Party shall bear its own legal costs, and in the event that a court finds the document to be
legally inadequate and awards attorney’s fees and other costs, each Party shall pay one-half of the
award.
X. Termination of Blackrock 94 Dispute

Upon approval of this Resolution by the Board of Water and Power Commissioners and
by the Inyo County Board of Supervisors, subject to Section VIII, the Parties will inform the

Arbitration Panel that the issues in dispute concerning Blackrock 94 have been resolved.

7
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( PO Box 77
Bishop, CA 93515
May 12,2014

! Inyo County Board of Supervisors
b PO Box N
Independence, CA 93526

Dear Supervisors:

We have read the proposed settlément agreenient for the Blackrock 94 Dispute Résolution casé
and are relieved that several of the worst portions in the draft released at the Board meeting of
April 15, 2014 have been removed. We have several questions and comiments wé hope you will
consider before deciding whether to approve this proposed settlemerit,

1) The settlément lacks a goal: We suggest the settlement's goal bé recovery of groutidwater to
an average dépth of 2 méters at the westérn edge of Blackrock 94 by 2019.

2) Item I1. in the settlement states that pumping from wells 351 and 356 will not exceed ~8000
acré feet/year. However, the exemption of these wells from the On/Gff protocol would be
unichanged. The seftlement shiould specify if the ceiling on pumping will last in perpetuity or ifit
will end at any particular time ot if any particular eriteria wcre met. What measifes would be
available to the county to énforee the 8000 affyr ceiling if WP were to vislate it nekt yéar?

3) Off-sité burning (Itém I.) has no appareiit félation to the Blackrock 94 dispute. Why 1§ item I,
in the settlement?”

4) What portion of the settlement triggérs the nééd to go through CEQA? In the past, wheén
DWP has changéd pumping volumes it has fiot goné through CEQA.

3) Wlll Inyo pay any portion of the costs of the facilitated discussions tegarding végetation
monitoring and, if so, how much will Inyo pay?

6) Please recall that DWP and Inyo County Water Depattment staff have éngaged in “facilitated
processes” at least two times in the past 11 years: 1) the “Mutual Gainis” negotiations in 2003
2004 and the 2007 Gréen Book revision meetings, initially facilitated by Wes Daniskin. Both
these efforts failed to produce acceptable outcomes and both were elosed to public serutiny. Is
there any reason to believe the proposed “facilitated process” called for in item III, will be moré
successful than its predecessors? We believe any discussions regarding vegetation monitoring
should be open to public observation.

We watch the water
PO Box 77, Bishop, CA 93515, ¢ www.ovcweb.org ® info@oveweb.org
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7) Reaching agreement with DWP on technical protocols for vegetation monitoring (the goal of
item IIL.) presupposes a shared policy interpretation regarding the appropriate spatial scale of
vegetation management to meet the goals of the Inyo-LA Long Term Water Agreement,
Unfortunately, the shared policy interpretation doés not éxist. In its annual reports DWP
evaluates conditions 6n & very coarse spatial scale by averaging data from mulfiple parcels; the
Water departinent évaluates donditions on a finer spatial scdle by analyzing individual parcels
separately; the EIR to the Water Agreement calls for an eveén finer scale of management by
recognizing riparian areas, stands of willows and cottonwoods, and rare plant populations as
“vegetation of significant environmental value” which should be monitored, If the Board
approves the proposed settlemient will the Board be delegating its responsibility for polioy
interpretation to DWP and the Ecologictl Society of America? If not, how and when doés the
Board intenid to resolvé the fundamiental policy disagreetiiént with DWP regarding the
appropriate spatial scale for végéetation mandgement?

Thank you for considering olir comments.
Sincerely,

Qam)ﬁﬁjf’ntchett

Vice President, Owens Valley Committee

We watch the water
PO Box 77, Bighop, CA 93515 ® www.ovcweb.org @ mfo@ovcweb org
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401 E. Yaney St., Bishop CA 93514
(760) 873-3790/ smanning @telis.org
May 11,2014

Inyo County Board of Supervisors
P. 0. Box N
Independence, CA 93526

Dear Supervisors,

A Blackrock 94 resolution "workshop" is on Tuesday's agenda. I'm not sure if I'll be able to attend, so
I'm submitting these comments via email.

The resolution was accepted by the Standing Committee on April 29, 2014, even though your Board
and the public had no formal input. I wish I could refer to it as a "proposed" resolution, but I think it's
now set in stone. If your Board were not feeling pressured to do something, I think some would see
how this half-baked, last minute Blackrock 94 resolution is full of holes and a loss for Inyo County.

Among the many problems with the resolution, the most glaring is its lack of a clearly stated goal. If
the reason for lowering pumping from two wells at the hatchery is to allow water table recovery, then
the goal should be to do what it takes to get water table recovery. Did someone forget to state this
obvious fact in the resolution? Furthermore, the goal needs quantification: how long and how high? A
goal I would recommend is: the water table must average 2 meters or shallower along the western
boundary of the Blackrock 94 parcel in 5 years or sooner. The County wasn't thinking when it
specified the two wells, because total wellfield pumping in the TS wellfield affects the water table
under Blackrock 94. Management methods for achieving the goal need to reduce or curtail hatchery
pumping, but also include: not permitting any other pumping in the wellfield; plugging the leaky
flowing wells F380 and F381; partly plugging F103 and F104; and considering allowing flows from
Sawmill and Black Canyon to naturally recharge the valley floor area (ie, take Sawmill Creek out of its
pipe). To see if the goal is being achieved, depth to water table should be monitored at least monthly
at all monitoring locations in the wellfield and results reported publicly.

Second to this, vegetation needs to continue to be monitored. All monitoring should be done jointly by
DWP and Inyo County, not competitively. Monitoring must continue at the two permanent monitoring
sites in the parcel: TS1 and TS2. Parcel reinventory should continue, and in addition to this, someone
should interpret late summer Landsat (remotely sensed satellite) data for the whole parcel and compare
with the baseline year (1986) and other years. After 5 years, see what's changed, and if needed, take
steps to further raise water tables and manage shrubs and weeds.

I'd also suggest a rain gauge be reinstalled at TS2 and the data recorded by daily event. Data from TS2
are useful for separating precipitation effects from groundwater effects, and it was interesting from the
days when this site was instrumented that precipitation was generally consistently higher at TS2 than at
the other nearby rain gauges, so the nearby ones are not good surrogates for quantity.

It would be very useful to monitor the virtually defunct Calochortus excavatus that's along the TS2
transect.

Of course, all this similar monitoring should occur in parcel Blackrock 99 (DTW, veg, Calochortus,
etc.)



As becomes clear in the language of the resolution, allowing anyone party to the Water Agreement to
take a view that groundwater dependent vegetation doesn't need groundwater is a very serious step
backward for the Water Agreement. Unfortunately, I think there are those within Inyo County halls
who may share DWP's view on this, or who might not be sure.

There is irony in the fact that, after the County decided to take the tedious, slow, and arduous route of
going through the measurability - attributability - significance steps, the County has finally given up on
this approach! If from the beginning you had been guided by someone knowledgeable on the history of
the Water Agreement, you would have known that this poorly laid-out (doomed to fail) process was
added to the Water Agreement as an afterthought, and it was only supposed to be invoked for places
that weren't being actively monitored. But, your staff decided to go this route, and it has cost a lot of
people a lot of time and money. The real loser, however, has been the meadow in that poor parcel --
the native grasses; the perennial herbs including the rare plant; the previously intact and stable soil; the
birds, spiders, insects, and other animals that nest, forage, and used to thrive in the meadow; and last
but not least, the unique beauty of a life-filled valley floor alkali meadow which used to be so pleasing
to stand in on a summer day with the mountains towering nearby — all these wonderful things are dead
and gone for now.

The resolution provides absolutely no guarantee that we'll see the water table return, and, even if it
does, the prospects of the meadow recovering in my lifetime to what is used to be are slim. There is

more Inyo County could do.

Sara J. "Sally" Manning, Ph.D.
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AGENDA REQUEST FORM 6

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS o
COUNTY OF INYO L )D 3

|:|Consent |:| Departmental D Correspondence Action ‘:l Public
Hearing

IZ Scheduled Time for  1:30 D Closed Session D Informational

FROM: HEALTH & HUMAN SERVICES — Inyo County-Growing Older, Living With Dignity
(IC-GOLD)

FOR THE BOARD MEETING OF: June 24, 2014
SUBJECT: IC-GOLD Workshop Continued
DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATION:

Request Board continue the workshop from June 17, 2014 for additional discussion.

CAO RECOMMENDATION:

SUMMARY DISCUSSION:

Per Board direction on June 17, this workshop is being continued to allow for additional public input and discussion.

ALTERNATIVES:

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT:

FINANCING:

There is no financing involved in this specific request.

APPROVALS
COUNTY COUNSEL: AGREEMENTS, CONTRACTS AND ORDINANCES AND CLOSED SESSION AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be
reviewed and approved by County Counsel prior to submission to the Board Clerk.)
Approved: Date:
AUDITOR/CONTROLLER: ACCOUNTING/FINANCE AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the Auditor/Controller prior fo
submission to the Board Clerk.)
Approved: Date:
PERSONNEL DIRECTOR: PERSONNEL AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the Director of Personnel Services prior to
submission to the Board Clerk.)
Approved: Date:
BUDGET OFFICER: BUDGET AND RELATED ITEMS (Must be reviewed and approved by the Budget Officer prior to submission to the
Board Clerk.)
Approved: Date:

DEPARTMENT HEAD SIGNATURE: M

(Not to be signed until all approvals are received) (—M@AM

Dates /5’/17[
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RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE INYO COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
From the ESAAA ADVISORY COUNCIL

As reflected in action taken at the June 12, 2014 published meeting of a
quorum of the ESAAA Advisory Council members at Statham Hall, Lone
Pine, CA, and specific to the various IC-GOLD scenarios presented in a
Power Point, on a matrix for in-home services and on a matrix for
senior meals, the ESAAA Advisory Council recommends the following:

On the matrix for Home-Delivered and Congregate Meals we
recommend:

1. There is a preference for Scenario #1.
There is no support for Scenarios #2, #4, #6, #7, #8 nor #9.
Support Scenario #3 as presented.
Support Scenario #10 as presented (with one nay vote).
Support Scenario #11 with the caveat that the fee is set at no
more than $4.50.
6. There was a 50-50 split regarding support for Scenario #5.

aAs RN

On the matrix for In-Home Services we recommend:
1. There is a preference for Scenario #1.
2. There no support for Scenarios #3,#4, #5, #6, or #7.
3. Support Scenario #8 as presented.
4. Support Scenario #2, with the caveat that we find sponsorships
first; then cut as we move forward with sponsorships.
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