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-----------------------------AGENDA----------------------------All items on this agenda, whether or not expressly listed for action, may be deliberated upon and may be subject to
action by the Board of Directors. The Board of Directors may consider agenda items in any order. Materials related
to an item on this agenda submitted to the Board of Directors after distribution of the agenda packet are available for
public inspection at the ETGSA Office, 881 W. Morton Avenue, Suite D, Porterville, California, during normal
business hours.

1.

ROLL CALL

2.

CLOSED SESSION:
a. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – ANTICIPATED LITIGATION:
[Significant exposure to litigation pursuant to Government Code Section
54956.9(d)(2)]
Number of Potential Cases: Four
1

3.

CLOSED SESSION ITEMS:
a. Report Action Taken in Closed Session Required by Government Code 54957.1

4.

PUBLIC COMMENT

At this time, members of the public may comment on any item not appearing on the agenda. Under state law, matters
presented under this item cannot be discussed or acted upon by the Board at this time. For items appearing on the
agenda, the public is invited to make comments at the time the item comes up for Board consideration. Any person
addressing the Board will be limited to a maximum of three (3) minutes or the Chairman’s discretion. At all times,
please use the microphone and state your name for the record.

5.

ANNOUNCEMENTS

6.

MINUTES
a. ACTION – Consider approval of September 2, 2021 Meeting of the Board Minutes.

7.

ADMINISTRATION
a. ACTION – Consider approval of ETGSA Fourth Amended Rules & Regulations.
b. ACTION – Consider approval of appointments to the Land Subsidence Monitoring
Committee.
c. Update from Staff Meeting with Community Water Center (Board may take action).
d. ACTION – Consider approval of the formation of a TAC Ad-Hoc committee for the
purposes of DWR GSP Comment Review.
e. ACTION – Consider approval of the Public Purpose Acquired Property Agreement.
f. Report from 4Creeks on ETGSA Accounting and Invoicing.

8.

STAKEHOLDER OUTREACH AND COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT
a. Report on ongoing ETGSA outreach efforts.

9.

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES
a. Receive reports from Stakeholder Committee members.
b. Receive reports from Executive Committee members.

10.

BILLS AND WARRANTS
a. Receive Finance Committee Monthly Reports.
b. ACTION – Review the Financial Statements; consider ratification of bills paid and
approval of bills to be paid. (Materials to be distributed on the day of the Board
Meeting.)
c. ACTION – Consider approval of Call for Funds for Member Agencies.

11.

TULE SUBBASIN AND REGIONAL REPORTS AND ITEMS
a. Report on Tule Subbasin Coordination and TH&Co Task Items.

12.

NEXT MEETING DATE
2

a. Next Regular Meeting – Thursday, November 4, 2021 at 2 p.m.
13.

ADJOURNMENT

A person with a qualifying disability under the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 may request the GSA Authority to provide a disabilityrelated modification or accommodation in order to participate in any public meeting of the GSA Authority. Such assistance includes appropriate
alternative formats for the agendas and agenda packets used for any public meetings of the GSA. Requests for such assistance and for agendas and
agenda packets shall be made in person, by telephone, facsimile, or written correspondence to the GSA Authority Secretary or to the City of
Porterville Public Works Department (559) 791-7804, at least 48 hours before a public GSA meeting.
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MINUTES OF THE
BOARD OF DIRECTORS
MEETING HELD SEPTEMBER 2, 2021
______________________________________________________________________________

Dyson Schneider
John Corkins
Geoffrey Galloway
Monte Reyes

Aubrey Mauritson
Nick Keller
David De Groot
Todd Turley
Johnny Amaral

Rogelio Caudillo
Tal Eslick
Don Davis
Wilson Orvis
Doug DeFlitch

BE

ROLL CALL

AP

Members Absent:
Others Present:

O

Eric Borba
Steve Kisling
Curt Holmes
Matthew Leider
Dennis Townsend

PR

Members Present:

VE

At approximately 2:00 p.m. on September 2, 2021, Chairman Eric Borba called to order the
meeting of the Board of Directors of the Eastern Tule Groundwater Sustainability Agency Joint
Powers Authority (“ETGSA”). Consistent with Executive Order N-29-20 and social distancing
directives, there was no physical location for the meeting.

General Manager Caudillo called the roll as follows:

TO

Director Townsend
Director Holmes
Director Leider
Director Corkins
Director Reyes
Director Schneider
Director Kisling
Chairman Borba

PUBLIC COMMENT
The public comment period was postponed until the completion of closed session.

ANNOUNCEMENTS
Announcements were postponed until the completion of closed session.
CLOSED SESSION

D

CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - ANTICIPATED LITIGATION
[Significant Exposure to Litigation Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(2)]
Number of Potential Cases: Five

*Director Geoffrey Galloway joined the meeting at this time.

O

CLOSED SESSION ITEMS

VE

The Board of Directors, while in closed session pursuant to Government Code Section
54956.9(d)(2), met with General Counsel Aubrey Mauritson regarding five potential items of
anticipated litigation.

PR

Report Action Taken in Closed Session Required by Government Code 54957.1
Chairman Borba reported there was no reportable action from closed session.
PUBLIC COMMENT

ANNOUNCEMENTS

AP

Chairman Borba announced the public comment period. No public comment was presented.

General Manager Caudillo advised that there were no new announcements.

BE

MINUTES

Approval of Minutes of August 5, 2021 Meeting of the Board of Directors.

TO

It was noted that Nick Keller’s presence at the August 5, 2021 Board meeting was not reflected in
the minutes. Director Corkins moved to approve the minutes, as amended to reflect Mr. Keller’s
attendance. The motion was seconded by Director Leider, and unanimously approved by way of
the following roll call vote:
In Favor:

Director Townsend
Director Holmes
Director Leider
Director Galloway
Director Corkins
Director Reyes
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Director Schneider
Director Kisling
Chairman Borba
Opposed: None.
ADMINISTRATION

D

Consider Approval of Land Subsidence Monitoring Plan and Formation of Land
Subsidence Monitoring Committee

VE

Consulting Engineer David De Groot provided a report on the Land Subsidence Monitoring Plan.
Attached hereto and incorporated by reference as Agenda Item #7a is a copy of the draft Plan.
Discussion ensued regarding the Plan.

O

Director Corkins moved to adopt the Plan and form the Committee as described in the Plan. The
motion was seconded by Director Kisling.

PR

Public comment was received from Don Davis.
Discussion ensued.

In Favor:

TO

BE

Director Townsend
Director Holmes
Director Leider
Director Galloway
Director Corkins
Director Reyes
Director Schneider
Director Kisling
Chairman Borba

AP

The motion was approved by way of the following roll call vote:

Opposed: None.

2022 Sustainable Yield and Tier 1 Penalty Allocations

General Manager Caudillo provided a report on the 2022 sustainable yield and Tier 1 penalty
allocations. Consulting Engineer David De Groot presented the 2022 allocations. Attached hereto
and incorporated by reference as agenda item #7c is a copy of his allocation methodology, which
results in a Native Sustainable Yield credit of 0.15-acre feet per acre per year, and transitional
pumping allocations of 0.91-acre feet per acre per year.
3

Public comment was received from Todd Turley, Wilson Orvis, Johnny Amaral, Dough DeFlitch,
and Don Davis.
Discussion ensued.
Consider Approval of Resolution 2021-5 Setting Penalty Rates for Tier 1 & Tier 2 Penalty
Allocations

D

General Manager Caudillo provided a report on the proposed penalty rates for Tier 1 and Tier 2
penalty allocations. A copy of Resolution 2021-5 is attached as Agenda Item #7d and incorporated
by reference.

O

VE

Director Corkins moved for the approval of Resolution 2021-5 Setting Penalty Rates for Tier 1 &
Tier 2 Penalty Allocations as presented, with a Tier 1 Penalty Allocation of $270 for the period
beginning October 1, 2021 and ending September 30, 2022. The motion was seconded by Director
Kisling, and approved by way of the following roll call vote:

Opposed: None.

AP

Director Townsend
Director Holmes
Director Leider
Director Galloway
Director Corkins
Director Reyes
Director Kisling
Chairman Borba

PR

In Favor:

BE

Abstain: Director Schneider.

Report from 4Creeks on ETGSA Accounting and Invoicing

TO

Consulting Engineer De Groot provided a report on accounting and invoicing. He advised that the
July ET data has not yet been reported, but will hopefully be available next week. The 10%
emergency ordinance has been applied in BasinSafe. Work is currently underway for final surface
water credits, and will be completed within the next couple of days. The groundwater extraction
fee for 2021-2022 is in the process of being distributed to landowners. Currently, there are 1,054
active BasinSafe accounts. One hundred and fifty-one accounts have custom withdrawal priorities.
Eight parcels have elected to opt out, totaling 24.5 acres. With respect to bisected parcels, of the
154 total, approximately half have opted in.
STAKEHOLDER OUTREACH AND COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT
Report on Ongoing ETGSA Outreach Efforts
4

General Manager Caudillo provided a report on the ongoing outreach efforts and upcoming events.
A copy of his report is attached as Agenda Item #8a and incorporated by reference.
REPORT FROM COMMITTEES
Receive Reports from Executive Committee Members

Receive Reports from Stakeholder Committee Members

D

General Manager Caudillo provided a report. Attached hereto and incorporated by reference as
Agenda Item #9a is a copy of the report on the meetings of the Executive Committee.

VE

General Manager Caudillo provided a report. Attached hereto and incorporated by reference as
Agenda Item #9b is a copy of the report on the meeting of the Stakeholder Committee.

O

BILLS AND WARRANTS
Receive Finance Committee Monthly Reports

PR

General Manager Caudillo provided a report. Attached hereto and incorporated by reference as
Agenda Item #10a is a copy of the report on the meeting of the Finance Committee.

AP

Review the Financial Statements; Consider Ratification of Bills Paid and Approval of Bills
to be Paid
General Manager Caudillo provided a report on current financial standing and accounts payable.
The Finance Committee recommends payment of the accounts. Attached hereto and incorporated
by reference as Agenda Item #10b is a copy of the financial statements.

BE

Director Kisling moved to approve the financial statements, ratification of bills paid, and approval
of bills to be paid, as presented in the agenda packet. The motion was seconded by Director
Schneider, and approved by way of the following roll call vote:
In Favor:

TO

Director Townsend
Director Holmes
Director Leider
Director Galloway
Director Corkins
Director Reyes
Director Schneider
Director Kisling
Chairman Borba
Opposed: None

5

Discussion Regarding Groundwater Extraction Fees and Late Fees
General Manager Caudillo provided a report on groundwater extraction fees and late fees.
Previous board meeting contemplated implementing or applying late fees. The Executive
Committee provided a recommendation to staff to the effect that late fees for failure to timely pay
should be considered. Discussion ensued regarding whether to institute such fees. The Board
instructed staff to begin development of prospective late fee policies.

Report on Tule Subbasin Coordination and TH&Co Task Items

D

TULE SUBBASIN AND REGIONAL REPORTS AND ITEMS

VE

General Manager Caudillo provided a report. Attached hereto and incorporated by reference as
Agenda Item #11a is a copy of the report.

O

NEXT MEETING DATE

Next Regular Meeting – Thursday, October 7, 2021 at 2:00 p.m.

PR

The next regular meeting of the Board of Directors of the ETGSA Joint Powers Authority shall be
held on October 7, 2021 at 2:00 p.m.
ADJOURNMENT

Respectfully submitted,

AP

There being no further business before the Board, Chairman Borba adjourned the meeting.

TO

BE

______________________________________
Rogelio Caudillo, General Manager
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ETGSA Board Meeting
September 2, 2021
Agenda Item 7.a
Consider Approval of ETGSA Fourth Amended Rules &
Regulations
Staff Report to the ETGSA Board of Directors
Subject:

ETGSA Rules & Regulations

Submitted By:

General Counsel

Recommended Action:

Move to Approve the Fourth Amended Rules and Regulations.

Executive Summary:
Report:
The following items have been updated and included in the draft Fourth Amended Rules and
Regulations:
Water Year 2021 Emergency Ordinance
The following sections have been included in the draft Fourth Amended Rules and Regulations from the
recently terminated Water Year 2021 Emergency Ordinance.
1. Separate Accounting between Precipitation and Native Sustainable Yield for non-irrigated lands.
See addition of Section 3.03(a)(i), page 9.
2. Fallowed Irrigated Lands. Provision to allow the transfer of total Sustainable Yield without any
deductions for ET for lands which were previously irrigated but currently fallowed. See addition
of Section 3.03(d)(i), page 10. Please note the last sentence of Section 3.03(d)(i) limits the
ability of an owner to transfer upon the showing of the parcel to be completely fallowed for a
certain period of time. The board may provide direction on a timeframe for this section.
3. Opt Out provision for non-irrigated lands. See addition of Section 4.03(e), page 17.
Additional Provisions
4. Watercourses. Parcels which include water courses such as canals, ditches, and riparian
corridors were not explicitly excluded from both a consumptive use calculation or an allocation
of Sustainable Yield and Transitional Pumping. The additions would exclude such parcels from
being deducted any amount of consumptive use for areas within the parcel that may be
characterized as a watercourse and would also exclude such areas from receiving an allocation.

ETGSA Board Meeting
September 2, 2021
See additions to Section 3.05(a) and the addition of Section 4.03(f), pages 11 and 17,
respectively.
5. GSA to GSA Transfers. As previously discussed by the Board, the ETGSA Rules and Regulations
do allow for transfers to other GSAs in the Tule Subbasin provided certain requirements are
met. In addition to the existing requirements, a condition has been added which establishes the
ETGSA Technical Advisory Group to place an annual limit on the total amount allowable to be
transferred outside the ETGSA boundaries. See addition to Section 4.03(c)(i)(2), page 16.
6. Surface Water in the Underground. Additional language has been included to clarify that the
groundwater recharge policy only applies to those areas where there is not currently an existing
policy adopted by a separate district or entity. See additions to Section 6.01, page 21.
Future Amendments Not Included in this draft Fourth Amended Rules and Regulations
Staff will continue to work on the following items for a future amendment:
1. Exportation policy for groundwater exported out of the ETGSA boundaries; and
2. Community Management Area policies.

Background:
•

n/a

Fiscal Impact:
•

n/a

Attachments:
•

Exhibit A: Fourth Amended ETGSA Rules and Regulations.

Agenda Item #7.a
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ETGSA Board Meeting
September 2, 2021
Agenda Item 7.b
Consider Approval of Appointments to the Land
Subsidence Monitoring Committee
Staff Report to the ETGSA Board of Directors
Subject:

ETGSA Land Subsidence Management Zone

Submitted By:

General Manager

Recommended Action:

Move to approve appointed Committee members.

Executive Summary:
Agency Nominations:
•

Pixley Irrigation District
o
o

•

Friant Water Authority
o
o

•

Tom Watson
Bryan Bondy
TBD (Alternate)
TBD (Alternate)

Eastern Tule GSA
o
o
o
o

•

Doug DeFlitch
Bill Mok (Alternate)

Eastern Tule White Area Growers
o
o
o
o

•

John M. Domondon
Eric Limas (Alternate)

David De Groot
Tom Harder
TBD (Alternate)
TBD (Alternate)

Tule Subbasin Technical Advisory Committee
o

(TBD)

ETGSA Board Meeting
September 2, 2021
Background:
Thomas Harder Presented the DRAFT Land Subsidence Management Zone Plan to the ETGSA Board of
Directors and Committees in 2020. After receiving feedback from the committees, Board created a Land
Subsidence Management Zone Ad-Hoc Committee to review the feedback and concerns given to
Thomas Harder.

Fiscal Impact:
•

n/a

Attachments:
•

n/a

ETGSA Board Meeting
September 2, 2021
Agenda Item 7.c
Update from Staff Meeting with Community Water
Center
Staff Report to the ETGSA Board of Directors
Subject:

Well Impact Mitigation Program

Submitted By:

General Manager

Recommended Action:

n/a (report is for informational purposes).

Executive Summary:
Presentation will be given by staff and Community Water Center.
Background:
•

The Community Water Center gave presentations on their Well Mitigation Program to
the ETGSA Stakeholders & Executive Committees, and Board of Directors. Members of
the Committees and the Board of Directors requested additional time to review the
program.

Fiscal Impact:
•

n/a

Attachments:
•

Exhibit A: ETGSA Well Impact Mitigation Proposal

Agenda Item #7.c
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October 1, 2021
TO:
Eastern Tule Groundwater Sustainability Agency (ETGSA) Board and Staff
FROM:
Community Water Center (CWC)
900 W. Oak Avenue
Visalia, CA 93291
(916) 717-4880

Re: Eastern Tule GSA Well Impact Mitigation Program Development
Community Water Center presented to the ETGSA Board about Domestic Well Impact Mitigation on June
3, 2021. As directed by the ETGSA Board during the following July 9th public meeting, CWC met with
ETGSA staff to discuss putting together a local Well Impact Mitigation Proposal. Staff and CWC have a
shared idea for what the next steps could look like in order to produce an ETGSA Well Impact Mitigation
Proposal and request direction from the Board to proceed. CWC would like to work with ETGSA staff,
with consultant support, to develop an initial proposal that could be further explored through an Ad
Hoc Committee.

A robust drinking water protection program can prevent impacts to drinking water users and mitigate
drinking water impacts that occur despite precautions. Recommendations for this type of program can
be found in the Well Impact Mitigation Framework.1 Pertinent recommendations to be explored with
ETGSA staff, an Ad Hoc Committee, and eventually the standing Committees and the Board include
designing the ETGSA Well Impact Mitigation Program to:
○
○

○
○

Capture impacts to S/DACs and domestic well owners through representative
monitoring.
Set triggers as quantitative values for water levels and water quality in order to
prevent and/or mitigate harm to drinking water users while the basin navigates
towards sustainability.
Decide on responsive actions that the GSA will take in the case of reaching and/or
surpassing trigger points.
Leverage available funding opportunities to alleviate drinking water impacts.

Drinking Water Wells in ETGSA

1

Community Water Center, Leadership Council for Justice and Accountability, Self-Help Enterprises. A
Framework for Well Impact Mitigation Programs. Available at:
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5e83c5f78f0db40cb837cfb5/t/5f3ca9389712b732279e5296/159781
1008129/Well_Mitigation_English.pdf.

The ETGSA area includes over 830 domestic wells, and wholly or partly encompasses four
DWR-designated Disadvantaged Communities (DACs) or Severely Disadvantaged Communities (SDACs):
Porterville, Ducor, East Porterville, and Terra Bella. ETGSA is also adjacent to Poplar-Cotton Center and
Richgrove which are just on the other side of boundary lines for LTRID GSA and Delano-Earlimart GSA,
respectively. These communities constitute a collective population of over 68,800 people. The ETGSA
area also includes 22 small community water systems, 19 of which have fewer than 200 service
connections but collectively serve over 3,900 people.

The above figure is a visualization of domestic wells in ETGSA, showing private domestic wells by depth
and population served. Other layers in the tool display public supply wells and other data pertinent to
drinking water dynamics in groundwater management. —Drinking Water Tool, Community Water
Center.2
Earlier Community Feedback on the Draft GSP
Conversations at the community GSP review workshops were focused on the concern of additional
drinking water wells being impacted without proper plans for mitigation or action. The following are
community comments3 that relate to the sustainable management criteria of the ETGSA GSP:

2

Community Water Center, Green Info Network, Water Equity Science Shop (WESS) at UC Berkeley. Drinking Water
Tool. Accessible at: https://drinkingwatertool.communitywatercenter.org/ca-water/.
3
Comments in red were received at the Ducor workshop and blue comments were received at the Porterville
workshops.

2

“The proposed 175 foot drop (MT-level) in groundwater near
Ducor is unacceptable.”
“A 76 foot reduction in groundwater level would leave me
with a dry well.”
“A mitigation program should be included in the GSP to
protect domestic water users, especially if the groundwater
levels are expected to lower, or contaminants are liable to
move due to P&MAs.”

Current GSP and Anticipated Impacts to Drinking Water Wells
The Coordination Agreement defines URs for the chronic lowering of groundwater levels as, “if there is
basin-wide loss of well pumping capacity, which cannot be remedied.”4 The criteria associated with the
UR is defined as, “unreasonable lowering of the groundwater elevation below the minimum threshold
for two consecutive years at greater than 50% of GSA Management Area RMS.”5 This approach is not
inherently protective of drinking water beneficial users in the subbasin, in particular domestic well users
and DACs reliant on groundwater which tend to have shallower wells.
Water Foundation Report
A well impact assessment, funded by the Water Foundation and conducted by EKI, evaluated and
quantified potential drinking water impacts at SMCs.6 Based on this assessment, water level declines
could result in significant impacts to drinking water users. This analysis was conducted for twenty-six
GSPs in the Central Valley that were submitted to DWR in January 2020 and collectively encompass the
majority of ten critically overdrafted groundwater basins in the San Joaquin Valley. It compared wells
with available construction information to current groundwater depths interpolated based on Fall 2018
depth to groundwater contours, available from the DWR GICIMA dataset. Wells were excluded if they
were expected to be dewatered at current groundwater levels, if they lacked sufficient construction
information to make that determination, or if they were outside the areas for which DWR GICIMA data
were available. It then interpolated water levels at the proposed SMCs.
Based on the findings of the study, the impacts to domestic well users and the costs to mitigate these
impacts within the ETGSA are expected to be substantial. Due to data limitations, the study evaluated
only a portion of the domestic wells identified within the ETGSA. If water levels reach the MOs, 35% to
60% of the domestic wells included in the study will be partially or fully dewatered,7 impacting the
drinking water source for approximately 900 to 1,600 people.8 The costs to mitigate these impacts,
including increased operations and maintenance costs and the replacement of failed wells, is estimated
4

ETGSA GSP, Appendix A, §4.3.1.1 of the Tule Subbasin Setting, pg. 821.
ETGSA GSP, Appendix A, §4.3.1.2 of the Tule Subbasin Setting, pg. 822.
6
The Water Foundation Whitepaper, April 2020: “Estimated Numbers of Californians Reliant on Domestic Wells
Impacted as a Result of the sustainable management criteria Defined in Selected San Joaquin Valley Groundwater
Sustainability Plans and Associated Costs to Mitigate Those Impacts.”
https://waterfdn.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/05/Domestic-Well-Impacts_White-Paper_2020-04-09.pdf.
7
Id. at Table 2a.
8
Id. at Table 4a.
5
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to be on the order of $760,000 to $1.7 million.9 If water levels reach the MTs within the ETGSA, it is
estimated that 74% to 83% of these domestic wells will be partially or fully dewatered,10 impacting the
drinking water source for approximately 1,800 to 2,000 people.11 The costs to mitigate these impacts
are estimated to be on the order of $3.1 million to $4.0 million.12 Given that only a portion of the
domestic wells were evaluated in this analysis, actual impacts and costs may be higher.
GSPdrywells.com Study
An additional study investigating domestic well impacts at MTs came to similar, though even more
severe, conclusions.13

9

Id. at Table 6a.
Id. at Table 3a.
11
Id at Table 4a.
12
Id. at Table 7a.
13
GSPdrywells.com. Please see the “Methodology” page for more information.
10
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Human Costs:
Interruptions in access to drinking water are challenging for anyone, but particularly for DAC residents
who do not have the financial resources to address well impacts on their own. In addition to not having
the resources to construct deeper wells, low-income communities also do not have the resources to
implement water treatment systems that require expensive operation and maintenance costs.
Furthermore, communities reliant upon state small water systems or private domestic wells may not
even be aware of water quality issues in their well water as there are no testing requirements for these
sources of water and testing costs can be unaffordable for these users. Moreover, deeper wells and
water treatment systems result in a significant increase in energy, operation, and maintenance expenses
that can increase water bills in small water systems above the California water affordability threshold of
1.5% of MHI.14 Based on the ETGSA GSP water budgets, water demand from rural domestic and small
water systems is very low compared to agricultural water uses and thus does not contribute substantially
to the overdraft conditions. However, the risks these drinking water users face are substantial and could
result in disproportionate impacts. Declining water levels in the event of extended drought further put
vulnerable drinking water communities at risk. Without an adequate well mitigation plan in place,
impacts to wells could be devastating.

State Action on Drinking Water:
The drinking water crisis is compounded by the increasing frequency and severity of drought conditions
in California, and state funds for relief are not unlimited. Governor Newsom has expressed his concern
over threats to drinking water and directed state agencies to address how drinking water is handled in
groundwater management:
“To ensure the potential impacts of drought on communities are anticipated and
proactively addressed, the Department of Water Resources, in coordination with the
Water Board, shall develop groundwater management principles and strategies to
monitor, analyze, and minimize impacts to drinking water wells.”15
While DWR has yet to provide feedback on the GSP submitted by ETGSA in 2020, they have
identified in their approval of Salinas Valley GSA’s 180/400 Foot Aquifer GSP actions to undertake
by the 5-year Update, including that the GSA should inventory & better define the location of
active wells in the Basin and document known impacts to drinking water users caused by gw
management ... in subsequent annual reports & periodic updates."16
14

Affordability threshold from the State Water Board’s Drinking Water State Revolving Fund.
Governor Newsom’s Executive Order 11. Summer 2021.
16
Department of Water Resources. (2021). Statement of Findings Regarding the Approval of the 180/400 Foot
Aquifer Subbasin Groundwater Sustainability Plan. P. 24. Available for download at:
https://sgma.water.ca.gov/portal/gsp/status.
15

5

The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), which is specially tasked to review GSPs in
coordination with DWR, has also recently released multiple comment letters which recommend
GSAs employ mitigation strategies.17
As state agencies calibrate their strategies for addressing California’s drinking water crisis, it is
prudent for ETGSA to explore their own view of what a local Well Impact Mitigation Program
would entail.

Proposed Next Steps:
If the Board will authorize staff and consultant time, ETGSA will work with CWC and stakeholders to
design a local proposal for an ETGSA Well Impact Mitigation Plan that is sustainable for drinking water
users and the GSA. This could be accomplished via an Ad Hoc Committee similar to the process utilized
to develop the ETGSA Land Subsidence Management Plan.

Community Water Center looks forward to future discussions with ETGSA and cordially wishes the Board
and Staff a happy new water year.

Sincerely,

Justine Massey
Policy Manager and Attorney
Community Water Center

17

Available through DWR’s SGMA Portal, in the section of comments submitted after the Public Comment Period.
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“These bills take the much needed steps to preserve and restore a
limited and indispensable resource—groundwater.”
—Senator Fran Pavley on the passage of the Sustainable Groundwater
Management Act, September 2014

“Nothing in the budget makes me more proud than this. I’m dead
serious about that. Some people wonder why the hell you get into
politics. This is why.”
—Governor Gavin Newsom on signing SB 200, the Safe and Affordable Drinking
Water Fund, July 2019

Summary
Successful implementation of the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) is critical to California’s
prosperity, collaboration that achieves shared benefits for people and nature, and the Newsom
administration’s commitment to the human right to water for all residents. In 2014, California passed SGMA, a
set of three laws that are intended to help the state sustainably manage its groundwater resources. Between
30% and 60% of the state’s water supply comes from groundwater in any given year, and is used for drinking
water, growing food, supporting industry, and maintaining a healthy environment. Groundwater over-pumping
affects drinking water wells and surface water rights, pollutes water due to seawater intrusion or migrating
contaminant plumes, harms ecosystems, and causes land subsidence, among other problems.
In January 2020, newly formed Groundwater Sustainability Agencies (GSAs) submitted their first Groundwater
Sustainability Plans (GSPs or plans) to the state for the “critically over-drafted” sub basins, or those in the
direst circumstances. Most of these sub basins are located in the San Joaquin Valley.
Since then, the COVID-19 pandemic has exposed how deeply public health, economic security, and clean water
are intertwined. Put simply, a livable future in California depends on clean, reliable water, which is one of the
main reasons why SGMA was passed. California’s groundwater depletion challenges preceded the global
pandemic and continue to persist in ways that impact drinking water, farming, economic development, public
health, and environmental quality.
To support the state’s implementation of SGMA and its continued progress on the human right to water, the
Water Foundation commissioned an analysis of 26 GSPs in the San Joaquin Valley to understand how private
domestic drinking water wells in the region will be affected on the path to sustainability. This analysis does not
look at any of the other associated impacts or costs of declining groundwater levels, such as land subsidence,
surface water rights, or groundwater dependent ecosystems.
California’s state regulatory agencies have never had this level of detailed information about the effects of
severe groundwater overdraft on the lives and livelihoods of residents, farmworkers, and rural households.
Conducted in spring 2020 and using conservative estimates based on publicly available data, this analysis
estimates that the goals in these San Joaquin Valley GSPs, if not proactively addressed, will result in:
•

Between roughly 4,000 and 12,000 partially or completely dry drinking water wells by 2040

•

Between roughly 46,000 and 127,000 people who lose some or all of their primary water supply by 2040

•

Between $88 million to $359 million in costs to restore access to drinking water
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These concerning results point to a simple fact: In spite of actions aimed at managing groundwater more
sustainably, recently submitted GSPs still forecast that thousands, or tens of thousands, of Californians will
lose their drinking water supply, which is inconsistent with the intent of SGMA and threatens to undermine the
governor’s commitment to safe and affordable drinking water for all residents. This analysis of drinking water
and continued declines in groundwater also suggest that the goals of SGMA to avoid other undesirable results
of groundwater mining also may not be fully addressed by GSPs.
Further analysis beyond the scope of this report is required to explore the effect of GSPs on other areas of
concern, such as impacts on the environment and on important infrastructure due to land subsidence. As state
decision-makers conduct their GSP review process, we hope that this brief will help bring greater attention to
vulnerable Californians and their most basic need: safe, clean, and affordable water.

Key Terms
Human right to water: As defined by AB 685, “every human being has the right to safe, clean, affordable, and
accessible water adequate for human consumption, cooking, and sanitary purposes.”
Groundwater sustainability: As defined by SGMA, “management and use of groundwater in a manner that can
be maintained…without causing undesirable results.”
Undesirable results: Negative results that GSAs and GSPs are required to avoid under SGMA. There are six
undesirable results: groundwater level lowering, reduction of groundwater storage, seawater intrusion, land
subsidence, water quality degradation, and depletions of interconnected surface water.
Measurable objective: A basin’s self-determined groundwater level goal to achieve sustainability under
SGMA.
Minimum threshold: A basin’s self-determined minimally acceptable level of groundwater decline. Beyond
this threshold, a GSA anticipates it will face undesirable results.
Partially dry drinking water well: A drinking water well that has lost or will lose most of its usable water due to
unsustainable groundwater practices. These wells are also called partially dewatered wells.
Completely dry drinking water well: A drinking water well that has lost or will lose all useable water due to
unsustainable groundwater practices. These wells are also called dewatered wells.
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Right to Water Depends on
Sustainable Groundwater
Safe drinking water for Californians and groundwater management are
inextricably connected. California has enshrined the concept of the
human right to water – that all Californians have a basic right to safe and
affordable drinking water and sanitation – into state code. However,
unsafe drinking water has been an ongoing environmental justice
challenge for decades. More than 1 million Californians go without safe
and affordable drinking water each year, and low-income communities of
color are disproportionately affected by this water crisis. These same
communities are also on the frontlines of climate change and are hit the
hardest by drought conditions.
Yet, too often, water policy deliberations and decision-making proceed as
if the water in our rivers, the water underground, and the water flowing out
of our taps are distinct from one another. That is not true.

Leonicio Ramirez and Guillermina
Avila in East Porterville. Florence
Low / California Department of
Water Resources

The COVID-19 pandemic has shown California how we are all better off
when everyone has the basic resources to protect themselves and their
neighbors. By that same token of interdependence, the health of
groundwater in California is the health of families, economies, and nature.
In the San Joaquin Valley, 95% of communities rely on groundwater as
their main drinking water source. Valley groundwater also fuels the
operations of large and small farms and sustains a hub of world-class
biodiversity.
For over 100 years, California has drained San Joaquin Valley rivers and
groundwater faster than nature and humans can replenish them. A
changing climate is exacerbating the effects of this behavior as it delivers
more devastating and longer droughts. Between 2012 and 2016,
California experienced the most intense drought on record since the
1400s. Over-pumping during the drought sank roads and homes, polluted
wells, lowered river flows, and put farms and communities at severe risk.
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Still, in the middle of that economic, social, environmental, and public
health crisis, recognizing that it was a question of when, not if, another
major drought will start, California residents living in the hardest hit parts
of the state spurred their elected representatives to act to save
groundwater for themselves and for future generations.
In 2014, for the first time in the state’s history, legislators passed, and the
governor signed, a series of laws to put California on a path that reaches
groundwater sustainability by 2040 or 2042, depending on the basin.
These laws are known as the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act
(SGMA).
Californians’ ability to work together and look out for one another will
shape SGMA’s success in turning groundwater into a drought-proof water
resource. State leaders must ensure effective governance and that local
plans dependably lead to groundwater sustainability, including protecting
communities that rely on private drinking water wells. Local agencies
charged with implementing SGMA must use science as a foundation for
their plans and meaningfully engage and represent the communities
directly affected by their decisions.
Under the Newsom administration—the first administration to review
SGMA GSPs—new initiatives are poised to support full, fair, and effective
execution of the law. The Newsom administration has also underscored
its commitment to fulfilling the promise of the human right to water in
California.

Inside a groundwater monitoring
well. Kelly M. Grow / California
Department of Water Resources
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To advance these goals, the California Department of Water Resources
(DWR) has started to collect and publish data on the depth of
groundwater below the surface and groundwater elevation, which can
help proactively identify threats to sustainability, including at-risk drinking
water wells. These domestic wells tend to be very shallow, which means
they dry up sooner than agricultural or municipal wells. When
groundwater levels plummet and leave private wells dry, few San Joaquin
communities and residents who are dependent on them as sources of
drinking water have the capital to continuously drill and maintain deeper
wells.
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Farm workers in Pajaro Valley. Lance
Cheung / US Department of
Agriculture

To conduct this analysis for the Water Foundation, consultants at EKI
Environment & Water, Inc. used DWR’s latest Groundwater Center
Interactive Map Application dataset and other publicly available
information to understand how implementation of some of the first GSPs
in critically over-drafted sub basins in the San Joaquin Valley would affect
local drinking water wells. Because DWR’s dataset does not include every
part of the San Joaquin Valley, this analysis is limited to 26 GSPs in ten
critically over-drafted sub basins. Further, one-quarter of the records in
the dataset lack basic information about well depths and screening
levels, and therefore could not be included in this evaluation.
Considering these data limitations, this analysis provides a conservative
baseline assessment of how the estimated water decline predicted in
these recently submitted GSPs will impact people who rely on
groundwater for their primary water source. Because this analysis only
addresses the ongoing impacts of GSP implementation on drinking water,
additional research may be necessary to understand the impacts and
costs on other undesirable results, such as land subsidence, impacts to
ecosystems, and surface water flows.

Key Findings
• Between roughly 4,000 and 12,000 drinking water wells will go partially
or completely dry by 2040
• Between roughly 46,000 and 127,000 people will lose some or all of
their current water supply by 2040
• It will cost between $88 million to $359 million to restore access to
drinking water
While these findings are deeply disturbing, they are not carved in stone.
State regulatory agencies can work with these GSAs over the next two
years to implement SGMA in a manner that avoids or mitigates these
impacts, achieves groundwater sustainability by 2040, and strengthens
the right to water for all California residents.
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Analysis Results
Study Area: San Joaquin Valley
In the areas analyzed in this
report, there are approximately
400,000 California residents
who rely on private drinking
water wells for their water
supply and nearly 45,000
known drinking water wells.
Of these wells, approximately
7,000 have already been
dewatered due to declining
groundwater levels and another
13,000+ could not be analyzed
due to insufficient data. After
accounting for these factors,
this analysis assessed how
approximately 24,500 drinking
water wells will be affected at
the levels identified in their
respective GSPs.
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GSPs’ Projected Water Levels Will Drain up to 12,000
Drinking Water Wells, Affecting up to 127,000 Residents
The GSPs have been developed with a goal of reaching sustainability by 2040. Based on the target water
levels, or measurable objectives, defined in the GSPs, up to 5,600 drinking water wells in the region will go
partially or completely dry. Under these circumstances, between 45,700 and 62,500 people will lose their
primary drinking water source.
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This analysis concludes that even if GSPs achieve their measurable objectives, groundwater levels will likely
fall below those levels to minimum acceptable levels. Under this scenario, between now and 2040, up to
roughly 12,000 drinking water wells in the region, or 49% of wells, could go partially or completely dry. Under
these circumstances, between roughly 106,000 and 127,000 people will lose their primary drinking water
source. This is a conservative estimate because it assumes that all of the actions in the GSPs will be taken
and will be successful.
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Restoring Water Access Could Cost between $88 and $359
Million
The stark findings detailed above demand action by GSAs to implement policies and programs to ensure that
community members maintain access to reliable and safe drinking water. The first priority for GSAs must be to
do more to stop groundwater declines to the extent possible. This is all the more important given that the
impact of continually declining groundwater also includes worsening subsidence, dry rivers, and degradation
of water quality below safe drinking water levels. Those impacts are worthy of further analysis.
DWR and the State Water Board (Board) have two years from January 31, 2020 to review critically over-drafted
sub basin GSPs and make an initial determination to either 1) approve as is, 2) reject, or 3) conditionally
approve with modifications. As DWR and the Board review and evaluate GSPs, they must ensure that GSAs
take proactive action today to achieve sustainability and avoid devastating impacts to communities,
economies, and the environment.
If this does not happen, community
members will face high costs to mitigate
those impacts. To ensure that community
members maintain access to drinking
water under circumstances where it is not
possible to avoid declines in groundwater
levels, drinking water well owners and
users can conduct repeated well screen
cleanings, drill deeper wells, develop new
replacement wells, and/or spend more on
operations and energy costs to lift the
water from deeper underground. Based on
this analysis, we expect that it will cost
community members between $88 million
and $359 million to pay for these mitigation
measures to maintain and restore use of
existing drinking water wells.
While these capital, operations, and maintenance costs are not insignificant, it is vital that GSAs and state
agencies acknowledge this issue and take proactive steps to prevent these impacts. These costs are a
fraction of what it will likely cost to address these issues on an emergency basis as vast and remote
communities lose their drinking water wells.
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For example, during the 2012-2016 drought, California taxpayers paid
about $650,000 per month to provide temporary replacement bottled
water to the East Porterville residents. The number of residents who will
lose their primary drinking water source over the implementation of
these GSPs is equivalent to up to 17 East Portervilles. Unlike the 20122016 drought, however, GSAs and state agencies have the benefit of the
comprehensive scientific data compiled in these GSPs to plan for and
address these issues before they become another more severe crisis.
The stakes are high. Failure by GSAs and state agencies charged with
implementing SGMA to prevent these negative impacts will increase the
current number of Californians without safe drinking water.
In 2019, the Safe and Affordable Drinking Water Fund was established
to end the toxic taps crisis facing 1 million Californians today. However,
the Fund was not designed or intended to address costs that could be
avoided by knowledgeable and informed planning by GSAs that have
failed to consider communities in their planning processes. The impacts
summarized here are foreseeable, and if not proactively addressed,
would add additional unnecessary demands on state and local budgets.

KEY DATES FOR SGMA AND
HUMAN RIGHT TO WATER
Jan 31, 2020: GSPs Due from
Critically Over-drafted Basins
May 15, 2020: First 2020 GSP
Public Comment Deadline
June 3, 2020: Second 2020 GSP
Public Comment Deadline
July 1, 2020: State Water Board
Expenditure Plan for Safe and
Affordable Drinking Water Fund
Due
Jan 31, 2022: DWR Deadline to
Evaluate Critically Over-drafted
GSPs

Jan 31, 2022: GSPs Due from
Remaining High- and MediumPriority Basins
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Considerations for California’s
Water Future
Californians have a shared commitment to the human right to water. Residents and their elected
representatives have said clearly that they want clean, affordable, and reliable tap water for all families. They
want California farming to prosper, and they want to protect the breathtaking beauty of the state’s land and
wildlife.
This year marks the start of a new era in California water policy, where state laws and funding recognize and
reflect how closely the trajectory of groundwater sustainability and safe drinking water are intertwined. As
policymakers and GSAs work diligently to implement SGMA in a manner that supports the state’s economy, its
communities, and nature, this analysis can conservatively fill existing data gaps on how unsustainable
groundwater practices directly affect drinking water wells.
GSAs must make policy decisions in GSPs that protect drinking water. As part of the state’s review of GSPs,
DWR and the Board should ask key questions to help achieve sustainability and avoid undesirable results.
These questions, which are detailed in the Human Right to Water Scorecard shared below, include:
•

If minimum thresholds are reached in the GSP, how many Californians might lose access to water?

•

How might the measurable objectives and minimum thresholds set by the GSP affect water quality for
vulnerable communities?

•

How can GSPs go further to avoid declining groundwater levels and the associated impacts on drinking
water and other undesirable results?

•

What is the GSP’s plan to mitigate impacts to water quantity and quality for vulnerable communities?

•

How does DWR and the Board intend to assess and analyze the GSP’s impacts to drinking water quality
and quantity for vulnerable communities?

Thorough evaluations and smart policy decisions today will ensure SGMA implementation protects drinking
water for rural communities and residents, advances the legislature’s and governor’s commitments to the
human right to water, and turns groundwater into a drought-proof resource for generations to come.
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Related Resources
Human Right to Drinking Water GSP Scorecard: Developed by Leadership Counsel for Justice and
Accountability, Community Water Center, and Self-Help Enterprises, the scorecard identifies the elements that
must exist in GSPs for those plans to adequately protect the human right to water.
Drinking Water Well Impact Mitigation Program Framework: Developed by Community Water Center,
Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability, and Self-Help Enterprises, the framework provides
information to GSAs to both prevent impacts to drinking water resources and to mitigate those impacts should
they occur. The framework recommends best practices, including setting up monitoring networks to quickly
identify if negative impacts are occurring near drinking water wells, a trigger system for when correction
actions are necessary, and what should be done if impacts occur.
Community Water Center Drinking Water Tool: This interactive, online tool helps communities and decisionmakers better prepare to protect drinking water in future droughts. The tool shows 1) who manages and
makes decisions about your water supply; 2) the groundwater quality where you live; 3) potential impacts to
groundwater supply from future droughts; and 4) how to get involved in local groundwater management
decisions.
Groundwater Markets: Recommendations to Ensure Drinking Water Protections for Communities: Developed
by Community Water Center, Environmental Defense Fund, Self-Help Enterprises, The Nature Conservancy, and
Union of Concerned Scientists, this guide helps GSAs considering a groundwater market or trading system
help, or at least prevent harm, to shallow groundwater users.
White Paper: Estimated Numbers of Californians Reliant on Domestic Wells Impacted as a Result of the
Sustainability Criteria Defined in Selected San Joaquin Valley Groundwater Sustainability Plans and Associated
Costs to Mitigate Those Impacts: Developed by EKI Environment & Water, Inc., this document provides the
detailed analyses that are summarized in this brief.
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ETGSA Board Meeting
September 2, 2021
Agenda Item 7.d
Consider Approval of Formation of a TAC Ad-hoc
Committee for the Purposes of DWR GSP Comment
Review
Staff Report to the ETGSA Board of Directors
Subject:

Ad-hoc Committee for DWR GSP Review

Submitted By:

General Manager

Recommended Action:

Move to approve formation of a TAC Ad-hoc Committee.

Executive Summary:
Presentation will be given by staff.
Background:
•

n/a

Fiscal Impact:
•

n/a

Attachments:
•

n/a

ETGSA Board Meeting
September 2, 2021
Agenda Item 7.e
Consider Approval of the Public Purpose Acquired
Property Agreement
Staff Report to the ETGSA Board of Directors
Subject:

Acquired property agreement

Submitted By:

General Manager

Recommended Action:

None, Board may provide direction to staff.

Executive Summary:
Presentation will be given by staff.
Background:
•

n/a

Fiscal Impact:
•

n/a

Attachments:
•

n/a

ETGSA Board Meeting
September 2, 2021
Agenda Item 7.f
Reports from 4Creeks on ETGSA Accounting and
Invoicing
Staff Report to the ETGSA Board of Directors
Subject:

ETGSA Accounting and Invoicing

Submitted By:

General Manager

Recommended Action:

None, Board may provide direction to staff.

Executive Summary:
Presentation will be given by staff.
Background:
•

n/a

Fiscal Impact:
•

n/a

Attachments:
•

n/a

ETGSA Board Meeting
September 2, 2021
Agenda Item 8.a
Report on ongoing ETGSA outreach efforts
Staff Report to the ETGSA Board of Directors
Subject:

Summary of ETGSA Outreach

Submitted By:

General Manager

Recommended Action:

n/a (report is for informational purposes)

Executive Summary:
In addition to its regular Board and Committee Meetings and email correspondence to its
Interested Parties List, ETGSA continues to conduct community outreach regarding SGMA,
ETGSA, and the development of ETGSA’s Draft GSP through a variety of events and other media.
A summary of ETGSA’s outreach efforts in September is provided below:
•

•

•

•

In accordance with the Governor’s Executive Order (N-29-20) and the declared State of
Emergency, including social distancing directives as a result of the threat of the COVID19 virus, committee members and ETGSA staff have been participating in meetings and
engaging with stakeholders and the public remotely via teleconferencing.
Zoom Teleconferencing Participation for ETGSA:
o September 2, 2021 Board of Directors (58 users)
o September 9, 2021 Stakeholder Committee (26 users)
o September 16, 2021 Executive Committee (22 users)
Porterville Chamber of Commerce
o September 30, 2021 Porterville Chamber GAC Committee: provided update to
GAC Committee on current GSA activities.
ETGSA Outreach Event: Tentatively scheduled for early November.

Background:
SGMA requires that, “The groundwater sustainability agency shall consider the interests of all
beneficial uses and users of groundwater, as well as those responsible for implementing
groundwater sustainability plans…” (WAT § 10723.2). ETGSA undertakes outreach efforts, both
individually and in collaboration with regional partners, to ensure that these interests are

ETGSA Board Meeting
September 2, 2021
considered and provided with information pertinent and relevant to SGMA and the
development of ETGSA’s GSP. The ETGSA Board of Directors adopted a Communication and
Engagement Plan on October 5, 2018 that serves as a living guide to ETGSA’s outreach efforts.
ETGSA’s Board and Committee meetings occur on a regular basis and, save for closed session as
permitted pursuant the Brown Act, are open to the public.
ETGSA continues to encourage its stakeholders to engage the Agency with other opportunities
for outreach.
Fiscal Impact:
•

Monthly cost for Zoom Standard Pro: $15.89

Attachments: n/a

ETGSA Board Meeting
September 2, 2021
Agenda Item 9.a
Receive Reports from Executive Committee Members
Staff Report to the ETGSA Board of Directors
Subject:

Summary of Executive Committee Meeting

Submitted By:

General Manager

Recommended Action:

n/a (report is for informational purposes)

Executive Summary:
The ETGSA Executive Committee met on September 16, 2021. Below is a summary of the
actions taken:
•
•
•

Approve Minutes of the August 19, 2021 ETGSA Executive Committee Meeting.
Updates on ETGSA Land Subsidence Monitoring Plan.
Updates on WY2021-22 Water Allocations and Tier 1 Penalties.

Background:
n/a
Fiscal Impact:
n/a
Attachments:
n/a

ETGSA Board Meeting
September 2, 2021
Agenda Item 9.b
Receive Reports from Stakeholder Committee Members
Staff Report to the ETGSA Board of Directors
Subject:

Summary of Stakeholder Committee Meeting

Submitted By:

General Manager

Recommended Action:

n/a (report is for informational purposes)

Executive Summary:
The ETGSA Stakeholder Committee met on September 9, 2021. Below is a summary of the
actions taken:
•
•
•

Approved the Minutes of the August 12, 2021 ETGSA Stakeholders Committee Meeting.
Updates on ETGSA Land subsidence Monitoring Plan.
Updates on WY2021-22 Water Allocation and Tier 1 Penalties.

Background:
n/a
Fiscal Impact:
n/a
Attachments:
n/a

ETGSA Board Meeting
September 2, 2021
Agenda Item 10. a
Receive Finance Committee Monthly Reports
Staff Report to the ETGSA Board of Directors
Subject:

Summary of Most Recent ETGSA Finance Committee Meetings

Submitted By:

General Manager

Recommended Action:

n/a (report is for informational purposes)

Executive Summary:
Meeting #1 – The ETGSA Finance Committee met on September 21, 2021. Below is a summary
of the actions taken:
•
•
•
•
•

Approved the Minutes of the September 2, 2021 ETGSA Finance Committee Meeting.
Reviewed and Approved Financial Statements and paying the bills.
Updates on Groundwater Extraction Fee an Invoices.
ETGSA Staff Update.
Discussion regarding Finance Committee Meeting Schedule.

Meeting #2 – A report on the Meeting of the ETGSA Finance Committee, scheduled to be held
on October 7, 2021, will be given verbally.
Background:
n/a
Fiscal Impact:
n/a
Attachments:
n/a

ETGSA Board Meeting
September 2, 2021
Agenda Item 10.b
Review the Financial Statements; consider ratification
of bills paid and approval of bills to be paid
Staff Report to the ETGSA Board of Directors
Subject:

ETGSA Financial Statements and Bills

Submitted By:

General Manager

Recommended Action:

Move to approve ratification of bills paid, the bills to be paid.

Executive Summary:
n/a
Background:
n/a
Fiscal Impact:
n/a
Attachments:
•

Exhibit A: ETGSA Financial Statements (Unaudited)
o Note – To be distributed on the day of the Board Meeting.

ETGSA Board Meeting
September 2, 2021
Agenda Item 10.c
Consider approval of Call for Funds from Member
Agencies
Staff Report to the ETGSA Board of Directors
Subject:

Member Agencies Contribution

Submitted By:

General Manager

Recommended Action:

Move to approve Call for Funds from Member Agencies

Executive Summary:
The ETGSA Annual Budget describes the anticipated costs to be incurred by the Agency during
the Fiscal Year. The Annual Budget must be approved by a 2/3 majority of the Board and may
be amended by a 2/3 majority of the Board. Per JPA Section 6.04, the Board of Directors may
assess Member Agencies for a share of the costs incurred or anticipated to be incurred by the
Agency. Agencies are assessed and billed pro rata based on the proportion of acreage for which
they are responsible within the boundaries of ETGSA.
Summaries of Member Agencies and their corresponding Management Areas:
City of Porterville Community Management Area
•

Acreage Summary
o Porterville UDB: 17,003.94 Ac.
o Basinsafe Member: 3,123.58 Ac.
o Assessable Acreage: 13,880.36 Ac.
o Agency portion of FY21-22 budget: $130,936.94

Terra Bella Community Management Area
•

Acreage Summary
o Terra Bella Service Area: 1,960.51 Ac.
o Basinsafe Member: 1,096.01 Ac.
o Assessable Acreage: 864.5 Ac.
o Agency portion of FY21-22 budget: $8,202.55

ETGSA Board Meeting
September 2, 2021
Kern-Tulare Water District Management Area
•

Acreage Summary
o KTWD Boundaries: 8,995 Ac.
o Basinsafe Member: 0 Ac.
o Assessable Acreage: 8,995 Ac.
o Agency portion of FY21-22 budget: $85,063.44

Background:
•

n/a

Fiscal Impact:
•

Total amounts to $224,202.93 towards the ETGSA’s FY2021-22 Operating Budget.

Attachments:
•
•

Exhibit A: City of Porterville Management Area Acreage
Exhibit B: Terra Bella Management Area Acreage
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ETGSA Board Meeting
September 2, 2021
Agenda Item 11.a
Report on Tule Subbasin Coordination and TH&Co Task
Items
Staff Report to the ETGSA Board of Directors
Subject:

Updates Regarding Tule Subbasin Coordination and Task Items

Submitted By:

General Manager

Recommended Action:

n/a (report is for informational purposes)

Executive Summary:
The Tule Subbasin TAC met on September 21, 2021. Below is a summary of the updates,
anticipated deliverables, and associated Exhibits:
•

•
•
•

Annual Report: Revised 2019/20 Annual Report has been updated to reflect the new storage
change values. Update includes land elevation benchmarks and minimum thresholds for land
subsidence. The revised annual report will be updated and uploaded to the DWR.
Continued discussing logistics for identifying new monitoring well sites in the Tule Subbasin,
especially by the Friant Canal, as part of the Prop 68 grant work.
Managers reviewed the Budget and Financials.

Technical Advisory Committee (TAC): The next meeting of the TAC has been scheduled
for October 20, 2021 at 2pm. Notices and agendas including call-in information for the
TAC meetings will be posted on the Tule Subbasin website: www.tulesgma.com. Notice
and Agendas will also be provided by ETGSA.

Background:
ETGSA is member to the Tule Subbasin MOU Group. This group consists of the various GSAs
overlying the Tule Subbasin. More information can be found at: www.tulesgma.com
The Tule Subbasin GSAs have collectively engaged and contracted TH&Co to undertake various
scopes of work to assist them in the completion of their GSPs, Coordination Agreement, and
various technical matters that must be addressed in a coordinated Subbasin manner.
Additionally, R.L. Schafer serves as the Tule Subbasin Coordinator and David De Groot/4Creeks

ETGSA Board Meeting
September 2, 2021
serves as Technical Lead/Grant Lead/Secretary. Lower Tule River Irrigation District serves as
Fiscal Agent to the Tule Subbasin MOU Group.
Fiscal Impact:
•

N/A

Attachments:
•

N/A

