TEHAMA COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
COORDINATED AB3030 GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT PLAN
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (AB3030 TAC)

MAY 22, 2017
TEHAMA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS CHAMBERS
727 OAK ST, RED BLUFF, CA 96080
2:00 PM
Chairman-Dean Sherrill; Vice-Chairman Lyle Dawson;
Lerose Lane; Ryan Sale; Dave Lester; Stan Wangberg; Agricultural Pumpers & Water Users,
Ian Turnbull and Chris Henderson ; City of Tehama Rep. Carolyn Steffan; City of Red Bluff Rep.
Vacant; City of Corning Rep Scott Lindeman.
Gary Antone, Executive Director; Ryan Teubert, Flood Control/Water Resources Manager
This meeting conforms to the new Brown Act, Open Meeting Requirements, in that action and deliberations of the
Tehama County Flood Control & Water Conservation District AB3030 Technical Advisory Committee created to
conduct the people's business are taken openly; and that the people remain fully informed about the conduct of its
business. Any written materials related to an open session item on this agenda that are submitted to the
Clerk/Recording Secretary less than 72 hours prior to this meeting, and that are not exempt from disclosure under
the Public Records Act, will promptly be made available for public inspection at Tehama County Public Works,
9380 San Benito Ave., Gerber, CA 96035 during normal business hours.

1.

CALL TO ORDER / PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

2.

PUBLIC COMMENT

3.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Approval of Minutes
Request approval of February 27, 2017 Minutes of the AB3030 Technical
Advisory Committee.

4.

SUSTAINABLE GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT ACT UPDATE
Sustainable Groundwater Management Act - Update
Informational update regarding the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act
(SGMA)
A. Update on recent Groundwater Sustainability Agency (GSA) activities.
B. Update on GSA status in surrounding counties
C. Sacramento Valley Subsidence Network Resurvey
D. SGMA Technical Support Contract
E. GSA State Funding Grant

Page 1 of 2

Agenda

Tehama County AB3030 Technical Advisory Committee

5.

May 22, 2017

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD
State Water Resources Control Board Draft Fee Schedule
Informational presentation on the State Water Resources Control Board
(SWRCB) fee schedule for Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA).

6.

GROUNDWATER SUSTAINABILITY PLAN-PRESENTATION
Presentation on Groundwater Sustainability Plan Regulations
Informational presentation on the Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP)
Regulations required by the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA)
of 2014.

7.

HOMEWORK
Presentation of Documents for Commissioner Review
Informational presentation on documents that would be beneficial for
Commissioners to review.

8.

GROUNDWATER AND DROUGHT-UPDATE
Groundwater and Drought Updates
Informational presentation on spring groundwater levels and current drought
conditions.

9.

DISCUSSION FOR FUTURE DISCUSSION TOPICS
Discussion on Future Agenda Topics
Direction from Commissioners on future agenda topics related to SGMA.

10.

ADJOURN
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AB3030 Technical Advisory Committee
Meeting Date: May 22, 2017
Department: AB3030 Technical Advisory Committee
Prepared By: Linda Madea
Preparer Phone: 530-385-1462 ext 3003
Preparer Email: red@tcpw.ca.gov

Approval of Minutes
Requested Action(s)
Request approval of February 27, 2017 Minutes of the AB3030 Technical Advisory
Committee.
Financial Impact:
N/A
Background Information:
See Attached Minutes
Attachment List:
AB3030 February 27, 2017 Minutes

(PDF)

(ID # 10168)
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TEHAMA COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
AND
WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
COORDINATED AB 3030 GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT PLAN
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Minutes of February 27, 2017
Present: Lyle Dawson; Lerose Lane; Dean Sherrill; Steve Lindeman. Absent: Ryan Sale; Carolyn
Steffan.
1.

CALL TO ORDER: The meeting was called to order at 2:00PM by Dean Sherrill.

2.

PUBLIC COMMENT: None

3.

NOMINATION OF CHAIR PERSON & VICE CHAIRPERSON:
a.

Motion by Lyle Dawson to nominate Dean Sherrill for Chairperson. Motion second by
Lerose Lane and carried 4-0 with 2 absent.

b.

Motion by Dean Sherrill to nominate Lyle Dawson as Vice Chairperson, second by
Lerose Lane and carried 4-0 with 2 absent.

4.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Motion by Lyle Dawson, second by Lerose Lane to approve the
August 22, 2016 minutes. Carried 4-0 with 2 absent.

5.

REVIEW AB3030 NOMINATIONS:
Ryan Teubert reviewed the three applications received for the open positions on the AB3030
TAC. The three positions were for a water user from the agricultural sector representing a
private pumper or diverter. They are as follows:
1.
2.
3.

John Chris Henderson for the AP2 position
Wm. Todd Turley for the AP2 position
Ian Turnbull for the AP2 position

Ryan added of the three positions, Chris Henderson is also qualified to fill the AD2 for the
Agricultural Sector and he is willing to accept the AD2 position. This will still leave Todd
Turley and Ian Turnbull for consideration for the AP2 position. The TAC could either make a
recommendation to bring back the topic of the AD2 position for further discussion or make
the recommendation that Staff take this to the Flood Control Board for direction for approval.
Lyle Dawson suggested it was a wise decision to wait until the next meeting to possibly bring
Mr. Henderson in to the AD2 position.
Motion by Lerose Lane to recommend to the Flood Board the position for the AP2 position for
Ian Turnbull for the position, Lyle Dawson second and the motion carried 4-0 with 2 absent.
Page 1
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No approval was made on the position of AD2 position.
It was the consensus to move the AD2 position with Chris Henderson nomination to the next
AB3030 TAC meeting for consideration.
Ryan Teubert encouraged the members to reach out for anyone who would qualify for the
position of Natural Resources. Currently, no applications have been received.
6.

GROUNDWATER AND DROUGHT UPDATES
Ryan Teubert presented information on fall groundwater levels and current drought
conditions.

7.

TEHAMA COUNTY GROUNDWATER SUSTAINABILITY AGENCY - UPDATE
Ryan Teubert discussed the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act by saying DWR
released a draft Water Available for Replenishment Document. Also best management
practices guidance documents were released including monitoring, standards and sites and
various other items of interest. At a future date, Staff will request a presentation by DWR to
this Committee.
Ryan continued with the updated 118 Bulletin by DWR with a modification to the Northern
part of the County.
The Groundwater Commission has met three times since November. Overviews of agencies
and GSA information as well as Brown Act regulations.
Staff updated the Committee on the Groundwater Sustainability Agencies in the surrounding
counties. Shasta County has six eligible GSA’s that are coordinating on the creation of a
GSA to manage the two subbasins.
Glenn County is working with a facilitator to coordinate multiple agencies within the Colusa
subbasin into a single GSA.
Butte County’s facilitator held several workshops with potential GSA’s. Potential GSA’s are
working on the MOU documents to resolve their overlap issues.
DWR has made minor line adjustments to maps with better data and technology. The small
portion of the Battle Creek Subbasin was included in this alignment. The boundary was
realigned to the centerline of Battle Creek, putting approximately 1,000 acres, known as
Bloody Island, into the Millville subbasin. This will require us to have some type of MOU with
Shasta County if it remains this way. Shasta is interested in an adjustment to put it back
prior to the update by DWR.
Staff continued with the City of Red Bluff process of updating their Urban Water Management
Plan which must be completed every 5-years and required for urban water suppliers serving
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over 3,000 connections or over 3,000 af. per year. The plans project out 25-years and detail
where the water will come from considering projected growth as well as setting specific
conservation targets.
8.

SWRCB FLOW PROPOSAL LETTER
Ryan Teubert provided a presentation on a letter by the County opposing the State Water
Resources Control Board’s proposal to increase unimpaired flows on the Sacramento River
into the Delta. The Board is pursuing the update in two phases. Phase I will set water
quality standards for the major tributaries to the San Joaquin River and its tributaries. Phase
II will set enforceable flow standards for the Sacramento River and its tributaries. The nine
counties listed have opposed this project. Efforts to achieve groundwater sustainability
would become more difficult if not impossible to achieve.

9.

ADJOURN
With no further business, the meeting adjourned at 2:48PM
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AB3030 Technical Advisory Committee
Meeting Date: May 22, 2017
Department: AB3030 Technical Advisory Committee
Prepared By: Ryan Teubert
Preparer Phone: 530-385-1462
Preparer Email: rteubert@tcpw.ca.gov

Sustainable Groundwater Management Act - Update
Requested Action(s)
Informational update regarding the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA)
A.
Update on recent Groundwater Sustainability Agency (GSA) activities.
B.
Update on GSA status in surrounding counties
C.
Sacramento Valley Subsidence Network Resurvey
D.
SGMA Technical Support Contract
E.
GSA State Funding Grant

Background Information:
A.
Update on recent activities related to the Tehama County GSA including recent
and future meeting agenda topics, Board approval of Groundwater Commission
Bylaws, and development of a Groundwater Sustainable Plan (GSP) timeline.
B.

Brief update on the status of Groundwater Sustainability Agencies (GSA) in
surrounding counties:
Shasta County - Six eligible GSA's are coordinating on the creation of a
GSA to manage the two subbasins located within Shasta County. They
feel confident that they will have a GSA in place by the June 30, 2017
deadline.
Glenn County -Continues working with a facilitator to coordinate the
multiple agencies within the Glenn County portion of the Colusa
subbasin into a single multi-agency GSA. Glenn County is still working
with the Glenn Colusa Irrigation District to come to an agreement on
their overlap concerns within the Glenn County portion of the Corning
subbasin.These two agencies are also working with the Glenn Ground
Water District which may elect to become a GSA once fully formed.
Glenn County GSA eligible agencies are working with the GSA eligible
agencies in the West Butte Subbasin to see if an agreement can be
reached.
Butte County - Potential GSA’s are still working to resolve their overlap
issues, allowing them to meet the June 30, 2017 deadline. The GSA
eligible entities will continue working on finalizing their governance
structure once the requirements of the deadline are met. The County
plans on removing its coverage from the City of Chico and the Rock
Creek Reclamation District boundaries, thereby eliminating the overlap
issues within the Vina Subbasin.

(ID # 10157)
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C.

County Staff is currently participating in the resurvey of the Sacramento Valley
Subsidence monitoring network which will be occurring in May and June.

D.

Staff is working with a consultant to develop a contract to provide a high-level
SGMA sustainability risk assessment of the 6 undesirable results in relation to
the Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) requirements and develop a work
plan and budget for implementing a GSP.

E.

DWR recently released the draft Proposal Solicitation Package (PSP) for
Groundwater Sustainability Plans and Projects. The total funding to be awarded
is 86.3 million with the grant proposals being due in the fall/winter of 2017. The
Tehama County GSA has 7 subbasins eligible for this program, 5 are totally
within the GSA boundaries and 2 extend into surrounding counties. Staff will be
reviewing the PSP and will provide further details on the subject in August.

Attachment List:
DWR SGMA Planning Grant Program
Scope_of_work
(PDF)
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TEHAMA COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
SGMA TECHNICAL SUPPORT SERVICES
SCOPE OF WORK
Davids Engineering (DE) will provide the following services:
Task 1. SGMA Sustainability Risk Assessment
DE will perform a high-level assessment of the need to address each of the six undesirable results
identified by Sustainable Groundwater Management Act of 2014 (SGMA) for the ten (10) groundwater
subbasins within Tehama County subject to the Act. The work will include the following subtasks:
1.1. Based on Department of Water Resources (DWR) groundwater levels downloaded from the
Groundwater Information Center (GIC), DE will calculate 2008-2016 changes in groundwater storage
for the 10 subbasins occurring within the District. DWR groundwater level data does not cover all
subbasins fully, so calculated changes in storage may not reveal total storage changes. To the
extent that data is available for 2017, it will be incorporated into the analysis.
1.2. DE will review available groundwater quality information and analyses by others, and describe
previously identified water quality issues and concerns within the District.
1.3. DE will review available land subsidence information pertinent to the District.
1.4. DE will prepare a map depicting the change in groundwater elevation based on data utilized for Task
1.1.
1.5. DE will utilize data from the GIC, DE will plot hydrographs for at least one groundwater well in each
subbasin that generally represents conditions in that subbasin (minimum of 10 subbasins and wells).
1.6. DE will update an existing PowerPoint template developed for Colusa, Butte, and Glenn counties to
prepare a presentation specific to the District to convey DE’s opinions regarding SGMA-related risks
and challenges.
1.7. DE will participate in a SGMA stakeholder meeting in Red Bluff on a mutually agreed date and time.
(Assumes that both the Risk Assessment and Work Plan will be presented by Davids Engineering at
one meeting in Red Bluff).
Task 2. SGMA Work Plan Development
DE will prepare a draft work plan to identify required tasks and guide the process of preparing and
implementing a Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) within the District. It is anticipated that the work
plan will be updated by the District over time as implementation of SGMA proceeds. The work will
include the following subtasks:
2.1. DE will inventory, assess, and describe ongoing Tehama County Groundwater Sustainability Agency
(GSA) SGMA-related activities.
2.2. In a matrix format, DE will describe tasks comprising development of a District-wide GSP according
to adopted GSP regulations. DE will develop budgetary-level estimates of completion costs by task.
2.3. DE will develop a preliminary GSP schedule identifying dependencies between tasks, and a relative
schedule showing the sequence in which tasks can or will need to be performed.

Davids Engineering, Inc.

1
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2.4. DE will participate in a Tehama County Groundwater Commission meeting to present the Task 1 Risk
Assessment, and the Task 2 draft Work Plan (task matrix) and preliminary schedule.
2.5. Based on Task 2.4 meeting outcomes, DE will prepare a draft Tehama County GSA SGMA Work Plan
describing the tasks to be performed for GSP development, budgetary-level cost estimates by task, and
a task schedule. The Work Plan will be designed primarily to identify funding needs and timing
associated with GSP development to support the District’s budgeting process. The draft Work Plan will
be provided to the County GSA for ongoing refinement by the District moving forward.

Davids Engineering, Inc.

2
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AB3030 Technical Advisory Committee
Meeting Date: May 22, 2017
Department: AB3030 Technical Advisory Committee
Prepared By: Ryan Teubert
Preparer Phone: 530-385-1462
Preparer Email: rteubert@tcpw.ca.gov

State Water Resources Control Board Draft Fee Schedule
Requested Action(s)
Informational presentation on the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) fee
schedule for Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA).

Background Information:
The SWRCB has released their draft fee schedule for those areas not in compliance
with the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act of 2014. These fees will cover the
costs of the SWRCB to manage areas not managed by a Groundwater Sustainability
Agency or are in a probationary groundwater basin.
All of the Groundwater Subbasins within Tehama County are covered by the GSA
and should not be impacted by these fees.
Attachment List:
State Water Board Fact Sheet
SWRCB Letter
(PDF)

(PDF)
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Draft Emergency Regulation for
State Intervention Fees
The Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) requires the State Water Resources Control
Board (State Water Board or Board) to adopt, by emergency regulation, a schedule of fees to cover the
costs associated with state intervention. A draft Emergency Regulation for State Intervention Fees is
available for public comment until April 7, 2017.
SGMA and State Intervention
In 2014, Governor Edmund G. Brown Jr. signed SGMA, which creates a framework for sustainable, local
groundwater management for the first time in California history. SGMA requires the formation of local
groundwater sustainability agencies (GSAs) in California’s high- or medium-priority groundwater basins. 1
GSAs are required to develop groundwater sustainability plans that make basins sustainable within 20
years of implementation. If locals are unable or unwilling to sustainably manage their basin, the State
Water Board is authorized to intervene. State intervention is triggered by one of the following events:
•
•
•
•

July 1, 2017
February 1, 2020
February 1, 2022
February 1, 2025

No GSA for entire basin
Basin is in critical overdraft and there is no plan or DWR fails plan
No plan or DWR fails plan and basin is in long-term overdraft
DWR fails plan and basin has significant surface water depletions

Beginning July 1, 2017, portions of basins not within the service area of a GSA are considered
unmanaged. Any person that extracts groundwater from an unmanaged area must submit annual
reports to the State Water Board. 2 If locals fail to form a GSA, fail to develop an adequate sustainability
plan, or fail to implement the plan successfully, the Board may designate the basin probationary and
directly manage groundwater extractions. 3 Any person who extracts groundwater from a probationary
basin must submit annual reports to the State Water Board, although the Board has discretion to
exclude certain extractors from reporting. 4
Annual reports are due to the Board by December 15 of each year for extractions made during the
previous water year (October 1 - September 30). A report must be submitted for each well and must
identify well owner information, well location, well capacity, monthly extraction volumes, and place(s)
and purpose(s) of use. Extraction volumes must be measured by a method satisfactory to the Board. 5
State Water Board Fee Authority
Any person that files an extraction report must pay a filing fee to cover the Board’s SGMA-related costs. 6
The Board must adopt an emergency regulation specifying the fees. 7 The emergency regulation allows
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the Board to update the fee schedule as necessary to reflect changing conditions and programmatic
costs. These fees will not apply in basins where local implementation of SGMA is successful.
Early Input
In 2016, the State Water Board held outreach meetings and presented fee schedule proposals at local
events to get a better understanding of stakeholder concerns and solicit feedback on how to best
structure the annual fees. The draft emergency regulation incorporates input provided by a range of
stakeholders including local governments, water suppliers, businesses, and individuals.
Levels of State Intervention
The proposed schedule of fees is tied to the “level” of state intervention occurring in a basin. Each level
is associated with particular types of activities increasing staff workloads and other costs.
1. Unmanaged Area: An unmanaged area is a portion of a basin not within the service area of a GSA.
Extractors in unmanaged areas must submit annual reports to the Board. 8 Board staff will have to
identify unmanaged extractors, collect and review reports, verify extraction data, and evaluate the
impact of unmanaged extractors on groundwater conditions in a basin.
2. Probationary Basin: If local failure triggers state intervention, the Board may designate the basin
“probationary.” 9 Extractors in probationary basins are required to submit annual extraction reports
to the Board. 10 In addition to the workload associated with locating extractors in a basin and
managing reports, Board staff will have to evaluate basin conditions and investigate potential
solutions for unsustainable conditions.
3. Interim Plan: In certain cases, the Board will need to directly manage extractions in a basin. In those
instances, the Board must develop an interim plan that contains corrective actions, a timeline to
make the basin sustainable, and a monitoring plan to ensure corrective actions are working. 11
Interim plan activities will significantly increase Board staff workloads.
Proposed Schedule of Fees
Fee Category

Annual Fee Amount

Applicable Parties

Base Filing Fee

$300 per well

All extractors required to report

Unmanaged Area
Rate

$10 per acre-foot,
if metered
$25 per acre-foot,
if unmetered

Extractors in unmanaged areas

Probationary Basin
Rate

$40 per acre-foot

Extractors in probationary basins

Interim Plan Rate

$55 per acre-foot

Extractors in probationary basins where the Board
determines an interim plan is required.

De minimis Fee

$100 per well

Parties that extract, for domestic purposes, two acrefeet or less per year from a probationary basin, If the
Board decides the extractions will likely be significant.

Late Fee

25% of total fee
amount per month late

Extractors that do not file reports by the due date.
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In addition to the annual filing fees detailed on the previous page, the Board has the authority to order
extractors in a probationary basin to prepare and submit technical or monitoring program
reports. Therefore, the costs associated with these reports are not currently included in the proposed
fee schedule. 12
Metered Extraction Discount
To be eligible for the $10 per acre-foot unmanaged area rate, extractors must measure groundwater
extraction volumes with a meter that meets the following requirements:
•
•
•
•
•

The meter must be equipped with a totalizer and permanently attached to the well.
No water use can occur between the point of extraction and the meter.
The meter must be calibrated by a qualified individual to be accurate to within ± five (5) percent by
volume upon installation and at least once every five years.
The meter must be accessible for reading, inspection, testing, repair and replacement.
The meter must be available for inspection by the State Water Board.

Extractors are responsible for the installation and maintenance of meters and all related costs.
Fee Examples
1. The following table highlights how the different levels of state intervention would impact the
annual fees required of a hypothetical 50-acre farm that extracts 175 acre-feet of groundwater
(3.5 acre-feet per acre) each year from a single well:
Intervention Level
Unmanaged Area (metered)
Unmanaged Area (unmetered)
Probationary Basin
Interim Plan

Rate per acre-foot
$10
$25
$40
$55

Total fee
$2,050
$4,675
$7,300
$9,925

Cost per acre
$41
$94
$146
$199

2. The following table highlights how the different levels of state intervention would impact the annual
fees required of a hypothetical municipal water supplier or industrial user extracting 5,000 acre-feet
per year from a single well:
Intervention Level
Unmanaged Area (metered)
Unmanaged Area (unmetered)
Probationary Basin
Interim Plan

Rate per acre-foot
$10
$25
$40
$55

Total fee
$50,300
$125,300
$200,300
$275,300

Simplified Fees for the 2017 Water Year
In an effort to prioritize GSA formation and well registration, and to avoid undue burden to unmanaged
extractors, State Water Board staff is proposing simplified fees for the 2017 Water Year, as detailed on
the following page:
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•
•
•

The annual fee for reports due by December 15, 2017 will be a flat fee of $300.
The late fee for reports due by December 15, 2017 will be $100 for each month late up to a
maximum of $1200 (this is in addition to the $300 annual fee).
If a GSA forms between July 1, 2017 and September 30, 2017, extractors within the GSA service area
are considered unmanaged for the 2017 water year and must report to the Board by December 15,
2017, but the annual fee will be waived.

Based on Board assumptions, the simplified fees would recuperate between $750,000 and $1.9 million.
Annual Fees when a GSA Forms or Dissolves after September 30, 2017
Typically, annual fees will be based on the volume of groundwater extracted during the entire previous
water year. There is an exception for extractors in areas where a GSA forms after September 30, 2017.
These extractors will be required to report for the entire water year, but the annual fee will be limited to
extractions made during the months the extractors were unmanaged. For example, if a GSA forms on
March 15, 2018, extractors in that area will only be charged for extractions made during the entire
months of October 2017 through March 2018. On the other hand, if a GSA rescinds its formation notice
and an extractor is no longer within the management of a GSA after September 30, 2017, the fee will be
based on extractions made during the entire previous water year.
De minimis Extractors
SGMA defines a de minimis extractor as “a person who extracts, for domestic purposes, two-acre feet or
less per year.” 13 A person who extracts two acre-feet or less per year for a non-domestic purpose is not
considered a de minimis extractor. Domestic purposes do not include commercial activities. A person
who extracts more than two acre-feet per year from a parcel is not a de minimis user. De minimis users
are exempt from reporting in unmanaged areas. However, the State Water Board may require de
minimis extractors to report in a probationary basin if necessary. 14
Interim Plans and Groundwater Sustainability Plans
State intervention is intended to temporarily protect groundwater resources until local authorities can
demonstrate their ability and willingness to manage groundwater sustainably. An interim plan is not
intended for permanent management of a basin. Local efforts to address the deficiencies that caused
state intervention will need to be funded by local agencies while groundwater extractors also pay State
Water Board fees; this will likely result in a scenario of extractors paying both local and state fees.
State Water Board Flexibility
SGMA provides the State Water Board with three means of flexibility in the intervention process.
The provisions described below will affect the applicability of the state intervention fees.
1. Areas in compliance with the sustainability goal will be excluded from probation. 15
2. Extractors may be excluded from probationary reporting and related fees. 16
3. Successful elements of a local sustainability plan will be incorporated into an interim plan. 17
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Fee Development Timeline
Event

Schedule*

Release draft emergency regulation for public review and comment

March 8, 2017

State Water Board Workshop on draft emergency regulation

March 21, 2017

Public comment period for draft emergency regulation ends

April 7, 2017

Public release of proposed emergency regulation

May 6, 2017

State Water Board meeting to adopt proposed emergency regulation

May 16, 2017

Submission of adopted emergency regulation to Office of Administrative Law

June 2017

Emergency regulation effective

July 1, 2017

*All dates are subject to change.

SGMA Information and Resources
State Water Board: waterboards.ca.gov/gmp
Department of Water Resources: water.ca.gov/groundwater/sgm
Contact
Jessica Bean, Groundwater Management Program
Email: Jessica.bean@waterboards.ca.gov
Phone: 916-341-5334
References
Basin prioritization information available at water.ca.gov/groundwater/sgm/SGM_BasinPriority.cfm
Water Code Section 5202(a)(2)
3
Water Code Sections 10735.2 and 10735.8
4
Water Code Section 10735.2(c)
5
Water Code Sections 5202 and 5203
6
Water Code Section 5202(f)
7
Water Code Section 1530
8
Water Code Section 5202(a)(2)
9
Water Code Section 10735 et. seq.
10
Water Code Section 5202(a)(1)
11
Water Code Section 10735.8
12
Water Code Section 10736.6
13
Water Code Section 10721(e)
14
Water Code Section 10735.2(c)(2)
15
Water Code Section 10735.2(e)
16
Water Code Section 10735.2(c)
17
Water Code Section 10735.8(e)
1
2
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State Intervention – The State Backstop
Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA)
SGMA and State Intervention
SGMA requires the formation of local groundwater sustainability agencies (GSAs) in California’s high- or
medium-priority groundwater basins. GSAs are required to develop groundwater sustainability plans (plan)
that make basins sustainable within 20 years of implementation. If locals are unable or unwilling to
sustainably manage their basin or subbasin, the State Water Resources Control Board (State Water Board
or Board) can step in to protect groundwater using a process called state intervention. State intervention is
triggered by one of the following events:
Date

Event

July 1, 2017

Entire basin is not covered by GSA(s).

Feb. 1, 2020

Basin is in critical overdraft and there is either 1) no plan or 2) the Department of Water
Resources (DWR) fails the plan.

Feb. 1, 2022

There is either 1) no plan or 2) long-term overdraft and DWR fails the plan.

Feb. 1, 2025

DWR fails plan and basin has significant surface water depletions.

For general SGMA information, visit: www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/gmp/sgma.shtml.
Levels of Intervention
Unmanaged Area
An unmanaged area is a part of a basin not within the management area of a GSA before July 1, 2017.
Anyone that extracts groundwater from an unmanaged area must submit an extraction report to the State
Water Board each year. The first extraction reports are due by Dec. 15, 2017, and must include well
location and capacity, where the water was used, purpose of use, and monthly extraction volumes.
Probationary Basin
If local agencies fail to form a GSA, fail to develop an adequate sustainability plan, or fail to implement the
plan successfully, the State Water Board may designate the entire basin probationary. Anyone who
extracts groundwater from a probationary basin, including extractors under the management of a GSA,
must file extraction reports with the Board unless the Board decides to exclude certain types of extractions.
The Board may require the use of a meter to measure extractions and reporting of additional information.
Interim Plan
The State Water Board will allow local agencies time to fix the issues in the basin that led to probation.
If local agencies are unable to fix those issues, the Board will develop an interim plan to directly manage
groundwater extractions. An interim plan will contain corrective actions, a timeline to make the basin
sustainable, and a monitoring plan to ensure corrective actions are working.
Extraction Reports
Well owners must ensure extraction reports are submitted to the State Water Board by Dec. 15 of each
year for extractions made during the previous water year (Oct. 1 – Sep. 30). An extraction report is
required for each well and must include monthly pumping data. Extractions must be measured by a
method satisfactory to the Board. Extraction reports must be submitted online through the Board’s
website. For more information about extraction reports, visit
www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/gmp/reporting.shtml.
Page 1 of 2
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Intervention Fees
Each extraction report must be accompanied by a fee to cover State Water Board intervention costs. The
draft fees for state intervention are detailed below.
Fee Category*

Annual Fee

Applicable Parties

Base Filing Fee

$300 per well

All extractors required to report.

$25 per acre-foot

Extractors in unmanaged areas. If extractors use a meter to
measure extractions the rate is $10 per acre-foot.

$40 per acre-foot

Extractors in probationary basins.

$55 per acre-foot

Extractors in probationary basins where the Board
determines an interim plan is required.

De minimis Fee

$100 per well

A well owner that extracts two acre-feet or less per year for
domestic purposes in a probationary basin, if the Board
decides these extractions are significant.

Late Fee

25% of total fee
per month

Extractors that do not file reports by the due date.

Unmanaged
Rate
Probationary
Rate
Interim Plan
Rate

*Draft fees are subject to change. Additional information available at waterboards.ca.gov/gmp.
Meters and Groundwater Management
The State Water Board can require the installation of meters in a probationary basin. The need for meters
will depend on local conditions and the level of intervention required in the basin. The State Water Board is
likely to require meters in the development of an interim plan, in order to develop corrective actions and
verify compliance with pumping restrictions. Extractors will be responsible for installing and maintaining
meters and paying the related costs – although it is unlikely that the Board would require meters for de
minimis users (see below).
De minimis Users
A well owner who extracts two acre-feet or less per year from a parcel for domestic purposes is a de
minimis user. Domestic purposes do not include commercial activities. A well owner that extracts more
than two acre-feet per year from a parcel is not a de minimis user. De minimis users in unmanaged areas
are exempt from reporting. However, the State Water Board can require reporting by de minimis users in
probationary basins if necessary to manage the basin.
Interim Plans and Groundwater Sustainability Plans
State intervention is intended to temporarily protect groundwater. An interim plan is not intended to
permanently manage a basin and is not designed to replace a groundwater sustainability plan. To regain
local control, local agencies will have to demonstrate their ability and willingness to manage groundwater
sustainably and address the issues that caused state intervention.
For More Information
Additional information on SGMA and state intervention is available at the State Water Board website:
www.waterboards.ca.gov/gmp or the DWR website: www.water.ca.gov/groundwater/sgm.
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Frequently Asked Questions on Groundwater Sustainability Agencies
State Water Resources Control Board
The 2014 Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) requires the formation of
groundwater sustainability agencies (GSAs) in high- and medium-priority groundwater basins
and subbasins (basins) by June 30, 2017. The following provides general guidance on some
frequently asked questions about GSA formation, and will be updated as necessary. This
document offers non-binding, advisory opinions. It is not a declaratory decision and does not
bind the State Water Resources Control Board (State Water Board or Board) in any future
decision. The information provided here supplements additional frequently asked questions
about GSAs that the Department of Water Resources (DWR) has responded to (available on
DWR’s Sustainable Groundwater Management website:
http://www.water.ca.gov/groundwater/sgm/gsa.cfm).

Contents:
1. Must the county provide notice if it is accepting its presumed status as the groundwater
sustainability agency for an unmanaged area? ................................................................... 1
2. How can a county prevent an unmanaged area from being subject to reporting of
extractions and payment of fees to the State Water Board if the county cannot determine
which areas will be unmanaged as of July 1, 2017? ............................................................ 4
3. Can a county file a notice to be the GSA for unmanaged areas or opt-out of being the GSA
for unmanaged areas, prior to July 1, 2017? ....................................................................... 5
4. Must a local agency become the GSA for a basin if a local agency has submitted an
alternative plan pursuant to Water Code section 10733.6? ................................................. 5
5. How will the State Water Board respond regarding GSA overlap that occurred prior to
Senate Bill 13 (SB 13) becoming effective? ........................................................................ 5
6. Which local agencies are eligible to be GSAs? ................................................................... 6
7. How can a water corporation regulated by the California Public Utilities Commission or a
mutual water company participate in a GSA? ...................................................................... 6
8. What happens if the 90-day waiting period to become an exclusive GSA has not expired by
June 30, 2017? .................................................................................................................... 7

1. Must the county provide notice if it is accepting its presumed status as the
groundwater sustainability agency for an unmanaged area?
Yes. Water Code Section 10724 establishes a presumption that the county is the groundwater
sustainability agency (GSA) for unmanaged areas of a basin. Unmanaged areas are the nonadjudicated portions of high- or medium-priority basins where, as of June 30, 2017, either no
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local agency has filed a GSA formation notice with the Department of Water Resources (DWR),
or multiple local agencies filed overlapping notices such that none of the agencies become the
GSA1. A county that does not opt out of its status as the presumed GSA must notify DWR of its
intent to be the GSA in the unmanaged areas. The county’s decision to become a GSA is
effective upon acceptance of a complete GSA formation notice by DWR. The current status of
posted GSA notices are shown on DWR’s SGMA Portal website:
http://sgma.water.ca.gov/portal/#gsa
The county’s presumptive role can be summarized as follows:




If an area is unmanaged, a county should notify DWR whether it wants to be the GSA by
July 1, 2017, or soon thereafter.
If two or more local agencies overlap, the combined area will be deemed unmanaged as
of July 1, 2017, and the county can become the exclusive GSA by filing a notice with
DWR.
If a county is creating or contributing to the overlap, the county does not become the
presumptive GSA. SGMA requires the agencies to resolve the conflict. Until they do so,
the area will be deemed unmanaged.

Below are four examples applying the presumption and notice provisions of Water Code section
10724 in different scenarios:
Example A: An area in which no local agency has filed to be the GSA.
If, as of June 30, 2017, no local agency has filed a notice with DWR of its intent to be the GSA,
the area is unmanaged. The county is presumed to be the GSA for the unmanaged area. The
county must either opt-out of its presumptive role or file a GSA formation notice with DWR. The
notification of intent to be the GSA must include all of the information required by Water Code
section 10723.8, subdivision (a). Upon acceptance of the complete notice by DWR, the county
becomes the exclusive GSA for the unmanaged area. There is no 90-day waiting period for the
county’s intent to become the GSA to take effect. Alternatively, the county may opt-out of its
presumptive role by notifying DWR that it will not be the GSA for the unmanaged area.
Unless the county becomes the GSA for an unmanaged area by filing a GSA formation notice
with DWR, groundwater extractors in the unmanaged area will be required to report extractions
and pay fees to the State Water Board pursuant to Water Code Section 5202.
Example B: A local agency and a county have filed to be a GSA and all or a portion of their
proposed management areas overlap.
If a local agency and a county both file notices with DWR to be a GSA for a basin, and all or a
portion of their proposed management areas overlap as of June 30, 2017, neither the local
agency nor the county become a GSA. As a result, the proposed management areas of the
county and the local agency are unmanaged.
In this situation, the county cannot immediately act upon the presumption that it is the GSA for
the unmanaged area. The county has two alternatives. The county and the local agency may
1

Please see question below pertaining to Senate Bill 13 (SB 13) and overlap that occurred prior to January 1, 2016.
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resolve their conflict and, if necessary, file a new notice with non-overlapping boundaries.
Otherwise, the county can withdraw its posted notice so that it may file an amended notice,
expressing its intent to be the GSA pursuant to Water Code section 10724. Upon withdrawal or
modification of the county’s original posted notice, however, overlap with the local agency is
eliminated and the local agency will become the exclusive GSA for the area that it proposed to
manage if the 90-day waiting period set by Water Code section 10723.8, subdivision (c), has
expired. The county may file a new or amended notice with DWR of its intent to manage any
remaining unmanaged areas pursuant to Water Code section 10724. Upon acceptance of the
county’s new or amended notice by DWR, the county becomes the exclusive GSA for the
unmanaged area. There is no 90-day waiting period for the county’s intent to become the GSA
to take effect.
If the overlap is not resolved through withdrawal or amendment of either agency’s notice,
extractors in the unmanaged area will be required to report extractions and pay fees to the State
Water Board pursuant to Water Code Section 5202.
Example C: Two local agencies have filed to be a GSA and all or a portion of their proposed
management areas overlap.
If two local agencies file notices with DWR to be a GSA for the basin, and all or a portion of their
proposed management areas overlap as of June 30, 2017, neither of the local agencies will
become a GSA. As a result, the proposed management areas of both local agencies will be
unmanaged.
The county is presumed to be the GSA for the unmanaged area. The county must either optout of the presumption or file a GSA formation notice with DWR. The notification of intent to be
the GSA must include all of the information required by Water Code section 10723.8,
subdivision (a). Upon acceptance of the complete notice by DWR, the county becomes the
exclusive GSA for the unmanaged area. There is no 90-day waiting period for the county’s
intent to become the GSA to take effect. Alternatively, the county may opt-out of the
presumption by notifying DWR that it will not be the GSA for the unmanaged area.
Unless the county becomes the GSA for an unmanaged area by filing a GSA formation notice
with DWR, extractors in the unmanaged area will be required to report extractions and pay fees
to the State Water Board pursuant to Water Code Section 5202.
Example D: Two local agencies and a county have filed to be a GSA and all or a portion of their
proposed management areas overlap.
If two local agencies and a county file notices with DWR to be a GSA for the basin, and all or a
portion of their proposed management areas overlap as of June 30, 2017, neither of the local
agencies nor the county will become a GSA. As a result, the proposed management areas of
both local agencies and the county will be unmanaged.
In this situation, the county cannot immediately act upon the presumption that it is the GSA for
the unmanaged area as it already has a notice posted. If the county intends to exercise its
presumption pursuant to Water Code section 10724 as the GSA for unmanaged areas, it must
first withdraw its posted notice. Because the overlap of the other local agencies is not
eliminated by the county’s withdrawal, any area within their proposed GSA management areas
remains unmanaged as described in Example C.
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Unlike Example B, once the county has withdrawn its posted overlapping notice, it is presumed
to be the GSA for the unmanaged area and must either opt-out of its presumptive role as the
GSA for the area or file a notice with DWR of its intent to be the GSA. The GSA formation
notice must include all of the information required by Water Code section 10723.8, subdivision
(a). Upon acceptance of the notice by DWR, the county becomes the exclusive GSA for the
unmanaged area. There is no 90-day waiting period for the county’s intent to become the GSA
to take effect.
Alternatively, the county may opt-out of its presumptive role by notifying DWR that it will not be
the GSA for the unmanaged area. As in Example C, if the overlap is not resolved through
withdrawal or amendment of either agency’s notice and the county opts out, extractors in the
unmanaged area will be required to report extractions and pay fees to the State Water Board
pursuant to Water Code Section 5202.
Recommendation:
SGMA is written to encourage counties to become the GSA for unmanaged areas in their basin,
but it does not require them to do so. Accordingly, a county should notify DWR whether or not it
intends to become the GSA for any unmanaged areas within its jurisdiction prior to July 1, 2017,
or as soon as possible thereafter.
2. How can a county prevent an unmanaged area from being subject to reporting of
extractions and payment of fees to the State Water Board if the county cannot
determine which areas will be unmanaged as of July 1, 2017?
The Board recognizes the timing constraints associated with publicly noticing a meeting of the
county board of supervisors and ensuring the public is appropriately informed. The Board also
acknowledges that information on the extent of unmanaged areas may not be available until
July 15, 2017 – the date when DWR is required to have posted all the notices it has received to
its internet website.
The Board will work with DWR to identify unmanaged areas as soon as possible after
July 1, 2017. The Board intends to send a letter to each county notifying it of the presence of
unmanaged areas within its jurisdiction. The letter may include a date after which the Board will
enforce reporting requirements if the county has not filed a notice pursuant to Water Code
Section 10723.8, subdivision (a) of its intent to be the GSA. The Board may also investigate
whether to begin proceedings to declare the basin probationary pursuant to Water Code section
10735.2, subdivision (a)(1).
To become the GSA for an unmanaged area, the county must provide notification to DWR that
includes the information required by Water Code section 10723.8, subdivision (a). This
information includes the county’s service area boundaries, the boundaries of the basin or the
portion of the basin that the county intends to manage, other agencies managing groundwater
within the basin, a copy of any new bylaws, ordinances, or new authorities adopted by the
county related to the management of groundwater in the basin, and a list of interested parties
with an explanation of how their interests will be considered in the development and operation of
the GSA and the development and implementation of the groundwater sustainability plan. This
information may require several months to compile, and the State Water Board urges any
county that may be the presumptive GSA to begin the process early. Lack of preparation by a
county will not prevent the Board from beginning its intervention process. These actions are
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being described to ensure counties and local agencies can begin appropriate actions to form
GSAs in a timely fashion.

3. Can a county file a notice to be the GSA for unmanaged areas or opt-out of being the
GSA for unmanaged areas, prior to July 1, 2017?
The presumption in Water Code 10724 does not take effect until July 1, 2017, but the county
can file a notice expressing its intent to be the GSA for unmanaged areas prior to July 1, 2017.
If the county files a notice expressing its intent to be the GSA for unmanaged areas prior to
July 1, 2017, the county will become the exclusive GSA on July 1, 2017 for those areas for
which either: 1) no local agency has filed a notice of intent to be the GSA or 2) more than one
local agency has filed a notice of intent to manage all or a portion of the same area. The county
may later withdraw its notice and submit a new or amended notice if the county decides to alter
the boundaries of the area that it intends to manage, for example, if the county decides to allow
another local agency to be the GSA for all or a portion of the area the county was managing.
The county may also file a notice of its intent not to be the GSA for any unmanaged areas prior
to July 1, 2017. Extractors in unmanaged areas within the county will be required to report
extractions and pay fees to the State Water Board pursuant to Water Code Section 5202. The
county may withdraw its notice if it later decides to be the GSA for an unmanaged area.

4. Must a local agency become the GSA for a basin if a local agency has submitted an
alternative plan pursuant to Water Code section 10733.6?
SGMA allows an area to forego formation of a GSA if an alternative plan is submitted and
approved as meeting the objectives of SGMA. If an alternative is approved by DWR, extractors
in the basin are not subject to reporting pursuant to Water Code section 5202.
If an alternative is disapproved by DWR or withdrawn and the area is not within the
management area of a GSA, the county is presumed to be the GSA for the unmanaged area.
The county must either opt-out of the presumption or file a notice with DWR of its intent to be
the GSA. Unless the county becomes the GSA for the area by filing a GSA formation notice
with DWR, extractors in the unmanaged area will be subject to extraction reporting requirements
and fees pursuant to Water Code Section 5202 upon withdrawal or disapproval of an
alternative. The Board may also designate the basin as probationary 180 days after the date
the alternative was disapproved. (Wat. Code sect. 10735.2(a)(1)(C)).

5. How will the State Water Board respond regarding GSA overlap that occurred prior to
Senate Bill 13 (SB 13) becoming effective?
Prior to January 1, 2016, SGMA did not clearly identify when a local agency’s decision to
become a groundwater sustainability agency took effect and whether more than one local
agency could become a groundwater sustainability agency for the same area. As amended by
Senate Bill 13, effective January 1, 2016, Water Code section 10723.8 clarifies that a local
agency’s decision to become a groundwater sustainability agency does not take effect if, within
the 90-day notice period, another local agency submits an overlapping notification of intent to
undertake groundwater management in all or a portion of the same area.
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Because the statute was not clear prior to its amendment, the State Water Board will consider
areas with GSA overlap that occurred prior to the effective date of SB 13 on January 1, 2016, to
be groundwater sustainability agencies for the areas identified in notices submitted to DWR.
The reporting requirements of Water Code section 5202, subdivision (a)(2), will not apply to a
person who extracts groundwater within the management areas of these agencies.
Uncoordinated planning and management of the same area by multiple groundwater
sustainability agencies may be the basis for designation of the basin as probationary pursuant
to Water Code section 10735.2, subdivision (a)(1)(B). Multiple plans for the same basin that are
implemented by multiple groundwater sustainability agencies are also required to be
coordinated pursuant to a single coordination agreement to satisfy Water Code section 10727,
subdivision (b).

6. Which local agencies are eligible to be GSAs?
Any local public agency that has water supply, water management, or land use responsibilities
within a groundwater basin can decide to become a GSA. A single local agency can decide to
become a GSA, or a combination of local agencies can decide to form a GSA by using a joint
powers agreement, a memorandum of agreement (MOA), or other legal agreement. The State
Water Board has sent several letters to entities who requested clarification on GSA eligibility;
these letters are available on the State Water Board’s website at
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/gmp/eligibility.shtml.
Wat. Code, §§ 10721, 10723, 10723.6, 10723.8, & 10726.8.
7. How can a water corporation regulated by the California Public Utilities Commission
or a mutual water company participate in a GSA?
Only local public agencies can become or form a GSA. However, a water corporation regulated
by the California Public Utilities Commission or a mutual water company may participate in a
GSA through a MOA or other legal agreement. The structure of an agreement that allows
participation by private water entities is up to the GSA to determine, but that agreement must be
in compliance with applicable laws governing agreements between public and private entities.
SGMA does not confer any additional powers to a nongovernmental agency.
Some mutual water companies have proposed to participate in a GSA by entering a joint
powers agreement with other local agencies. Unlike water corporations, mutual water
companies may enter into a joint powers agreement with one or more public agencies for the
purpose of jointly exercising any power common to the contracting parties. (Gov. Code, §
6525.) However, only local public agencies are authorized by Water Code section 10723.6 to
form a GSA using a joint powers agreement. Furthermore, an agency created by a joint powers
agreement holds only those powers that are common to its signatory members. Because a
mutual water company does not have the independent authority to become a GSA, a JPA that
includes a mutual water company as a signatory member also lacks the authority to become a
GSA.
This does not foreclose a mutual water company from participating in a GSA that has been
formed by a joint powers agreement. Although it cannot be a signatory member, a mutual water
company may participate in the governance of a GSA if the members agree to grant it a seat on
the governing board. An example of a joint powers authority that includes representatives of
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local mutual water companies on its governing board is the Sacramento Central Groundwater
Authority, whose joint powers agreement is available here:
http://www.scgah2o.org/documents/Sacramento%20Central%20JPA.pdf.
Note that groundwater extractors not located within a valid GSA as of July 1, 2017, are required
to report extractions and pay fees to the State Water Board.
Wat. Code, §§ 5202, 10723 & 10723.6; Gov. Code, § 6525.

8. What happens if the 90-day waiting period to become an exclusive GSA has not
expired by June 30, 2017?
The State Water Board will not intervene in a basin in which the entire basin is within the
management area of a GSA, even if the 90-day notice period for a GSA to become the
exclusive GSA for that area has not expired by June 30, 2017. If another local agency files a
notification of decision to become a GSA for all or a portion of the same area within a basin,
such that neither decision to become a GSA will take effect after the 90-day notice period, the
basin is subject to state intervention. Wat. Code, §§ 10723.8, subd. (c) & 10735.2(a).

Packet Pg. 28

AB3030 Technical Advisory Committee
Meeting Date: May 22, 2017
Department: AB3030 Technical Advisory Committee
Prepared By: Ryan Teubert
Preparer Phone: 530-385-1462
Preparer Email: rteubert@tcpw.ca.gov

Presentation on Groundwater Sustainability Plan Regulations
Requested Action(s)
Informational presentation on the Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) Regulations
required by the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) of 2014.

Background Information:
SGMA was approved in September of 2014 and became law on January 1, 2015.
SGMA legislation directed DWR to develop regulations pertaining to the development of
Groundwater Sustainability Plans. DWR finalized the GSP regulations in June of 2016.
Staff will be presenting a high level overview of the GSP regulations. Additional
information can be found on DWR's Groundwater Sustainability Plan Emergency
Regulations website.
Attachment List:
DWR Sustainable Groundwater Management Act
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AB3030 Technical Advisory Committee
Meeting Date: May 22, 2017
Department: AB3030 Technical Advisory Committee
Prepared By: Ryan Teubert
Preparer Phone: 530-385-1462
Preparer Email: rteubert@tcpw.ca.gov

Presentation of Documents for Commissioner Review
Requested Action(s)
Informational presentation on documents that would be beneficial for Commissioners to
review.

Background Information:
The following documents can be downloaded/viewed on the Department of Water
Resources Groundwater Information Centers web page:
 NASA Progress Report: Subsidence in California, March 2015 - September 2016
 California’s Groundwater, Bulletin 118 Interim Update 2016
 Final Best Management Practices
o Best Management Practices Framework Document
o BMP: 1 Monitoring Protocols, Standards, and Sites
o BMP: 2 Monitoring Networks and Identification of Data Gaps
o BMP: 3 Hydrogeological Conceptual Model
o BMP: 4 Water Budget
o BMP: 5 Modeling
 Guidance Documents
o Preparation Checklist for GSP Submittal
o GSP Annotated Outline
Attachment List:
DWR Groundwater Information Center
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AB3030 Technical Advisory Committee
Meeting Date: May 22, 2017
Department: AB3030 Technical Advisory Committee
Prepared By: Ryan Teubert
Preparer Phone: 530-385-1462
Preparer Email: rteubert@tcpw.ca.gov

Groundwater and Drought Updates
Requested Action(s)
Informational presentation on spring groundwater levels and current drought conditions.

Background Information:
Presentation on spring groundwater levels and current drought conditions.
Tehama County groundwater monitoring information can be viewed on the District's
website.
Attachment List:
District Website

(ID # 10159)
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AB3030 Technical Advisory Committee
Meeting Date: May 22, 2017
Department: AB3030 Technical Advisory Committee
Prepared By: Ryan Teubert
Preparer Phone: 530-385-1462
Preparer Email: rteubert@tcpw.ca.gov

Discussion on Future Agenda Topics
Requested Action(s)
Direction from Commissioners on future agenda topics related to SGMA.

Background Information:
Staff is interested in gaining direction from Commissioners concerning any topics they
would like additional information on related to SGMA.
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