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SGMA Governance Examples

Of134basins
1 64 covered by ainglemanagement entity(5 of which are critically overdrafted)
o In29basinsmultiple agenciesametogether under a JPA or MOA to form a
single, basinwide GSA
1 70 managed bynultiple entities (16 of which are critically overdrafted)
0 49 basins with multiple GSAs
0 8basins covered by alternative plans submitted by multiple entities or where
multiple GSAs have also formed
0 13 basins covered by a combination of an adjudication, one or more GSAs,
andor unmanaged areas

Examples of multiple GSAs working together to develop a single GSP
Paso Robles Cooperative Committee

Type MOATfor 5 GSAsn SLO CountfdPA + City + Counties + CsBisigle GSP
1 Vote and costshare weighted by historical water usage.
Yes-each GSA as its own management area

GSAsoverthe portion of thePaso Basiwithin San Luis Obispo County:

1 City of Paso Robles

1 San MigueCommunity Services Distri@NICSD)

1 Heritage Ranch Community Services DistHRCSD

1 ShandorSan Juan Water District (SSJWD

1 County of San Luis Obispo
Hlige=lerEis: The GSAs within the Paso Bggixcept for @linasValleyBasinGSA
collaboratively developed a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) for the
purpose of establishing the Paso Basin Cooperative Committee to de\
a single GSP over the portion of the Paso Basin within San Luis Obisg
County. The MOA is intended serve as an efficient tool to guide the
GSAs in completing practical and acceptable GIReMOA will
automatically terminateu pon DWR’ s approval o

\/elilg[e! Weightedvoting - The vote of each member is weighted to reflect
historical proportional use of gw in the basin and represent proportion:
responsibility to take care of the gw resource. These percentages
represent how much cost in money, time and effort each party must
proportionally expend in creating an acceptable GSP and later in
implementing that Plan:

o City: 15%

0 SMCSD: 3%

Structure


http://slocountywater.org/site/Water%20Resources/SGMA/paso/pdf/PRB-CC-Agenda-20171018.pdf
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o HRCSD: 1%
0 SSJWD: 20%
o SLGCounty: 61%

Voting Thresholds
0 Any action or recommendation requires affirmative vote@Po
o The following requires 400%vote:
o0 Adopt the GSP or adopt an amendment to the GSP
o A recommendation that the Parties amend this MOA

If there is a recusal, voting percentages are allocated pro rata to
determine whether the requisite 67%/100% threshold is met. An absetr
does not resulin pro rata distribution.

Cost Share Per above ¥dMany conversations to come to agreemeBta c h par
financial obligation (money, time, and effort) for GSP development anc
SGMA implementation reflects historical proportional use of gw in the
basin(based on multiple factors, such as land use, equity, acreage,
population, etc)

It is expected that each of the Parties will contributekind staff support;
therefore annual budgets will not include the staff or overhead costs o
any Party associates thiparticipation in the MOA.

Other Notes

Chowchilla Subbasin

Type MOU - Multiple GSAs, one GSHth management areas
1 Cost share based on acreage
1 Budget must be approved by all parties
1 Majority vote of parties to the MOU is required tdevelop
recommendations(1 vote/party), which must then be approved
by each GSA boarnd order to become effective

Mgmt Areas? S

Chowchilla Water District (CWD)
County of Madera

County of Merced

Triangle T Water District

Sierra Vista Mutual Water Company

= =4 —a A 2


http://maderacountyca.iqm2.com/Citizens/FileOpen.aspx?Type=4&ID=5099&MeetingID=1158
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Voting

Structure

slifeleczlonEiol: * WHEREAS, the Parties desire, t

development of a single GSP for the ChioMa Subbasin, and for
all ocation of costs related to

The Parties intend that the process and procedures for implementatior
the GSP will be defined in the GSP, or in a separate agreement which
supersede this MOU.

The Parties intend to allow any individual GSA that is a party to this
Agreement to implement the GSP within its boundaries, and intend to
work together to coordinate such implementation in accordance with t
requirements of SGMA.

The Parties intend thatothing in this MOU will serve to limit, or

ot herwise interfere with a resp
own internal matters as recognized by SGMA, including, but not limite:
a Party’s rights and powtdess as
groundwater supplies, facilities, operations, water management, water
supply matters, or anything els
other authority.

The Parties intend through this MOU to cooperate to obtain and share
costs related taonsulting, administrative, and management services
needed to efficiently develop a GSP, to conduct outreach to other bas|
agencies and private parties, and to identify mechanisms for the
management and funding commitments reasonably anticipated to be
necessary for the purposes of this MOU.

This MOU will be administered by the Parties throughfdwisory
Committeg consisting of one member and one alternate from each of-
GSAs that are Parties to this Agreement and onevaimg memler and
one nonvoting alternate from each of the Parties that are not a GSA.

TheCommittee developsecommendationsbased on an agreement of
themajorityof t he commi ttee’ s members
of the GSAs is then required to approve those recommendations prior
them becoming effective.

The Parties will designate an administrative and fiscal agent(s) from
among themselves to schedule niegs, prepare agendas, meeting note
collect payments from the Parties, and pay obligations approved by th
Parties.
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Cost Share The Committee will develop a recommended budget for the creation o
the GSP, and sudiudget must be approved by all of thParties to
become effective

Costs are allocated proportionately based on gross acreage of each

t I NI @ Qa Theglagsrcrddde ®f Madera and Merced County st
not include the acreage of any other Party to this Agreement that lies
within the jurisdit¢ional borders of the respective county.

Contact

Other Notes Term: This MOU is effective until all GSAs have approved the GSP or
separate agreement.

Withdrawal: A Party may withdraw from the MOU with 90 days written
notice to the other Parties, providetiat the withdrawing Party will
remain responsible for its proportionate share of any obligation or liabi
duly incurred under this MOU, and previously approved by the
withdrawing Party.

Turlock
Type 2 GSAs developing a single GSP via MOU

Link http://www.turlockgba.org(Garner to send Julia a copy of the MOU)

Mgmt Areas?

Duration This provision shall be revisited by the Parties upon completion of the
or 2022, whichever is earlier.

This Agreement shall remain in place and all applicable provisions sha
remain in effect, in the event the Parties determine it is not possible to
develop a single GSP pursuant to this Agreement. In that instance, the
Parties may develop separate, mulepgbSPs and continue to collaborate
and work together as necessary to comply with SGMA and develop a

Coordination Agreement as required by SGMA.

East Turlock Subbasin GSA + West Turlock Subbasin GSA

About West Turlock Subbasin GSPie West Turlock Subbasin GSA
(WTSGSA) isJ&A Member agencies include theies of Turlock, Ceres,
HughsonModesto, Stanislaus and Merced countid3enair Community
Sevwices District, Delhi and Hilmar county water districts, and the Turlo
Irrigation District. Associate members include the City of Waterford,



http://www.turlockgba.org/
https://sgma.water.ca.gov/portal/service/gsadocument/download/1337
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Stevinson Water District and Keyes Community Services DiEiaich.
member pays a $10k annual fee to the GSAeach Associate Member
pays $2k annual fee.

The Agencys governed by a Governing Board consisting of one Board
Member representing each Member. The Board may allow certain
Members to participate in the Agency as Associate Members. Associa
Members shalbe entitled to participate in the meetings and discussions
the Governing Board but Associate Members shall not have the power
vote on any action to be taken by the Agency or to become an officer ¢
the Agency. Any Member that is not able or choosesto fund its
proportional share of the budget shall be eligittb become an Associate
Member.

WTSGA Votingexceptfor high threshold items (described belgvection
of the Board requirethe affirmative vote of a majority of Board Member
voting. Acton of the Board on high threshold matters, which include the
annual budget, approval of any bond or debt instrument, approval of a
contract exceeding $100,000, approval of Membership, approval of a
groundwater sustainability plan, involuntary terminatidexhibit D, and
approval of extraction limitation for any Member or category of
membership shall require the affirmative vote of at least #thards of the
voting Members.

Authority to Vacate ApprovalThe City of Turlock and TurlockHBve the
authority to vacate tle approval of any item approveth order to vacate
the approval of an item pasdethe Member shall notify the Board that it
is vacating the approval after such approval has been made, but prior-
adjournment of the meeting in which the approval took place. The effe:
of such notice shall nullify the Board action and approval. When an
approval is vacated pursuant to this section, the Members agree to fur
discuss the matter and work toward resolution of any outstanding
difference of opinion.
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Proportional Funding of General Operating Budget

Membership | Acreage | Acreage | Production | Production Average Pen:er!ta_ge Pt Funding
Agency Multiplier for
Status (Acres) | Percentage (AF) Percentage | Percentage Urban Percentage
25%
Turlock Irrigation District Member 164,627 79.30% 126,565 67.45% 73.37% 69.39% 40.15%
City of Turlock Member 11,014 5.31% 22,804 12.15% 8.73% 10.91% 40.15%
Stanislaus County Member 8,393 4.04% 13,091 6.98% 5.51% 5.21% 5.21%
City of Ceres. Member 5,925 2.85% 9,612 5.12% 3.99% 4.98% 4.98%
City of Modesto Member 8,528 4.11% 1,788 0.95% 2.53% 3.16% 3.16%
Merced County Member 4,936 2.38% 7,805 4.16% 3.27% 3.09% 3.09%
Delhi CWD Member 1,582 0.76% 1,725 0.92% 0.84% 1.05% 1.05%
City of Hughson Member 1,134 0.55% 1,479 0.79% 0.67% 0.83% 0.83%
Denair CSD Member 669 0.32% 1,507 0.80% 0.56% 0.70% 0.70%
Hilmar CWD Member 791 0.38% 1,280 0.68% 0.53% 0.66% 0.66%
TOTAL: 207,598  100.00% 187,655 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%

About East Turlock Subbasin GSI®Awith the followingmembers--
Eastside WDBallico-Cortez WDMerced Irrigation DistriGtCity of Turlock
Merced CountyStanislaus Countyhe Agencys governed by a Goveing
Board consisting of onBoard Member representing edviember, except
for Associate Members, which have no seat on the Governing Board. -
Governing Board may accept associate members to the Agésepciate
Membersmusthave a specific defined interest BGMAwithin the
boundaries of the ETS GSA accejgand as determined by the Governit
Board. Associate Membersay participate in the meetings and
discussions of the Governing Board dotnot have the power to vote on
any action to be taken by the Agency or to become an officer of the
Agency. Any Membehat is not able or chooses not to fund its
proportional share of the budget may be eligible to become an Associe
Member.

Voting: Except as provided below, action of the Board requine
affirmative vote of a majority of Board Members voting.

Approval of High Threshold MattersAction of the Board on high
threshold matters, which include the annual budget, approval of any bt
or debt instrument, approval of a. contract exceeding $100,000, appro
of Membership, approval of @SRinvoluntary termnation, approval of
extraction limitation for any Member or category of membership,
imposition of fees and assessments, and revision of weighted voting
proportions, shall require the affirmative vote of at least-thirds of the
voting Members.

Option for Approval by Weighted VoteAny Board Member counted as
constituting a quorum may demand that approval of any matter be sub
to additional approval by weighted voting. Such a demand may be ma
prior to or after the Board votes on an item. If the dand is made after a
majority vote of the Board, the demand must be made prior to
adjournment of the meeting in which the vote took place. Hfilect of the



http://www.stancounty.com/bos/agenda/2017/20170124/B12.pdf
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demand on the vote is to nullify the Board action and vote, until such ti
as the action is approwkby weighted vote, if ever.

Each Board Member's weighted vote is set forthhia table below, which
will be reviewed and updated at the end of each calendar year, onwhe
demanded by any voting Member.

ETS GSA Initial Proposed Vote Weighting

Ballico Cortez WD

20,197 6.62 %
Eastside WD 164,696 53.95%
Merced County 71,765 25.47%
Merced ID 118 0.04%
Stanislaus County 45,524 13.93%
TOTAL 305300 100%

ETS GSA Proporﬁonal Funding of General Operating Budget

Me Production - | Production | Funding -
L A S (ARY T Percentage | Percentage
Ballico Cortez WD 20,197 6.62% 6.62%
Eastside WD 164,696 53.95% 53.95%
. Merced County 77,765 25.47% 25.47%
Merced ID 118 0.04% 0.04%
Stanislaus County 45,524 13.93% 13.93%
TOTAL 305,300 100% 100%
ETS GSA Annual Membership Fees
Ann .| Fee Based'
Membership | on $25,000 .
& Fee (%) | Budget (S)
Ballico Cortez WD 6.62 1,422
Eastside WD 53.95 12,242
Merced County 2547 6,999
Merced ID 0.04 503
Stanislaus County 13.93 3,833
TOTAL 100 25,000

“The Parties intend to mutually cooperate to the extent possible to join
implement the GSP within the Basin. To the extent the Parties are not
to collaborate on a single GSP, each Party reserves the right to develc
GSP for the portion of the Basihe GSA is authorized to manage. To the

Purpose/Charg

(S]
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Voting

Structure

Cost Share

Contact

Other Notes

extent it is not possible to jointly implement the GSP within the Basin, 1
Parties reserve the right to implement the GSP within its boundaries, a
work with all Parties to coordinate such implementation in ademce
with the r equi The RagiestfustheirftendIheoMgh this
Agreement to collaborate in obtaining consulting, administrative and
management services needed to efficiently and effectively develop a C
to conduct outreach to other Basimgancies and private parties, and to
identify mechanisms for the management and funding commitments
reasonably anticipated to be necessary for the purposes of this
Agreement..it is the intent of the Parties to support flexibility in admittir
additional Paties, accommodating voluntary withdrawals, coordinating
with other multiagency or individual GSAs, changing the form of their
organizational documents, for example, or creating an independent
agency through a Joint Powers Agreement, and making other tyfpes
adjustments required by the Parties to achieaféicient compliance with
SGMA!

The two GSAs set up a joint TAC that includes reps from each GSA ar
associated agencies and operates by consenBushe extent the Joint
TAGs unabé to make a consensuzmsed recommendation on an issue fi
which their respective governing boards need to make a decision, the
TAC may convene an Ad Hoc commi
governing board members in an attempt to resolve the impaEseh GSA
governing board has voting and nonvoting members.

Each of the Parties shall be responsible to fund its participation in this
Agreement. The Parties agree to fund Baside activities, including
development of the GSP, in a mannensistent with how each of the
Parties’™ Members funded partici
Associatédo® {FISCGBRAOIFIffe&Z (KAA
allocated as 49.36 percent to the ETS GSA and 50.64 percent to the V
GSAbased on land] Funding for norbasinwide activities or other
activities that the Parties separately agree shall not be split
proportionately, shall be through a separate Project Agreement. For th
activities under Project Agreements, the Joint TAC sleadelop a scope of
work, proposed cost allocation, and separate Project Agreement that
would need to be approved by ea
before it is binding on such Parties.

Contact: Debbi¢iebersbachTGBA Chair

Julia spokevith Garner [209.668.3459] who is a voting member of WTS
GSA.
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Eastern San Joaquin Groundwater Authority

Type JPAamong all 17 GSAs develop a single GSP
GSAsMOU + MOA + County (2)City (4) + WD (2) + SD + ID (V€D (2)
+ WA (2)

Mgmt Areas?

Members

Calaveras County Water District

Central Delta Water Agency

Central San Joaquin Water Conservation District
City of Lathrop

City of Lodi

City of Manteca

City of Stockton (pending)

Linden County Water District

. Lockeford Community Services District

10. North San Joaquin Water Conservation District
11. Oakdale Irrigabn District

12. San Joaquin County

13. South Delta Water Agency

14. South San Joaquin Irrigation District

15. Stockton East Water District

16. Woodbridge Irrigation District

©CooNoOA~LONE

Purpose/Chargs

\/elilg[e! Sum:1 vote/GSA. Strive for Consensus, buagjority rule onnon-fiscal
and 67% majority on fiscal issues

Structure

The following actions will require twihirds (2/3)vote by the directors
present:

1T Approval or modification or
budget

9 Decision related to the levying of taxes, assessmengsaperty-
related fees and charges;

9 Decisions related to the expenditure of funds by the Authority
beyond expenditures approved

91 Adoption of rules, regulations, policies, bylaws and procedures
related to the function of tie Authority;


http://www.gbawater.org/Portals/0/assets/docs/SGMA/Final%20JPA%20ESJ%20Groundwater%2002082017_clean.pdf?ver=2017-03-02-103823-790
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1T Deci sions related to the est
percentage obligations for p
and administrative costs as provided in Article 5.1 of the joint
powers agreement;

1 Approval of any contracts over $250,000contracts for terms
that exceed two (2) years;

1 Setting the amounts of any contributions or fees to be paid to tr
Authority by any Member;

1 Decisions regarding the acquisition by any means and the holdi
use, sale, letting and disposal or real and peed property of
every kind, including lands, water rights, structures, buildings,
rights-of-way, easements, and privileges, and the construction,
maintenance, alteration and operation of any and all works or
improvements, within or outside the Authoritpecessary or
proper to carry out any of the purposes of the Authority;

1 Decisions related to the limitation or curtailment of groundwater
pumping.

1 Approval of a @®@undwater Sustainability Plan.

Cost Share San Joaquin County pa¥5% due to Zone 2 propertgx; Remaining 45%

divided into 17 shares (4. Calaveras and Stanis$éaCounties each pay

1 share + small premium to approximate property.tax
Other Notes
Modesto Subbasin

Type 2 GSAs that cover the entire subbasin, developing a siagk

GSAs:

i Stanislaus and Tuolumne Rivers Groundwater Basin Associatic
Groundwater Sustainability Agency (STRGBA G98)J
described

1 Tuolumne GSA

STRGBA @Svebsite] MSTRGBA GSAM

Ve AEEsE s If needed, the Modesto Subbasin will be divided into Management Are
in compliance witiReg. § 354.20rhe HCM, groundwater conditians

water budget, water supply sources and types, and water managemer
institutional setting and practices will be considered when evaluating tl
Subbasin for Management Areas. Management Areas will be discusse
and delineated through a public process inwalythe GSA, local agencie:



http://www.strgba.org/news/
http://www.strgba.org/docs/association%20memorandum%20of%20understanding.pdf
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Purpose/Charge
Voting Strud.
Cost Share
Contact

Other Notes

and stakeholders. Working together, the team will examine manageme
strategies and impacts of defining various Management Areas.

In compliance with the regulations, the basis for delineating any
Management Areas will be dedoed in a public process. The interaction
among Management Areas in the Subbasin and with adjacent subbasi
will be examined and discussed in the GSP. In particular, local agenci
ensure that undesirable results do not occur outside the Management
Areas. Appropriate sustainability criteria including minimum thresholds
and measurable objectives will be considered for each Management A

MOU between the following parties to form ti&tanislaus and Tuolumne
Rivers Groundwater BasiAssociation GSASTRGBA GSA)

Stanislaus County

Oakdale Irrigation District

City of Riverbank

City of Modesto

City of Waterford

Modesto Irrigation District

1
1
1
1
T
1

STRGBA GSA votir@ne vote per party, unless a matter has a

disproportionate effect on thdinancial obligations of the Parties; in whic
case, vote is weighted in proportion to the financial obligation or benef
to the parties. MOU can be amended by simple majority vote of partie:

STRGBA GSA Cost Sh&@ch party funds an equal amount (totalist
divided by number of parties)

Merced

Type

Link

Mgmt Areas?

MOUamong3 GSAZJPA, MOU, & Wpto developl GSP

Www.mercedsqma.org



http://www.mercedsgma.org/
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Members Merced IrrigationUrbanGSA

Merced SubbasitGSA
Purpose/Charge

Turner Island Water Distri€eSA
Voting GSA Leadership

9 Overall authority for decisioomaking, GSP development and
implementation(i.e.for "technical and substantivBasinwide
issues)

1 4 reps from ach GSA (1&embers tota)

1 Unanimous voting

Structure

Steering/Coordinating Committee Day-to-day plan development and
recommendations to decisiemakers Worksclosely with consulting
team; will keep GSA leadership-tgpdate.

Stakeholder Committee- input and engagement from diverse
stakeholders to guide plan development
1 Multi-disciplinary group comprised of organizations representini
interested parties
1 Forum for testing ideas and providing information Responsible
providing feedback and communicating to their constituencies
1 Recommendations considered by Coordinating Committee and
GSA Leadership
1 Periodic inperson meetings (every one to two months) open to
public

Public workshops-involvement by Councils and Boar@ACs, SDACs
Cost Share For GSP onlyerced 59%Merced IU 39%Turner Island WD: 2%

Based on eerage of acreage & pumping
Other Notes

Example of multiple entities forming a single GSA to develop a GSP over the entire subbasin:

ColusaGroundwater Authority

Type JPA by which multiple entities form one GSA to develop a single GSP
Link

Mgmt Areas?



SGMA governance researchApril 13, 2018 |WORK IN PROGRESS

Members

\Y/elilg[e!

Structure

Board Composition:

T

)l

One member of the County Board of Supervisors, appointed by
County Board of Supervisofs;

One member of the Colusa City Council, appointed by the City
Colusa City Councid

One member of the Williams City Council, appointed by the City
Williams City Counci)

One member of the Board of the Glenn Colusa Irrigation Distric
appointed bythe Glenn Colusa Irrigation Distri€;

One member of the Board of the Maxwell Irrigation District or th
Westside Water District, said appointment to alternate every tw
years beginning with an appointment by the Maxwell Irrigation
District of one of itBoard membersQ

One member of the Board of the Princet@udora-Glenn
Irrigation District or the Provident Irrigation District, said
appointment to alternate every two years beginning with an
appointment by the Princetol@adora-Glenn Irrigation Distriobf
one of its Board member€)

One member of the Board of the Colusa County Water District,
appointed by the Colusa County Water Distriot;

One member of the Board of Reclamation District 108, appointe
by Reclamation District 108;

One member of théBoard of Reclamation District 479, appointec
by Reclamation District 479;

One member of the Board of the Colusa Drain Mutual Water
Company, proposed by the Colusa Drain Mutual Water Compa
which will be appointed by the Authority;

Two representatives gfrivate groundwater pumpers,
recommended by the Colusa County Groundwater Commissior
appointed by the County Board of Supervisors, who are membe
of the Colusa County Groundwater Commission.

Hligees=leEs[: The Members intend through this Agreementtake advantage of

economies of scale to obtain the most castective consulting, technical
and professional services for the development and implementation of
GSP. As appropriate, the Authority shall cooperate with neighboring
groundwater basins andeighboring GSAs to efficiently implement SGN
in the Basin.

One vote per Director. Majority vote on some issues, sugeajority on
others.
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Except for actions identified below, the Board of Directors will conduct
business by vote @i majority of the Directors present. Prior to voting,
Board members shall endeavor in good faith to reach consensus on tr
matters to be determined such that any subsequent vote shall be to
confirm the consensus of the Board. If any Board member or Member
strongly objects to a consenstisised decision prior to a vote being cast
the Board shall work in good faith to reasonably resolve such strong
objection, and, if the same is not resolved collaboratively, then the ma
will proceed to a vote for finalesolution.

At the first Board meeting following the twygear anniversary of the
Effective Date of this Agreement, the Board of Directors shall consider
whether to recommend that the voting structure be modified in any
respect. If the Board of Directorsacemmends such modification, the
governing body of each Member will consider the recommended
modification(s) and will report back to the Board of Directors regarding
the Member’'s position.

Supermajority Vote Requirement for Certain ActionBhe following
actions will require a twathirds (2/3) vote of the Directors present:

T Approval of the Authority’s

annual budget, consistent with Article 5 akathibit EO

9 Decisions related to the levying of taxes, assesnts, regulatory

fees, or other fees and charges, and any amendments thefto;

9 Decisions concerning property acquisition and ownersbip;

91 Decisions related to the expenditure or reimbursement of funds
the Authority beyond expenditures approved intAeut h o r i
annual budget, and concerning contracts exceeding monetary
thresholds determined by the Boar@,

Issuance of bonds or other indebtednes€s;

1 Adoption of rules, regulations, policies, ordinances, bylaws and
procedures, and any amendments there@);

1T Decisions related to the est

obligations for payment of t

administrative costs as praled in Article 5.1 an&xhibit Eor any

amendments or modification®

Adoption of a GSP and any amendments or modifications of a (

Decisions related to Basin boundary adjustments;

Adoption of procedures for the appoinent of Officers and

alternate Board members, and for the voting rights of such

alternates; and

1 Involuntary removal of any Member.

==

= —a -9
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Cost Share

Contact

Other Notes

Mary FaheyWater Resources Managei30.458.0719
mfahey@ countyofcolusa.org

Exampleof multiple entities forming a single GSA to develop a G8Fr a portion of a
subbasin

Purpose/Charge

Voting

Structure

West Placer Groundwater Sustainability Agency (WPGSA)

MOA forming a single, muligency GSA to develop a single GSP
View MOA

Placer County

City of Lincoln

City of Roseville

Nevada Irrigation District
Placer County Water Agency.

e

West Placer GSA covers a portion of the North American Subbasin. Tl
West Placer GSA agencies agreed that forming the West Placer GSA
through a MOA provides the most cesffective and flexible option.

Each member (agency) has one seat.

Except for actions identified below, the Members a4 American Water
Agency(CAWGQ CatAm), through their Member and CAWC
Representatives, will conduct all businessnmjority vote of the total
membership Prior to voting, the Member and CAWC Représtves
shall endeavor in good faith to reach consensus on the matters to be
determined such that any subsequent vote shall be to confirm the
consensus of the Member and CAWC Representatives. If any Membe
CAWC Representative strongly objects to a cosaebased decision priol
to a vote being cast, the Representative shall work in good faith to
reasonably resolve such strong objection, and, if the same is not resol
collaboratively, then the matter will proceed to a vote for final resolutio

Unanimaus Vote Required for Certain Actions:
1. Approval of the Agency’ s
2. Decisions related to any recommendation to the individual
Members with respect to levying assessments or imposing


http://nidwater.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/04/04262017_BOD_Item_8.pdf
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property-related fees and charges for the purposesfeeth in this
Agreement.

Vote and Approval Reserved for governing body of individual Member
1. Decisions to provide the
budget, as approved by the Member and CAWC Representativ:
2. Decisions related to the expeiture of funds by the Agency
beyond expenditures approved
3. Decisions related to the
percentage obligations for p
administrative costs.

4. Approval of a 6P.

5. Decisions related to levying assessments or imposing propet
related fees and charges.

6. Decisions related to regulatory matters provided for in the G¢
7. Any other actions as may be determined appropriate by the
Member and CAWC Representats.

Cost Share The MOA includes a process for establishing an annual fiscal year but
for the GSA that will run from July 1 to June 30 and sets forth the perc
share for each participating agency (Exhibit B of MOA Attachment). Fc
2017- 2018, the total budget uner the MOA is $275,000.

WEST PLACER GROUNDWATER SUSTAINABILITY YEAR ONE MEMBER CosTS

(FY 2017/2018)

Agency Annual Contribution* | Percentage
Cal-Am $25,000 9.1%
City of Lincoln $50,000 18.2%
City of Roseville $50,000 18.2%
Nevada Irrigation District $50,000 18.2%
Placer County $50,000 18.2%
Placer County Water Agency $50,000 18.2%
Total $275,000 100%

Other Notes

Basins in Early Stages of Governance Discussions

Sant Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin

Description Multiple GSAs developing a single GSP; three different management
areas within the basin and a GSér each management area.

Contact: Bill Buelow(805) 6931156 BBuelow@syrwcd.com



mailto:BBuelow@syrwcd.com
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P via Brian Moniz, DWR

Description

Type

Vina Subbasin (split between Butte and Tehama Counties)

GSAglevelopinga single GSP.
GSAsButte County, City of Chico, Rock Creek Reclamation District

Vina Subbasin MO(¢6ld MOU developed to address GSA overlap; new

gowernance document forthcomingin early stages of governance
discussions)

Contact:Paul Gosselin, Directof Butte County Department of Water
Resource Conservatip(b30) 5523590 PGosselin@buttecounty.net

Examples of multiple GSAs developultiple GSB

Delta Mendota Subbsin

23 GSAs developing GSPs in subbasin

CGoordinated via coordination committee, technical working group, polic
subcommittee, communications working group and regional coordinati
committee.

Coordination CommitteeComposed of members representing the
entities preparing the six Subbasin GSPs. The purpose of this commiti
to provide overall guidance and resolve conflicts among the GSAs to
ensure that the six GSPs are coordinated as required byASGM

Technical Waoking Group:Formed to address and coordinate technical
issues (including, but not limited to, data sharing and confirmation of u
of same data and methods) in preparing the six Subbasin GSP

Policy SubcommitteeFormed to coordinate projects, management
actions, and policy development to ensure that SGMA GSP requireme
are met and that policies among the GSAs are being coordinated to a\
conflicts and facilitate GSP implementation

Communications Working Groupgiormed to coordinate messaging,
education and outreach throughout the entire Subbasin relative to SGM
and GSP requirements

Regional Coordinating Committe€omposed of members of all
subbasins within the San Joaquin Valley Groundwater Basin, and is
intended to address the SGMA requirementtlhize same data and
methods are used in GSP preparation. This committee is primarily


https://www.buttecounty.net/wrcdocs/planning/SGWMA/PublicMtgs/GSAElig/20160922_MOU_VINA_SUBBASIN_PARTNERS.pdf
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Coordination
Committee
Members

Coordination

Agreement-

Purpose/Charge

concerned about data, information and GSP preparation covering ares
along the boundaries of the various subbasins.

www.deltamendota.org

The Subbasin Coordination Committee BaSSP group representatives
per GSP with 2 representatives for the Northern & CentedtddMendota
GSP and for the SJREC GSP. These two GSPs get 2 represehiatto
their size and nmber of agencies/GSAs covered.

Delta-Mendota Subbasin SGMA Governance Structure et

View the above imaget this link on page 5.

The Parties tohe Coordination Agreement agree to work collaboratively
to meet the objectives of SGMA and this Coordination Agreement. Eac
Party to this Coordination Agreement is a GSA and acknowledges tha
bound by the terms of this Coordination Agreement as arviddal Party.

Representation and Votingcach Party also understands its participatior
as more fully set forth in Section 5 of this Coordination Agreement, is

based on representation through and by its GSP Group Representativ
It is the responsibily and obligation of each Party under this Coordinati
Agreement to develop its own arrangements for how its respective GS
Group Representative and Alternate Representative are selected and
required actions of GSAs within the GSP Group under

its repective GSP are identified and implemented.

The Coordination Committee and its members shall have no
requirement to recognize a voting status or other decisional authority ¢
any Party to this Coordination Agreement other than through the
designated GSBroup Representative(s). For purposes of this
Coordination Agreement, it is assumed that GSP Group Representativ


http://www.deltamendota.org/
http://www.deltamendota.org/assets/pdf/meeting-materials-archive/coord-working-group/coord-committee-mtg-prepacket_03222018.pdf
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\Y/elilg[e!
Structurec
Coordination
Committee

have been authorized by the Parties in their GSP Groups to participate
described herein.

Individuals serving as GSP Group Represeptatind Alternate
Representatives shall be selected by each respective GSP Group in tt
discretion of the respective GSP Group, and such appointments shall
effective upon providing written notice to the Secretary and to each Gr
Contact listed on Exhibt  “ A”

Each GSP Group Representative shall be entitled to one vote at the
Coordination Committee. It shall be up to the Parties in each GSP Grc
determine how theGSP Group vote(s) will be cast.

Except aslescribed belovand for authorization to call meetings of the
Coordination Committee, thenanimous voteof a quorum of the
Coordination Committee is required on all items upon which the
Coordination Committee is authorized to act as identified in Se&i8n

Quorum: The GSP Group Representativefsjlesignated alternatérom
everyGSP Group musttend to constitute a quorum of the Coordinatior
Committee. If less than @uorum is present, the GSP Group
Representatives and Alternate Representatives megr reports and
discuss items on the agenda, but no action rbaytaken.

Voting Procedures to Address Lack of Unanimity

When it appears likely that the Coordination Committee will not be abl
come to unanimous decision on any matter upon which dughorized to
act, upon amajority vote of a quorum of the Coordination Committee th
matter may be subjected to the following additional procedures.

a) Straw pollvotes may be taken for the purpose of refining ideas
and providing guidance to the Coordinati€ommittee,
subcommittees, or both.

b) Provisionalvotesmay occur prior to final votes. This will be done
when an initial vote is needed to refine a proposal but the GSP
Group Representatives wish to consult with their respective GS
Group(s) before making final vote.

c) A vote shall be delayedf any GSP Group Representative declare
its intention to propose an alternative or modified recommende
action, to be proposed at the next meeting, or as soon thereafte
as the GSP Group Representative can obtaynfarther
information or clarifying direction from its GSP Group or govern
body, or both, as needed to proposed its alternative or modifiec
recommended action.
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Cost Share

d) If the processlescribed immediately above (infajls to result in a
unanimous vote, any GSP Group Representative not voting in f
of the recommended action magquest that the vote be delayed
so that the Coordination Committee can obtain further informati
on the recommended action (for exampley directing a
subcommittee established under this Coordination Agreement),
the GSP Group Representative can obtain clarifying direction fr
its GSP Group or governing body, or both, as needed.

e) Each of the Parties acknowledges the limited time prodidg
SGMA to complete the GSP preparation process, and agrees t
make its best efforts to cooperate through the Coordinating
Committee in conmg to require a unanimous vote.

The Cost Sharing Agreement is between the 23 GSAs who are par6of
different GSP Groups plus the San Luis & Ddtadota Water Authority
(SLDMWA)Each of the six GSP groups contributes 16.7%.

“GSP Group(depicted in tble belowmears a grouping of Patrties,
stakeholders, and interested parties developing an indi@idsSP within
the Subbasin, who are combined for purposes of representation and
voting on the Coordination Committee and for purposes of sharing
Coordinated Plan Expenses as set fortthenCoordination Agreement.

SLDMWA has been assisting the GSP Groups with SGMA compliance
will act as the initial Secretary of the Coordination Committee
(“Secretary”) and the initial P
Coordination Agreement (“Ptthen M
SLDMWA and/or its agents agrees to undertake aiNidies required of it
under theCoordination Agreement, so long as each GSP Group reimb
the SLDMWA for that GSP Gloardingteds
Plan Expensegiescribed below

Coordinated Plan Expensascurred under the Coordination Agreement
mears any expenses incurred by the Secretary and Plan Manager at tl
direction of the Coordination Committee within approved annual cost
estimates pursuant to Section 5 of this Cost StgaAgreement for
purposes of developing and implementing the Coordination Agreemen
including actual expenses incurred in executing obligations under the
Coordination Agreement for intrabasin and interbasin coordination
beginning in August 2017. The G3#ties agree to make payments for
Coordinated Plan Expenses through their GSP Groups
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Data

Groundwater Sustainability Plan Group Re:p(?n.s bie Agency te Tarticpstien
nvoice / Address Percentage
Northern / Central Delta-Mendota Region — 2 | San Luis & Delta- 16.7%
Representatives Mendota Water Authority
Central DM Subgroup — 1 Member representing | (for invoices)
the following: P.O. Box 2157
Central Delta-Mendota Multi-Agency GSA Los Banos, CA 93635
Widren Water District GSA Attn: Andrew Garcia
Northern DM Subgroup — 1 Member
representing the following: West Stanislaus Irrigation
City of Patterson GSA District (for other notices)
DM-II GSA 116 E Street
Northwestern Delta-Mendota GSA P.O. Box 37
Patterson Irrigation District GSA Westley, CA 95387
West Stanislaus Irrigation District GSA Attn: Robert Pierce
San Joaquin River Exchange Contractors — 2 | San Joaquin River 16.7%
Representatives Exchange Contractors
City of Dos Palos GSA 541 H Street
City of Firebaugh GSA P.O. Box 2115
City of Gustine GSA Los Banos, CA 95363
City of Los Banos GSA Attn: Steve Chedester
City of Mendota GSA
City of Newman GSA
Madera County GSA
Merced County — Delta Mendota GSA
San Joaquin River Exchange Contractors Water
Authority GSA
Turner Island Water District-2 GSA
Farmers Water District — 1 Representative Farmers Water District 16.7%
Farmers Water District GSA 4460 W. Shaw Ave., #219
Fresno, CA 93722
Attn: Jim Stillwell
Aliso Water District — 1 Representative Aliso Water District 16.7%
Aliso Water District GSA 10302 Avenue 7-1/2
Firebaugh, CA 93622
Attn: Roy Catania
Grassland Water District — 1 Representative | Grassland Water District 16.7%
Grassland Water District GSA 200 W. Willmont Ave.
Grassland WD and Grassland Resource Los Banos, CA 93635
Conservation District Attn: Ricardo Ortega
Fresno County Management Area A & B—1 | County of Fresno 16.7%

Representative
Fresno County Management Area A GSA
Fresno County Management Area B GSA

Department of Public
Works and Planning
2220 Tulare St., 6th Floor
Fresno, CA 93721

Attn: Division of Water
and Natural Resources

The Parties willlevelop and maintain a coordinated data management
systemthat is capable of storing and reporting information relevant to t
reporting requirements and/or implementation of the GSPs and
monitoring network of the Subbasin.

Coordination

The Parties also will develop and maintsgparate data management
systems Each sepata data management system developed for each C
will store information related to implementation of each individual GSP
monitoring network data and monitoring sites requirements, and water
budget data requirements. Each system will be capable of regpeih
pertinent information to the Coordination Committee. After providing tr
Coordination Committee with data from the individual GSPs, the
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Coordination Committee will ensure the data is stored and managed ir
coordinated manner throughout the Subbasind reported to DWR
annually as required

Lisa Beutler Kirsten PringleStanTec

Other Notes “These gover nanc ehaw arcadditienmelated tovthel
Brown Act that we think yourrgup will want to be aware ofThis next
version will be available on the website as part of the rjéxitril] meeting
materials. You can check the website later in the month and stay in tot

with Kirsten on other developments.

Kern Subbsin
KernSubbasins completinghree GSPs

1. GSPKern Groundwater Authority (KGARAead agency composed of &
majority of the GSAs and local agencies, is completing a majority of t
GSP for the basilKGA wildevelopa basinwide, assumptiorsetting
chapter, and then each member will develop a chajj&grits own cost)
that reflects its own particular situatiofe.g. surface water deliveries)

2. GSP: Kern River GSA indeperdent water digricts: ID4, Kern Delta, Cit
of Bakersfield-will needto cover their own cost for their own plan.

3. GSP: Olcese Water Distrewvill need to cover the own cost for their

own plan.
http://www.kerngwa.com
Policy
Coordination The PolicyCoordination Group consists of representatives from each ol
Group the GSAs.
Members
Coordination
Agreement- Not yet published.
Purpose/Charge
Voting The Policy Coordination Groiaplds conversationsnd brings
Structureg discussions/proposalsack totheir respectiveGSA boardthat in turn
Coordination affirm that they are in agreemer{or areas in need of modification).
Committee Representativethen return tothe Rolicy Coord. Goup with agreement.

Cost Share Cost share for &sinwide techncal work(such as modeling$ based on
GSA acreagd&xamples


http://www.kerngwa.com/
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1 One of the GSAs (Kern River GSA) signed the agreement with
which is the modeler for the entire basiKern River GSill divide
invoices based ofoof total acreagethat a GSA covers

9 Cal Poly conducted satellite imaging for entire bgsirs p e c i ¢
activity 3;gplitehe cost hased 8nlatreage. KGA sp
the invoices.

Data Technical Consultant Work Grotgr technical coordinatior+ data
Coordination sharing.

The Coordination Committee of the Kern Groundwater Authority (KGA
preparing a series of white papers addressing eadb @R feguired
coordination elements. The information presentedeiach of thewhite
papers provides suggested methodology and protds for thetopic at
hand throughout the Kern Subbasin.

The seven components are:
Groundwater Elevation Data.
Groundwater Extraction Data.
SurfaceWater Supply.

Total Water Use.

Change in Groundwater Storage.
Water Budget.

Sustainable Yield.

NoakwbhPE

Contact Julia spoke with Pattioire, Planning Managé® (661) 479171,
ppoire@kerngwa.com

Eric Averett is the lead for the KGA but is very busy; he is the General Mana
for the RosedaldRio Bravo Water Storadgistrict, eaverett@rrbwsd.com

You can also talk with Matt Owens, the DWR Point of Contact for the
subbasinmatt.owens@water.ca.gov

Other Notes Patty willsend draft legal documenhbat outline governance

For Further ResearciKings Subbsin
Kings subbasin is completisgven GSP®ne for each GSA

Their consultant, Provost and Pritchas#rves ashe Plan Manager for the GSA
and is leading the development of the wateudget and the basin setting.


mailto:ppoire@kerngwa.com
mailto:eaverett@rrbwsd.com
mailto:matt.owens@water.ca.gov
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Each GSA ieryunigue and the way that they are drafting their GSPs is differ
(i.e. sub aras instead of management area®SP development wiltost over $5
million. The GSAs are coordinating well and things are moving along. The fir:
draft of the GSPs is due Jan 2019 for this subbasin.

Contact Julia left a message for Eric Oostermarki@gs River Conservation Distri
—559.237.5567




