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-----------------------------AGENDA----------------------------- 

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

1. ROLL CALL

2. PUBLIC COMMENT

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

3. ANNOUNCEMENTS

4. MINUTES

a. Approval of February 7, 2019 Board Meeting Minutes

5. ADMINISTRATION

a. Report on ETGSA’s request to join the Advisory Group of the Tule River Basin
IRWMP Group

b. Consider approval of Printer Agreement with Cline’s Business Equipment, Inc.
c. Consider approval of Resolution 2019-001, “RESOLUTION OF SUPPORT FOR A

NON-MATERIAL GSA BOUNDARY CHANGE”
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6. STAKEHOLDER OUTREACH AND COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 
 

a. Report on ongoing ETGSA outreach efforts and upcoming events 
 
7.        COMMITTEE REPORTS 
 

a. Receive Finance Committee Monthly Reports 
b. Receive Joint Meeting of the Executive and Stakeholder Committees Report 

 
8.        BILLS AND WARRANTS 
 

a. Review the Financial Statements 
b. Consider ratification of bills paid and approval of bills to be paid 

  
9.        TULE SUBBASIN AND REGIONAL REPORTS AND ITEMS 
 

a. Report on Tule Subbasin Coordination and TH&Co Tule Subbasin Task Items 
b. Report on Draft Subbasin Sustainability Goal and Undesirable Results 
c. Report on updated Draft Historical Tule Subbasin Water Budget and updated 

estimated Draft Sustainable Yield 
d. Report on Inter-basin and other Regional Stakeholder Coordination 

 
10.        GSP DRAFTING 
 

a. Report on progress of ETGSA GSP Drafting 
b. Review status and progress on GSP policy matters 

 
11. CLOSED SESSION 
  

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

 
12. CLOSED SESSION ITEMS: 
 

a. Report on Action Taken in Closed Session Required by Government Code 54957.1 
 
13. NEXT MEETING DATE 
 

a. Next Regular Meeting - Thursday, April 4, 2019 at 2 p.m. at City of Porterville 
Council Chambers (291 N. Main Street, Porterville, CA) 

 
14. ADJOURNMENT 
 
A person with a qualifying disability under the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 may request the GSA 
Authority to provide a disability-related modification or accommodation in order to participate in any public 
meeting of the GSA Authority. Such assistance includes appropriate alternative formats for the agendas and agenda 
packets used for any public meetings of the GSA. Requests for such assistance and for agendas and agenda packets 
shall be made in person, by telephone, facsimile, or written correspondence to the GSA Authority Secretary or to the 
City of Porterville Public Works Department (559) 791-7804, at least 48 hours before a public GSA meeting. 
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Other materials, exhibits, and presentations may be 
distributed on the day of the Board Meeting. 
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Agenda Item 4.a 

Approval of February 7, 2019 Board Meeting Minutes 
 

Staff Report to the ETGSA Board 

 
Subject:    Minutes 

Submitted By:   Executive Director 

Recommended Action: Move to approve the Minutes of the February 7, 2019 Board 
Meeting. 

 
Executive Summary: 

n/a 

 
Background: 

n/a 

 
Fiscal Impact: 

n/a  

 
Attachments: 

• Exhibit A – Minutes of the February 7, 2019 Board Meeting 
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EASTERN TULE 
GROUNDWATER 
SUSTAINABILITY 
AGENCY  
JOINT POWERS 
AUTHORITY 

MINUTES OF THE OF THE 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
HELD FEBRUARY 7, 2019              

At approximately, 2:00 p.m. on February 7, 2019, at the City of Porterville, Council Chambers, 
Chairman Eric Borba, called to order the meeting of the Board of Directors of the Eastern Tule 
Groundwater Sustainability Agency Joint Powers Authority (“ETGSA”). 

Members Present:  Eric Borba Matt Leider 
Lorren Wheaton Dennis Townsend 
Steve Kisling   Daniel Penaloza (Alternate) 
John Corkins  Dyson Schneider 
Curt Holmes 

Members Absent: Monte Reyes 

Others Present:  Bryce McAteer Mike Knight 
Aubrey Mauritson Bruce Kelsey 
Mark Merritt  David Payne 
Denise England Tim Gobler 
Garrett Busch  Jess Snyder 
Julie Allen  Ryan Jensen 
Liesbet Olaerts Seamus Guerin 
John Domondon 

PUBLIC COMMENT 

Chairman Eric Borba announced the public comment period.  No public comment was received. 

ANNOUNCEMENTS 

Executive Director McAteer made several announcements, including that outreach materials in 
both English and Spanish were available in the back of the room, that Form 700s are due by 
April 2, that UC Davis is conducting a study on GSA governance and that he will circulate a link 
to this to the interested parties email list later this week, and that correspondence had been 
received from landowners on allocations methods. 

Agenda Item #4.a
Exhibit A
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MINUTES  
 
 Approval of January 3, 2019 Board Meeting Minutes 
 
Director Corkins moved for approval of the January 3, 2019 board meeting minutes.  The motion 
was seconded by Director Kisling.  The board unanimously approved the motion. 
 
 
ADMINISTRATION 
 
 Consider Appointment of Vice Chair to Executive Committee 

 
Executive Director McAteer reported to the board that the current position of Vice Chair for the 
Executive Committee is vacant. Discussion amongst the board ensued regarding whether to 
make an appointment.  No action was taken.   
 

Consider Directing Executive Director to Formally Request that the ETGSA Join the 
Advisory Group of the Tule River Basin IRWMP Group and Appointing Executive 
Director as ETGSA’s Representative to the Advisory Group of the IRWMP Group 

 
Executive Director McAteer provided a report describing the Tule Subbasin IRWMP Group and 
the opportunity for ETGSA to join and collaborate as a member of their Advisory Group.  
Attached hereto and incorporated by reference as Attachment Item 5b is a copy of his report.   
 
*Supervisor Townsend arrived at this time.   
 
Director Corkins moved to request that the ETGSA join the Advisory Group of the IRWMP and 
to appoint the Executive Director of the ETGSA as representative to the advisory group. Director 
Leider seconded and the board unanimously approved the motion.  
  
 Discuss Potential Boundary Modifications Amongst Tule Subbasin GSAs 
 
Executive Director McAteer provided a report regarding potential boundary modifications 
between ETGSA and other neighboring GSAs.  Attached hereto and incorporated by reference as 
Attachment Item 5c is a copy of the report, including a Technical Memorandum on the 
Richgrove CSD water supply project as Agenda Item #5.c Exhibit A, a draft Memorandum on 
the GSA Boundary Change Process as Agenda Item #5.c Exhibit B, and the Current Proposed 
DEIDGSA/ETGSA Boundary Adjustment as Agenda Item #5.c Exhibit C. 
 
Discussion ensued amongst the board regarding the process of GSA boundary modifications and 
basin boundary modifications. 
 
Executive Director McAteer reported DWR has indicated minor GSA boundary changes have 
occurred.  There is no formal process for insignificant changes but it can be accomplished.  
DWR is currently not entertaining basin boundary modifications.  The Executive Director noted 
that no action was requested today, but that he would keep the board informed as things 
developed. 
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Public comment was received from Dale Brogan. 
 
 Correspondence: Drinking Water Policy Recommendations from SHE and CWC 
 
Executive Director McAteer reported that the ETGSA had received a series of Policy 
Recommendations from Self-Help Enterprises and Community Water Center related to the 
ETGSA’s policy points. Attached hereto and incorporated by reference as Attachment Item #5.d 
Exhibit A is a copy of the policy recommendations.   
 
Public comment received from Ryan Jensen.   
 
 
STAKEHOLDER OUTREACH AND COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 
 
 Report on Ongoing Outreach Efforts and Upcoming Events 
 
Executive Director McAteer provided a report on ETGSA’s ongoing outreach efforts and 
upcoming events.  Attached hereto and incorporated by reference as Attachment Item 6.a is a 
copy of his report.   
 
 
COMMITTEE REPORTS 
 
 Receive and Discuss Finance Committee Monthly Report 
 
Executive Director McAteer reported on the recently held meetings of the Finance Committee. 
Attached hereto and incorporated by reference as Agenda Item 7.a are his reports on their 
meetings.  
 
 Receive and Discuss Stakeholder Committee Monthly Reports 
 
Executive Director McAteer reported on the Stakeholder Committee meeting held on January 10, 
2019. Attached hereto and incorporated by reference as Agenda Item #7b is his report of the 
meeting.  
 
 Receive and Discuss Executive Committee Monthly Reports 
 
Executive Director McAteer reported on the Executive Committee meeting held on January 17, 
2019. Attached hereto and incorporated by reference as Agenda Item #7c is a copy of his report.   
 
 
BILLS AND WARRANTS 
 

Review Financial Statements 
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Executive Director McAteer provided a report on current financial standing.  Attached hereto 
and incorporated by reference as Agenda Items #8a and #8b, is a copy of the financial reports.   
 
Consulting Engineer David DeGroot reported on the Tule Subbasin call for funds. 
 

 
Consider Ratification of Bills Paid, Approval of Bills to be Paid, and Approval of 
Expenditure Overage for Account Line 7400 (Coordination Agreement) in an Amount 
Not to Exceed $4,779.79 

 
Executive Director McAteer provided a report on the accounts payable and discussed the 
expenditure overage related to Coordination Agreement expenses. Attached hereto and 
incorporated by reference as Agenda Items #8a and #8b, is a copy of the financial reports.   
 
Director Corkins moved and Director Holmes seconded to ratify the bills paid, approve the bills 
to be paid, and approve an expenditure overage in an amount not to exceed $4779.79 for 
Account Line 7400.  The board unanimously approved the motion.   
 
 Consider Approval for Third Quarterly Call for Funds  
 
Executive Director McAteer discussed the need for a Third Quarterly Call for Funds.  Attached 
hereto and incorporated by reference is Agenda Items #8c Exhibit A, is a copy of the 
membership contributions for the Third Quarterly Call for Funds.   
 
Director Corkins moved and Director Kisling seconded to approve the call for funds.   
 
  
TULE SUBBASIN AND REGIONAL REPORTS AND ITEMS 
 

Report on Tule Subbasin Coordination and TH&Co Tule Subbasin Task Items 
 
Executive Director McAteer provided a report on the Tule Subbasin Coordination and TH&Co 
Tule Subbasin Task Items.  Attached hereto and incorporated by reference as Agenda Item #9a is 
a copy of his report and as Agenda Item #9a Exhibit A a presentation describing a timeline and 
next steps for coordination amongst the Tule Subbasin GSAs. 
 
 Report on Tule Subbasin TAC Meeting of January 16, 2019 
 
Executive Director McAteer provided a report on the Tule Subbasin TAC Meeting of January 
19, 2019.  Attached hereto and incorporated by reference as Agenda Item #9b is a copy of his 
report. Additionally, attached hereto and incorporated by reference as Agenda Item #9.b Exhibit 
A is a copy of the TAC Agenda, as Agenda Item #9.b. Exhibit B a copy of the Tule Subbasin 
GSA GSP Completion Schedule, and as Agenda Item #9.c an abridged version of TH& Co’s 
Updated Groundwater Flow Model Results.  
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Discussion amongst the board ensued regarding the need to see the next studies and to receive 
results from Harder. Additional discussion ensued regarding the subsidence analysis. Executive 
Director McAteer discussed two general forms of subsidence, elastic and inelastic.   
 

Report on Inter-Basin and Other Regional Stakeholder Coordination 
 
Executive Director McAteer provided a verbal report on inter-basin and other regional 
stakeholder coordination.  Staff has been working to attend FWA meetings to see its direction on 
subsidence.  Kern Groundwater Authority has reached out to the Tule Subbasin and plans to seek 
future meetings.  Staff has also met with the County of Tulare to discuss land use planning.  
USGS has contacted staff to host an open house to educate stakeholders on the extensometer.   
 
GSP DRAFTING 
 

Report on Progress of ETGSA GSP Drafting  
 

Executive Director McAteer referred the board to Agenda Item #10a, attached hereto and 
incorporated by reference, a copy of Staff’s report on the progress of GSP development.   
 

Review Status and Progress on GSP Policy Matters 
 

Executive Director McAteer provided a report on the progress of discussing various GSP policy 
matters with the Agency’s committees.  Attached hereto and incorporated by reference as 
Agenda Item #10b is a copy of his report. 
 
 
CLOSED SESSION 
 

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

 
The board of directors, while in closed session pursuant to Government Code Section 
54956.9(d)(2), met with General Counsel Aubrey Mauritson regarding one potential item of 
anticipated litigation.   
  
 
CLOSED SESSION ITEMS 

 
Report Action Taken in Closed Session Required by Government Code 54957.1 

 
The board of directors returned to open session.  Executive Director McAteer reported there was 
no reportable action from closed session. 
  
 
NEXT MEETING DATE 
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Next Regular Meeting- Thursday, March 7, 2019 at City of Porterville Council Chambers 
(291 N. Main Street, Porterville, CA) 

  
The next meeting of the Board of Directors of the ETGSA Joint Powers Authority shall be a 
regular meeting, set for March 7, 2019, 2:00 p.m.   
 
ADJOURNMENT  
 
Since there was no further business to come before the Committee, Chairman Borba adjourned 
the meeting. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
    _________ 
Bryce McAteer, Executive Director 
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Board of Directors 
March 7, 2019 

Agenda Item 5.a 

Report on ETGSA’s request to join the Advisory Group 
of the Tule River Basin IRWMP Group 

Staff Report to the ETGSA Board 

Subject: Tule River IRWMP Advisory Group 

Submitted By:  Executive Director 

Recommended Action: n/a (report is for informational purposes) 

Executive Summary: 

At their most recent meeting held at the Lower Tule River Irrigation District Headquarters on 
Monday, February 25, 2019, the Advisory Group of the Tule River Basin IRWMP Group approved 
ETGSA’s request to join the Advisory Group. ETGSA’s Executive Director now sits as a ETGSA’s 
representative to this Group. 

Background: 

The ETGSA Board of Directors moved on February 7, 2019 to direct the Executive Director to 
formally request that the ETGSA join the Advisory Group of the Tule River IRWMP group and to 
appoint the Executive Director as ETGSA’s representative to the Advisory Group. 

More information regarding the Tule River Basin IRWMP Group can be found at: 
https://www.tuleirwmp.com/ 

Fiscal Impact: 

n/a 

Attachments: 

n/a
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Board of Directors 
March 7, 2019 

Agenda Item 5.b 

Consider approval of Printer Agreement with Cline’s 
Business Equipment, Inc. 

Staff Report to the ETGSA Board 

Subject: Printer Lease/Rental for ETGSA 

Submitted By:  Executive Director 

Recommended Action: Move to direct that the Executive Director select the printer 
rental/lease option recommended by the Finance Committee and 
execute the Printer Agreement with Cline’s Business Equipment, 
Inc. 

Executive Summary: 

ETGSA Staff has engaged Cline’s Business Equipment, Inc (hereafter, “Cline’s”), ETGSA’s current 
printer provider, for quotes on rentals and leases to meet the Agency’s printing needs. Cline’s 
has provided ETGSA with options that have been provided to the Finance Committee to review. 

Background: 

ETGSA entered into a 6-month printer rental agreement with Cline’s following Board action in 
August 2018. The agreement provided for rental of a printer at a monthly cost of $129.00 plus 
maintenance at the variably cost of pages printed ($0.01 per BW; $0.08 per Color). The 
agreement’s term has now concluded. 

Fiscal Impact: 

YES – Recurring $79.11 - $372.73/mo + monthly variable costs, with terms from 6 – 24 months 

Attachments: 

• Exhibit A – ETGSA Printer Rental/Lease Analysis
• Exhibit B – Cline’s Printer Agreement for ETGSA
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Printer Services Provider: Cline's Business Equipment, Inc.
Contact: JD Dolan (Presiden/CEO), 559-303-2801
Analysis By: ETGSA Executive Director

Printer Specifications Link B&W (ppm) Color (ppm) 2SD, B&W 2SD, Color Stapler? Hole Punch? Agreement Type $ per Month B&W ($pp) Color ($pp)
Rental (6 mo min) 129.00$  0.01$  0.08$  

Rental (12 mo min) 119.00$  0.01$  0.08$  
$1 B/O Lease (12 mo) 148.00$  0.01$  0.08$  
$1 B/O Lease (24 mo) 79.11$  0.01$  0.08$  

Rental (6 mo min) 195.00$  0.01$  0.08$  
Rental (12 mo min) 179.00$  0.01$  0.08$  

$1 B/O Lease (12 mo) 372.73$  0.01$  0.08$  
$1 B/O Lease (24 mo) 198.15$  0.01$  0.08$  

Terms: Type Ink Maintence
Rental Printer is rented Ink is part of maintence agreement and renter pays per page  printed Billed monthly in arrears per page printed (incl. parts, labor, toner, etc.)
Lease Printer is leased  (with a $1 purchase option at end of term) Ink is part of maintence agreement and renter pays per page  printed Billed monthly in arrears per page printed (incl. parts, labor, toner, etc.)

BH C3350 BH C454e

Konica Minolta, Bizhub C3350

Konica Minolta, Bizhub C454e

Yes3535

45 45 Yes

No

Yes

ETGSA Printer Rental/Lease Analysis

http://clinesbe.com/broc

http://www.clinesbe.com Yes

Yes Yes

No

Agenda Item #5.b
Exhibit A
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Agreement for ETGSA (please circle/initial your choice, then sign below) 

• Konica Minolta, Bizhub C3350 – Rental 6 mo    $129 mo

• Konica Minolta, Bizhub C3350 – Rental 12 mo  $119 mo

• Konica Minolta, Bizhub C3350 – Lease 12 mo   $148 mo $1 buyout

• Konica Minolta, Bizhub C3350 – Lease 24 mo   $79.11 mo $1 buyout

• Konica Minolta, Bizhub C454e – Rental 6 mo    $195 mo

• Konica Minolta, Bizhub C454e – Rental 12 mo  $179 mo

• Konica Minolta, Bizhub C454e – Lease 12 mo   $372.73 mo  $1 buyout

• Konica Minolta, Bizhub C454e – Lease 24 mo   $198.15 mo  $1 buyout

**If a ‘lease’ is chosen, I will need Corporation name, address, phone and tax id# for credit approval 
through Leaf Capitol. Lease approval take a few hours. All lease terms are $1 buyout, meaning, you own 
it for $1 at the end of the terms. 

Maintenance billed separately each month in arrears. 

B/W pages are 1 cent and color pages are 8 cents. So hypothetically, if you ran 1000 B/W 
pages x. 01 =$10 and you ran 300 color x. 08 = $24, so that month your maintenance bill 
would be $34. Under this program, everything your machine needs is FREE. All parts, labor, 
toner... Everything.  Rather leasing or renting, the maintenance agreement remains the same, 
even after the lease ends. 

_______________________ 
JD Dolan-Owner-Cline’s Business Equipment, Inc. 

___________________ 
ETGSA Representative 

Family Owned and Operated for over 36 years.   8am-5pm M-F   712 North Ben Maddox  Visalia, CA 93292 

Cline's Business Equipment 

Agenda Item #5.b
Exhibit B
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 Board of Directors 
 March 7, 2019 

 
 

Agenda Item 5.c 

Consider approval of Resolution 2019-001, 
“RESOLUTION OF SUPPORT FOR A NON-MATERIAL GSA 

BOUNDARY CHANGE” 
 

Staff Report to the ETGSA Board 

 
Subject:    Resolution supporting ETGSA and DEIDGSA boundary change 

Submitted By:   Executive Director 

Recommended Action: Move to approve Resolution 2019-001.  

 
Executive Summary: 

Richgrove Community Services District (hereafter, “RCSD”), whose jurisdiction is currently split 
between ETGSA and Delano-Earlimart Irrigation District GSA (hereafter, “DEIDGSA”), is seeking 
to join DEIDGSA.  

To provide for this to occur, ETGSA and DEIDGSA will also need to modify their jurisdictional 
boundaries. The proposed boundary adjustment would help to minimize complex, cross-
jurisdictional issues and would allow for a more consistent management of RCSD within the 
boundaries of a single GSA. An MOU (Exhibit B) is currently being circulated amongst the 
Boards of RCSD, DEID, and Earlimart PUD for approval to effectuate this change. It is anticipated 
that all three agencies will approve the MOU in the month of March. 

Recognizing the reasons underlying RCSD’s desire to join DEIDGSA, this resolution (Exhibit A) 
would serve to confirm ETGSA’s support of the desired jurisdictional adjustment. 

Staff anticipates seeking separate Board action at a later date (likely April) to authorize Staff to 
make the non-material boundary changes necessary to address this issue, as well as the 
boundary offset issue present near ETGSA's northwestern border (which is still being reviewed). 

 
Background: 

Pursuant considerations from DEIDGSA and RCSD, ETGSA Staff provided the Board with  
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 Board of Directors 
 March 7, 2019 

 
 
information at its February 2019 meeting related to a potential GSA boundary change. 
Technical information and Exhibits provided by DEIDGSA, RCSD, and their partners to ETGSA 
were presented to the Board at this meeting for edification and discussion. These documents 
can be found in the Board’s February 2019 Agenda Packet. 

RCSD is currently split between DEIDGSA and ETGSA. Due to an ongoing well siting project that 
is intended to address water supply and quality concerns within RCSD by siting a well within 
DEIDGSA, RCSD and DEIDGSA entered into discussions to adjust DEIDGSA’s boundaries so as to 
incorporate most of RCSD – excluding some areas that are concurrently within KTWD’s 
boundaries (Note: Some jurisdictional overlap issues between RCSD and KTWD are anticipated 
to be resolved after the GSA boundary adjustment has occurred).   

The majority of RCSD’s service area within ETGSA is currently represented by County of Tulare 
and, in some areas, concurrently represented due to jurisdictional overlap by KTWD. RCSD does 
not have Member Agency status and is not signatory to the Joint Powers Agreement forming 
ETGSA. 

The area within RCSD’s service area proposed to be included within DEIDGSA includes the 
majority of its service area within the Community of Richgrove, RCSD’s wastewater treatment 
ponds, and RCSD’s effluent discharge sites. The area within RCSD’s service area proposed to 
remain within ETGSA is a parcel (APN 340-060-081) that is currently engaged in irrigated 
agriculture and both within the service area of RCSD and KTWD. It has been proposed that, via 
separate process, this parcel will be removed from RCSD’s service area to remain exclusively 
within KTWD. 

Fiscal Impact: 

POTENTIAL – Adjusting ETGSA’s boundaries to exclude RCSD will decrease ETGSA’s jurisdictional 
area. ETGSA is currently funded via Member Agency Call for Funds on a pro rata gross acreage 
basis. The adjustment could create a minor percentage adjustment of the budget costs shared 
amongst ETGSA’s member agencies. 

 
Attachments: 

• Exhibit A – Resolution 2019-001, “RESOLUTION OF SUPPORT FOR A NON-MATERIAL GSA 
BOUNDARY CHANGE” 

• Exhibit B – “Memorandum of Understanding Regarding Groundwater Sustainability 
Agency Participation” 

o Note - To be agreed upon by DEID, RCSD, and Earlimart PUD 
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RESOLUTION 2019-001 
of the 

EASTERN TULE GROUNDWATER SUSTAINABILITY AGENCY 
JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY 

RESOLUTION OF SUPPORT FOR A NON-MATERIAL GSA BOUNDARY CHANGE 

AT A MEETING OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF EASTERN TULE GROUNDWATER 
SUSTAINABILITY AGENCY JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY (“ETGSA”), HELD AT THE CITY 
OF PORTERVILLE MAIN HALL, ON MARCH 7, 2019. 

WHEREAS, Richgrove Community Services District’s jurisdictional area is currently split 
between the Delano-Earlimart Irrigation District GSA and the ETGSA, with the majority of 
Richgrove Community Service’s District’s boundaries currently residing within ETGSA; 

WHEREAS, Richgrove Community Services District is not a member agency of the ETGSA, 
and, as a result, the entities with jurisdiction over Richgrove Community Services District’s 
lands within ETGSA are the County of Tulare and Kern-Tulare Water District, both of which are 
member agencies of the ETGSA; 

WHEREAS, due to its relationship with a neighboring special district, Richgrove Community 
Services District desires to be included within the boundaries of the Delano-Earlimart Irrigation 
District GSA, and Delano-Earlimart Irrigation District GSA seeks to include these lands within 
its boundaries, and to do so would require a boundary adjustment between ETGSA and Delano-
Earlimart Irrigation District GSA; 

WHEREAS, a Memorandum of Understanding has been written and is anticipated to be signed 
by Delano-Earlimart Irrigation District, Earlimart Public Utilities District, and Richgrove 
Community Services District effectuating the relationship amongst these entities within the 
expanded boundaries of Delano-Earlimart Irrigation District GSA; 

WHEREAS, attached hereto and incorporated by reference as Exhibit A is a depiction of said 
boundary adjustment and lands to be removed from the ETGSA and to be included in the 
Delano-Earlimart Irrigation District GSA; and 

WHEREAS, it is anticipated and understood that certain jurisdictional overlaps amongst 
Richgrove Community Services District and Kern-Tulare Water District, as indicated in Exhibit 
A, are to be remedied and resolved at a time likely after the execution of the proposed GSA 
boundary change. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED that the Board of Directors of ETGSA 
hereby expresses its support for the inclusion of Richgrove Community Services District’s 
jurisdictional boundaries, as described in Exhibit A, within the Delano-Earlimart Irrigation 
District GSA, and the removal of these lands from the ETGSA. 

ADOPTED: March 7, 2019, upon motion of Director , seconded by 

Agenda Item #5.c
Exhibit A
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Director , and passed by the following vote: 

AYES: 
NOES:  
ABSTAIN: 
ABSENT: 

Certificate of Secretary 

I do hereby certify that I am the Secretary of the Eastern Tule Groundwater Sustainability 
Agency Joint Powers Authority, a groundwater sustainability agency organized and existing 
under the laws of the State of California, and that the foregoing Resolution was duly adopted by 
the Board of Directors of said Agency at a meeting thereof duly and regularly held at the City of 
Porterville Main Hall, 291 N. Main Street, Porterville, California on the 7th of March, 2019, at 
which meeting a quorum of the said Board of Directors was at all times present and acting, and 
that said Resolution has not been rescinded or amended in whole or any part thereof, and remains 
in force and effect. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have signed this Certificate on this 7th day of March, 2019, at the 
City of Porterville Main Hall, 291 N. Main Street, Porterville, California. 

________________________ 
Bryce G. McAteer, Secretary 
Eastern Tule GSA 
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Memorandum of Understanding Regarding 
Groundwater Sustainability Agency Participation 

This Memorandum of Understanding, referred to herein as “Agreement” is entered into on 
_______, 2019 between the Delano-Earlimart Irrigation District, an irrigation district organized 
under the laws of the State of California, referred to herein as “DEID,” and the Richgrove 
Community Services District, a public utilities district organized under the laws of the State of 
California, referred to herein as “RCSD”. 

This Agreement is made in reference to the following facts:  

WHEREAS, in September 2014, three bills (SB 1168, SB 1319, and AB 1739) were signed into 
law creating the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act of 2014 (the Act); and  

WHEREAS, the Act requires the formation of a Groundwater Sustainability Agency (“GSA”) that 
will be responsible for implementing provisions of the Act as to each groundwater basin and 
groundwater subbasin falling within the provisions of the Act, multiple GSAs are allowed within 
basin or subbasin although the Act requires a coordination agreement between the GSAs within 
a basin or subbasin; and  

WHEREAS, the Act calls for ensuring the sustainability of each groundwater basin and subbasin 
by each GSA or GSAs covering the basin drafting a Groundwater Sustainability Plan (“GSP”) 
meeting the requirements of the Act to cover the territory of the GSA.   

WHEREAS, DEID, and RCSD are both within the San Joaquin Valley Groundwater Basin, Tule 
Subbasin, a groundwater basin recognized in California Department of Water Resources 
Bulletin 118 as Groundwater Basin Number: 5-22.13; and  

WHEREAS, under the Act, the Tule Subbasin was required to show complete GSA coverage, 
either through the formation of a single GSA or multiple GSAs by July 1, 2017, and 

WHEREAS, DEID, and RCSD are each authorized by the Act to exercise powers related to 
groundwater management within their jurisdictional boundaries; and  

WHEREAS, at this time DEID has jointly formed a GSA with the Earlimart Public Utility District 
(EPUD) to encompass their respective territories, known as the Delano-Earlimart Irrigation 
District GSA (DEID GSA), which is adjacent to the territory of RCSD; and  

WHEREAS, RCSD is currently a part of the Eastern Tule GSA and now wishes to be included 
within the boundaries of the DEID GSA; and  

WHEREAS, by this MOU the parties intend to state the terms and conditions of such GSA 
coverage, subject to later revision as necessary to meet state regulatory requirements.  

ACCORDINGLY, THE PARTIES AGREE AS FOLLOWS: 

1. Incorporation of Recitals:  The recitals stated above are incorporated herein by reference.

2. No Intent to Create a JPA:  The parties to this Agreement specifically acknowledge they do
not intend to create a joint powers agreement under the California Government Code or to
form a joint powers agency as a result of this Agreement.

Agenda Item #5.c
Exhibit B
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 2 

 
3. Inclusion Within GSA Boundaries:  RCSD agrees that the area subject to its jurisdiction will 

be within the jurisdictional boundaries of the DEID GSA, with the exception of Tulare County 
parcel 340-060-081.  DEID GSA has previously provided statutory notice under the Act of its 
GSA boundaries.  The Parties hereby agree the DEID GSA shall take such actions as are 
necessary to modify its jurisdictional boundaries so as to encompass the area or territory 
that is within the jurisdictional boundaries of RCSD, with the exception of Tulare County 
parcel 340-060-081.  The Parties acknowledge that it may also be necessary to secure the 
agreement of the Eastern Tule GSA, the Kern-Tulare Water District, and/or the County of 
Tulare to take actions to facilitate or effectuate the modification of the DEID GSA 
boundaries.  By executing this Agreement, RCSD is agreeing it will be part of, and governed 
by, the DEID GSA.  RCSD further agrees to reimburse DEID for any costs associated with 
modifying the DEID GSA boundaries to encompass RCSD, including but not limited to the 
cost of any requirements that may be imposed by DWR. These costs are in addition to any 
costs recovery obligations of RCSD established under Section 6 of this Agreement.     

 
4. Acknowledgment Regarding ID Boundaries:  Parties agree this MOU is for the purpose of 

compliance with the Act.  RCSD is not being included within the jurisdictional boundaries of 
DEID for any other purpose and will not incur liability for any DEID assessments charged to 
DEID landowners or have the right to receive any surface water from DEID, provided 
however that DEID and RCSD may mutually agree to develop and operate a water 
importation program for the purpose of RCSD being in water balance under the terms of the 
DEID GSP. 

 
5. Individual Costs:  It is acknowledged that the individual parties will incur costs in complying 

with the Act, including but not limited to the development and implementation of this MOU. 
 
6. Cost Recovery:  

 
6.1 Formation Costs: RCSD acknowledges that DEID has and is incurring costs to comply 
with the Act, which included the formation of the DEID GSA, GSA administration costs, costs 
in preparation of a coordination agreement between the various GSAs within the Tule 
Subbasin, and GSP preparation/approval process costs. RCSD acknowledges it has a 
responsibility to reimburse its respective share of these costs. RCSD agrees that it will pay 
$10,000 (ten thousand dollars) to reimburse DEID for its past and future share of the costs 
listed above, with said payment being the full sum required from RCSD, provided that this 
sum may be adjusted in the future should litigation and/or adjudication costs associated with 
the GSA or GSP occur prior to submittal of the final GSP to DWR. RCSD agrees to pay said 
$10,000 to DEID upon execution of this MOU 
 
6.2 GSA Administration Cost:  Following submittal of the GSP to DWR, RCSD agrees to pay 
to DEID a proportional share of ongoing GSA administration cost based on a per acre 
charge. Said per acre charge shall be determined by dividing the ongoing GSA 
administrative expenses by the total number of acres within the GSA, and then multiplying 
the cost per acre by the number of acres in the RCSD boundaries also within the DEID 
GSA. Said expenses shall be billed to RCSD not less than quarterly and shall be paid within 
30 days of receipt.  
 
6.3 Coordination Agreement Cost:  Following submittal of the GSP to DWR, further 
development and revision of the Coordination Agreement will be required to meet the 
requirements under the Act and subsequent regulations for reporting to the state. 
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Additionally, specific costs will be incurred through the Coordination Agreement to meet the 
requirement that all GSPs within the Tule Subbasin utilize the same data and methodologies 
including, but not limited to, the following items: (a) groundwater elevation data; (b) 
groundwater extraction data; (c) surface water supply; (d) total water use; (e) change in 
groundwater storage; (f) water budget; and (g) sustainable yield. RCSD agrees to pay to 
DEID a proportional share of the above described costs associated with the Coordination 
Agreement on a per acre charge, said proportional share to be determined and billed to 
RCSD as described in 6.2 of this MOU. 
 
6.4 Annual GSP Implementation Cost:  Following submittal of the GSP to DWR, the DEID 
GSA will begin implementation of the provisions of the GSP within the lands of the GSA. 
RCSD agrees to pay to DEID a proportional share of GSP implementation expenses, said 
proportional share to be determined and billed to RCSD as described in 6.2 of this MOU.  
 
6.5 Additional Fee for Importing Water:  DEID anticipates that as part of its required 
coordination with other GSAs and associated GSPs, a maximum baseline level of 
groundwater pumping will be established for the Tule Subbasin (herein referred to as the 
“sustainable yield”). RCSD agrees to enter into separate agreement(s) with DEID for the 
purchase of additional surface water that can be imported into the DEID GSA if RCSD is 
determined to be a net user of water in excess of its total sustainable yield. DEID, and 
RCSD agree to develop mutually agreeable methods for determining the sustainable yield, 
baseline pumping levels and methods for accounting the balances and will include that 
methodology in the GSP.    
 
Parties acknowledge reimbursement of costs under this section does not include costs or 
fees established by DEID to bring water into the Tule Subbasin for purposes of increasing 
the applicable groundwater pumping safe yield for DEID’s service area. DEID agrees that it 
will not charge such fees to RCSD unless either or both agrees to do so in exchange for the 
increases to the applicable safe yield amounts for the area included in the RCSD 
boundaries.    
 
DEID agrees that RCSD may develop and operate its own water importation program(s) for 
the purpose of being in water balance under the terms of the DEID GSP.  
 
RCSD agrees that it shall participate in joint programs with DEID in securing funds that may 
be available to it as a designated disadvantaged community for the purpose of being in 
water balance under the terms of the DEID GSP.  
 
6.6 Accounting:  DEID agrees it will provide on an annual basis a summary stating all costs 
it has incurred in meeting the requirements of the Act to RCSD beginning in any year where 
reimbursement of expenses is billed to RCSD.   

 
7. Consideration as a Separate Management Area:  Parties acknowledge that the applicable 

state regulations establishing acceptable GSP requirements and elements include that a 
GSA may define one or more management areas where conditions are different from other 
areas of a GSA and a separate management area would facilitate implementation of the 
GSP.   
 
The parties agree that the area within RCSD will be a separate management area within the 
final DEID GSP.  
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8. Data Collection and Review:  RCSD agrees to provide DEID with all required data
necessary for the development and implementation of the GSP and SGMA reporting
requirements at its expense. Required data shall include but is not limited to: (a) pumping
data; (b) groundwater elevation data; and (c) wastewater discharges that are returned to the
groundwater basin.

DEID shall provide to RCSD any reports and findings made by DEID that are based on the
data provided for review and comment in a timely manner and as part of the development,
adoption, and implementation of the DEID GSP.

9. No Guarantee of Water Quantity or Water Quality:  This MOU is being entered into by the
parties for the purposes of compliance with the Act.  DEID is not agreeing that any specific
quantity of water or water of any specified quality will be available to RCSD.

10. GSA Governance and Meetings:  DEID anticipates the governance of the DEID GSA and
GSP will be accomplished in the following manner:

10.1 Stakeholder and interested parties (Stakeholders):  DEID has established a series of
meetings that are open to all DEID GSA stakeholders and other interested parties for the
purposes of advising the DEID Board of Directors on matters dealing with GSA and GSP
development, GSP implementation, and other GSA/GSP matters. RCSD shall endeavor to
have a representative at all Stakeholder meetings and further agrees to host stakeholder
meetings specific to the RCSD Management Area. Hosting shall include providing a place
for said meetings, required supplies, and Spanish translation services.   RCSD
acknowledges that additional participation from other interested parties in the development
and implementation of the GSA and GSP per Water Code section 10727.8 will be pursued
for all stakeholder meetings in all management areas. All Stakeholder meetings will be
noticed and open to the public.

RCSD agrees it shall share equally with EPUD in costs associated with Spanish translation
services for printed materials produced as part of the GSA’s public outreach program.

10.2 DEID Board of Directors (BOD):  The DEID BOD shall be responsible for all final
decisions relative to the development of the GSA, GSP adoption, implementation of the
GSP, and other related matters, fully considering the recommendations of the RCSD.

Both DEID and RCSD acknowledge decisions made with respect to the development of the
GSA, GSP adoption, implementation of the GSP and other related matters may be in whole
or part challenged legally. It is the intent of both parties to fully cooperate in defending any
legal challenges, with each party being responsible for the costs to defend said challenges
that are exclusive to its respective management area.

10.3 Subbasin Coordination Committee Meetings:  DEID anticipates continued Subbasin
Coordination Committee meetings among subbasin GSAs and other stakeholders.

If requested by RCSD, DEID shall provide notice in advance to RCSD of all Subbasin
Coordination Committee meetings and any BOD meeting where GSA/GSP matters will be
discussed and/or decided upon.

11. Dispute Resolution:  Parties agree that should any controversy arise between the two
parties, then each district shall appoint from its board of directors one director to serve on a
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dispute resolution committee for the purpose of meeting informally and attempting to resolve 
the dispute.   

 
Should such informal dispute resolution fail then disputes may be settled by a civil action to 
resolve disputes over or to enforce this agreement.  In any civil action the prevailing party 
may be awarded attorney’s fees and costs.    

 
12. Termination by RCSD:  This MOU shall stay in effect until terminated by the parties, which 

either Party may do upon 90 days written notice, provided however, that no party may 
terminate this Agreement unless provision has been made for RCSD’s area within the DEID 
GSA to be included into another GSA upon termination, either by RCSD taking steps 
necessary under the Act to serve as its own GSA, entering into a joint powers agreement or 
similar type of agreement with another entity to serve as a GSA for RCSD’s area within the 
DEID GSA, or agreeing to be within the boundaries of a separate GSA.  All costs owed to 
DEID must be paid prior to termination.   
 

13. Entire Agreement:  This MOU represents the entire agreement among the parties as to its 
subject matter and no prior oral or written understanding shall be of any force or effect.  No 
part of this MOU may be modified without the written consent of each party.   

 
14. Headings:  Section headings are provided for organizational purposes only and do not in 

any manner impact the scope, meaning, or intent of the provisions under the headings.   
 
15. Notices:  Except as may be otherwise required by law, any notice to be given shall be 

written and shall be either personally delivered, sent by first class mail, postage prepaid and 
addressed as stated below.  Notices delivered personally are deemed to be received upon 
receipt.  Notices sent by first class mail shall be deemed received on the fourth day after the 
date of mailing.  Either party can change the address listed below by giving written notice 
pursuant to this Section.    

 
 DEID        RCSD   
 Attn:  General Manager    Attn: General Manager 
 14181 Avenue 24    20986 Grove Drive 
 Delano, Ca 93215    Richgrove, CA 93261 
 

16. Construction:  This MOU reflects the contributions of all parties and accordingly the 
provisions of Civil Code Section 1654 shall not apply to address and interpret any 
uncertainty.   
 

17. No Third Party Beneficiaries Intended:  Unless specifically set forth, the parties to this MOU 
do not intend to provide any other party with any benefit or enforceable legal or equitable 
right or remedy. 

 
18. Waivers:  The failure of any party to insist on strict compliance with any provision of this 

MOU shall not be considered a waiver of any right to do so, whether for that breach or any 
subsequent breach. 

 
19. Conflict with Laws or Regulations/Severability:  This MOU is subject to all applicable laws 

and regulations. If any provision of this MOU is found by any court or other legal authority, or 
is agreed by the parties, to be in conflict with any code or regulation governing its subject, 
the conflicting provision shall be considered null and void. If the effect of nullifying any 
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conflicting provision is such that a material benefit of the MOU to any party is lost, the MOU 
may be terminated at the option of the affected party. In all other cases the remainder of the 
MOU shall continue in full force and effect. 

20. Further Assurances:  Each party agrees to execute any additional documents and to
perform any further acts that may be reasonably required to affect the purposes of this
MOU.

21. Counterparts:  This MOU may be signed in one or more counterparts, each of which shall be
deemed an original, but all of which together shall constitute one and the same instrument.

Parties, having read and considered the above provisions, indicate their agreement by their 
authorized signatures.   

Delano-Earlimart Irrigation District 
Richgrove Community Services District 

____________________________ ____________________________ 
President, Board of Directors  President, Board of Directors 

Acknowledged and Agreed to: 

Earlimart Public Utilities District 

____________________________ 
President, Board of Directors 
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Agenda Item 6.a 

Report on ongoing ETGSA outreach efforts and 
upcoming events 

 

Staff Report to the ETGSA Board 

 
Subject:    Summary of ETGSA’s February outreach and upcoming events 

Submitted By:   Executive Director 

Recommended Action: n/a (report is for informational purposes)  

 
Executive Summary: 

In addition to its regular Board and Committee Meetings and email correspondence to its 
Interested Parties List, ETGSA continues to conduct community outreach regarding SGMA, 
ETGSA, and the development of ETGSA’s Draft GSP through a variety of events and other media. 

A summary of ETGSA’s outreach efforts in February 2019 is listed below: 

• (Website) – A Spanish version of ETGSA’s Stakeholder Survey was made available online 
in both print and digital form 

• February 6, 2019 (Event) – ETGSA Executive Director presented on SGMA, the Tule 
Subbasin, and Monitoring at a local agricultural industry event in Visalia with ~50 
attendees  

• February 13, 2019 (Event) – ETGSA Executive Director served on a panel discussing 
SGMA, GSP development, and GSP implementation at the World Agricultural Exposition 
in Tulare with ~50 attendees. 

• February 14, 2019 (Member Agency Outreach) – ETGSA Executive Director presented at 
the KTWD Board Meeting. 

• February 14, 2019 (Interested Parties) – ETGSA received the results of its Sacred Lands 
File search from the Native American Heritage Commission. The results were positive, 
and NAHC recommended that ETGSA contact the Tule River Indian Tribe and other 
tribes for more information. Email correspondence was sent to the Tule River Indian 
Tribe on February 20, 2019 with follow up postal correspondence sent on February 25, 
2019 (Note: No response received to date). 
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• February 22, 2019 (Event) – ETGSA Executive Director gives presented on SGMA, the 
Tule Subbasin, and Monitoring at a local agricultural industry event in Visalia with ~150 
attendees. 

• February 25, 2019 (Local Collaboration) – ETGSA is formally accepted as a member to the 
Advisory Group of the Tule River Basin IRWMP GROUP. 

• February 26, 2019 (Workshop) – ETGSA hosts its first of four initial Community 
Workshops in Ducor, in collaboration with local partners SHE and CWC. Materials and a 
presentation highlighting SGMA, ETGSA, and ongoing groundwater sustainability 
planning efforts were provided in English and Spanish. 15 attendees were present. 

 

Upcoming events and outreach are listed below: 

• March 12, 2019 (Workshop) - ETGSA will host a Community Workshop regarding SGMA 
and groundwater sustainability planning in Terra Bella from 5:30pm-7:30pm at Terra 
Bella Union Elementary School (9121 Road 240, Terra Bella, CA). Event and materials will 
be in English and Spanish. 

• March 20, 2019 (Subbasin Coordination) – The Tule Subbasin MOU Group TAC will 
convene at 2pm at the Lower Tule River Irrigation District Conference Room (357 E. 
Olive Ave, Tipton, CA). 

• March 22, 2019 (Regional Collaboration) – USGS, in partnership with ETGSA, the Tule 
Subbasin MOU Group, and FWA, will present on “Subsidence in the Central Valley” and 
provide an onsite tour of the recently refurbished Extensometer now operating near the 
Friant-Kern Canal. Time and location are: 

o 10am-11:30am–Indoor Presentation (City of Porterville Transit Multi Purpose 
Center -15 E Thurman Ave, Ste D, Porterville, CA 93257) 

o Noon-1pm–Extensometer Site Tour (Southeast of Intersection Ave 112 and Rd 
208; Adjacent to Friant-Kern Canal near Mile 101.6) 

• March 26, 2019 (Workshop) – ETGSA will host a Community Workshop regarding SGMA 
and groundwater sustainability planning in Porterville from 5:30pm-7:30pm at Comision 
Honorifica Mexicana Americana (466 E. Putnam Ave, Porterville, CA). Event and 
materials will be in English and Spanish.  

 
Background: 

SGMA requires that, “The groundwater sustainability agency shall consider the interests of all 
beneficial uses and users of groundwater, as well as those responsible for implementing 
groundwater sustainability plans…” (WAT § 10723.2). ETGSA undertakes outreach efforts, both 
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individually and in collaboration with regional partners, to ensure that these interests are 
considered and provided with information pertinent and relevant to SGMA and the 
development of ETGSA’s GSP. The ETGSA Board of Directors adopted a Communication and 
Engagement Plan on October 5, 2018 that serves as a living guide to ETGSA’s outreach efforts. 

ETGSA’s Board and Committee meetings occur on a regular basis and, save for closed session as 
permitted pursuant the Brown Act, are open to the public.  

ETGSA continues to encourage its stakeholders to engage the Agency with other opportunities 
for outreach. 

 
Fiscal Impact: 

n/a 

 
Attachments: 

• Exhibit A: ETGSA Community Workshop (Terra Bella) Flier 
• Exhibit B: ETGSA Community Workshop (Porterville) Flier 
• Exhibit C: ETGSA Community Workshop (Richgrove) Flier 
• Exhibit D: USGS “Subsidence in the Central Valley” Event Flier 
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Time & Location:

Land Subsidence in the 
Central Valley

Co-Hosted by:

Hosted by:

www.tulesgma.com www.easterntulegsa.com www.friant.org

Join us for a presentation to learn more about 
the history of subsidence in California and enjoy 
an onsite tour of USGS’s recently refurbished 
extensometer along the Friant-Kern Canal.

Friday, March 22, 2019

- Presentation & Site Tour -

10am-11:30am – Indoor Presentation 
(City of Porterville Transit Multi Purpose Center -
15 E Thurman Ave, Ste D, Porterville, CA 93257)

Noon-1pm – Extensometer Site Tour
(Southeast of Intersection Ave 112 and Rd 208; 
Adjacent to Friant-Kern Canal near Mile 101.6)

www.usgs.gov

Agenda Item #6.a

Exhibit D
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Agenda Item 7.a 

Receive Finance Committee Monthly Reports 

Staff Report to the ETGSA Board 

Subject: Report on Recent ETGSA Finance Committee Meeting(s) 

Submitted By:  Executive Director 

Recommended Action: n/a (report is for informational purposes) 

Executive Summary: 

Meeting #1 - A Finance Committee Meeting was scheduled for February 19, 2019 at 8am at the 
ETGSA Offices (881 W. Morton Ave, Suite D, Porterville, CA), but was canceled due to a lack of 
attendance.  

Meeting #2 – The Finance Committee is scheduled to meet on Thursday, March 7, 2019 at 
1:30pm at the Coleman Conference Room (291 N. Main St, Porterville, CA). A verbal report will 
be given regarding the actions taken on the day of the Board Meeting. 

Background: 

n/a 

Fiscal Impact: 

n/a 

Attachments: 

n/a 
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Agenda Item 7.b 

Receive Joint Meeting of the Executive and Stakeholder 
Committees Report 

Staff Report to the ETGSA Board 

Subject: Report on Recent Joint Meeting of the ETGSA Executive and 
Stakeholder Committees 

Submitted By:  Executive Director 

Recommended Action: n/a (report is for informational purposes) 

Executive Summary: 

Meeting #1 – A joint meeting of the ETGSA Executive and Stakeholder Committees was held on 
February 21, 2019 at the Transit Multi Purpose Center (15 E. Thurman Ave, Ste D, Porterville 
CA). Below is a summary of the Committee Attendees and Actions taken: 

• Executive Committee Members (present): John M. Domondon, Mike Reed, Denise
England, Steve Dalke, Steve Etchegaray, Eric Borba, Sean Geivet

• Executive Committee Members (absent): Eric Limas
• Executive Committee Actions Taken:

o Moved to approve the minutes of their January 17, 2019 meeting
o Moved to recommend the use of management areas and have staff bring back to

the committee draft criteria and visualizations.
o Moved to have staff bring back a summary of potential criteria for groundwater

account users.
• Stakeholder Committee Members (present): John Konda, Bill Bennett, Tom O’Sullivan,

Don Castle, Kathy Briano, Matthew Leider, James Parsons, Julia Inestroza, Jason Guthrie,
Sopac Mulholland

• Stakeholder Committee Members (absent): Matt Watkins, Ben Magana
• Stakeholder Committee Actions Taken:

o Moved to approve the minutes of their January 10, 2019 meeting
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o Moved to recommend the use of management areas and have staff bring back to
the committee draft criteria and visualizations.

o Moved to have staff bring back a summary of potential criteria for groundwater
account users.

Background: 

n/a 

Fiscal Impact: 

n/a 

Attachments: 

n/a 
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Agenda Item 8.a & 8.b 

Review the Financial Statements & Consider ratification 
of bills paid and approval of bills to be paid 

Staff Report to the ETGSA Board 

Subject: ETGSA Financial Statements and Bills (Paid and to be Paid) 

Submitted By:  Executive Director 

Recommended Action: Move to ratify the bills paid and approve the bills to be paid 

Executive Summary: 

n/a 

Background: 

n/a 

Fiscal Impact: 

n/a 

Attachments: 

• Agenda Items 8.a & 8.b - Exhibit A: ETGSA Financial Statements (Unaudited)
o Note – To be distributed on the day of the Board Meeting

• Agenda Items 8.a & 8.b - Exhibit B: ETGSA Financial Statements (Unaudited)
o Note – To be distributed on the day of the Board Meeting
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Agenda Item 9.a 

Report on Tule Subbasin Coordination and TH&Co 
Subbasin Task Items 

Staff Report to the ETGSA Board 

Subject: Updates Regarding Tule Subbasin Coordination and Task Items 

Submitted By:  Executive Director 

Recommended Action: n/a (report is for informational purposes) 

Executive Summary: 

Coordination amongst the Tule Subbasin GSAs is ongoing. Below is a summary of major areas of 
coordination, updates from Thomas Harder & Company (hereafter, “TH&Co”), recent or current 
consensus on certain items, and anticipated next steps: 

• Draft Coordination Agreement
o As of February 25, 2019, TH&Co has supplied their comments and updates to the

draft Coordination Agreement. The updated draft is being re-reviewed by
4Creeks and GSA leads. Certain sections are subject to update and completion
following finalization of the Monitoring Plan, Basin Setting, and other
documents.

• Draft Basin Setting
o As of February 13, 2019, TH&Co has updated the Draft Basin Setting per the

comments of the GSA leads and other work related to its completion. The
updated draft is being re-reviewed by GSA leads, who are to supply TH&Co with
final comments. Certain sections are subject to update and completion following
finalization of the Future Water Budget, decisions regarding GSA Management
Areas, receipt of Cal Poly ITRC data, and development of Sustainable
Management Criteria.

• Draft Monitoring Plan
o The Draft Monitoring Plan continues to be updated by TH&Co and receipt is

anticipated in early March. Anticipated updates include the addition of certain
monitoring sites currently also within the Irrigated Lands Regulatory Program
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Monitoring Plan and, potentially, identification and inclusion of representative 
monitoring sites. 

• Future Water Budgets & Future Projection Scenario Runs 
o Development of Future Water Budgets by TH&Co is contingent upon submission 

of Tule Subbasin GSA Projects and Management Actions, which is being 
coordinated through the development of Sustainable Management Criteria and 
Future Projection Scenario Runs. 

o Assumed projected future pumping for the City of Porterville is required to 
develop the Future Water Budget. 

o General Consensus: Future Projection Scenario Runs will not be run until after 
completion of the Friant-Kern Canal Area of Subsidence Concern analysis has 
been completed, as the results of this analysis may have an impact on the 
projects and management actions proposed by various GSAs. 

o General Consensus: Several key factors are relevant to the Future Water Budget. 
The below are generally agreed upon amongst the Tule Subbasin GSA Managers: 
 For local watersheds (Tule, Deer, and White) and local hydrological 

conditions, Future Scenarios should be run under average hydrological 
conditions (likely using the period of 1990-2010, but subject to further 
discussion) 

 For imported Friant-Kern Canal supplies, Future Scenarios should be 
based on the conditions provided in the latest Friant Water Authority 
Technical Memorandum (likely without assuming implementation of 
pump-back and other SJRRS projects, but subject to further discussion) 

• Sustainable Management Criteria 
o A Discussion Draft for the Tule Subbasin Sustainability Goal and various 

alternative criteria for Undesirable Results was developed by Executive Director 
McAteer and TH&Co and presented to the Subbasin Managers for discussions. 
The Subbasin Managers directed Executive Director McAteer and TH&Co to 
revise the Discussion Draft and provide them with their preferred alternatives, to 
be discussed and agreed-upon in concept in Mid-March. 

o General Consensus: Representative Monitoring Sites should be used to track 
sustainable management criteria.   

• Friant-Kern Canal Area of Subsidence Concern Analysis  
o TH&Co continues to work on the Subsidence Analysis, with results now expected 

in April. 

 
Background: 
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ETGSA is member to the Tule Subbasin MOU Group. This group consists of the various GSAs 
overlying the Tule Subbasin. More information can be found at: www.tulesgma.com  

The Tule Subbasin GSAs have collectively engaged and contracted TH&Co to undertake various 
scopes of work to assist them in the completion of their GSPs, Coordination Agreement, and 
various technical matters that must be addressed in a coordinated Subbasin manner. 
Additionally, R.L. Schafer serves as the Tule Subbasin Coordinator and David De Groot/4Creeks 
serves as Technical Lead/Grant Lead/Secretary. Lower Tule River Irrigation District serves as 
Fiscal Agent to the Tule Subbasin MOU Group. 

 
Fiscal Impact: 

n/a 

 
Attachments: 

• Exhibit A: Tule Subbasin Coordination Timeline and TH&Co Task Item Flow Chart 
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Coordination Timeline – GSPs & Public Review

1

Present April June September Jan. 31, 2020

Draft GSP Development
-Ongoing Coordination-

-SMC Development-
-FKC Results-

-FPSRs & Projects Runs-

Finalize Draft Subbasin Coordination Items
-Finalize SMCs-

-Finalize Future Water Budget-
-Finalize Coordination Agreement-

-General Subbasin Consensus re: GSPs-
-General Inter-Basin Consensus re: GSPs-

Min. 90 Day Public Review Period
-Individual GSA Workshops-

-Coordinated Tule Subbasin Workshops-
-Iterative Review of Public Response-

Public Hearing & Adoption
-Coordinate on Final Adjustments (if any)-

-Individual GSA Public Hearings/Adoptions-
-Coordinated Submission-

Post-Submission
-DWR begins 60 public 

comment period-
-DWR has 2 years to 

review and accept plans-

Tule Subbasin GSAs

Agenda Item #9.a

Exhibit A
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Flow Chart: TH&Co Task Items

Receive Recalibrated 
GWFM & GSA on/off 

Results

2

Receive Subsidence Analysis 
Results & Delineation of 

“Area of Subsidence Concern”

Submit Future 
Projection Scenario 

Runs (FPSRs)

Coordinate Sustainable Management Criteria (SMC) 
& Finalize Future Water Budget (e.g. final FPSR)

Mid-
January

April
Early-to-Mid 

April

1 2 3

5
Receive (FPSRs) 

Results

Mid-to-Late April

4

June-July

By reviewing TH&Co’s results between each of these steps and data 
deliverables, the GSAs will be able to iteratively:
• Consider how they might set SMCs based on the results received,
• And/or propose Projects and Management Actions to help them

achieve certain sustainability objectives
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Agenda Item 9.b 

Report on Draft Subbasin Sustainability Goal and 
Undesirable Results 

 

Staff Report to the ETGSA Board 

 
Subject:  Development of Draft Tule Subbasin Sustainability Goal and 

Undesirable Results 

Submitted By:   Executive Director 

Recommended Action: n/a (report is for informational purposes)  

 
Executive Summary: 

Executive Director McAteer and Thomas Harder & Company (hereafter, “TH&Co”) have 
developed a Discussion Draft and associated Presentation to suggest a draft Subbasin 
Sustainability Goal and various alternative criteria for consideration when defining Undesirable 
Results in the Tule Subbasin. 

An initial Discussion Draft (Exhibit A) was circulated for discussion amongst the Tule Subbasin 
GSAs, and is currently being revised with preferred alternative criteria. A presentation (Exhibit 
B) helps to explain the approach recommended by Executive Director McAteer and TH&Co for 
developing Undesirable Result criteria, and Exhibit C visualizes this approach by applying them 
conceptually to areas within the Tule Subbasin. 

 
Background: 

The Tule Subbasin GSAs are coordinating on the development of their Sustainable Management 
Criteria (hereafter, “SMCs”). SMCs are composed of: Sustainability Goal, Undesirable Results, 
Minimum Thresholds, Interim Milestones, and Measurable Objectives. 

 
Fiscal Impact: 

n/a 
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Attachments: 

• Exhibit A: Working Discussion Draft for Tule Subbasin Sustainability Goal and 
Undesirable Results 

• Exhibit B: Presentation – Draft Methodology for Developing Undesirable Result 
Definitions & Criteria 

• Exhibit C: Presentation – Selecting RMSs and Minimum Thresholds, Preliminary Draft for 
Discussion Purposes (TH&Co) 
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Tule Subbasin MOU Group DRAFT COORDINATION AGREEMENT/GSPs 
Pg. 1 -SUBJECT TO DELIBERATIVE PROCESS- 

TULE SUBBASIN MOU GROUP 
WORKING DISCUSION DRAFT – SUBJECT TO DELIBERATIVE PROCESS 

Section 3 – Sustainable Management 
Criteria 

Introduction (Reg. § 354.22) 

This Chapter describes criteria that constitute sustainable groundwater management for the Tule 
Subbasin, including its sustainability goal and the characterization and definition of undesirable results 
for each applicable sustainability indicator. 

Sustainability Goal (Reg. § 354.24) 

The Sustainability Goal of the Tule Subbasin is the absence of significant and unreasonable undesirable 
results associated with groundwater pumping, accomplished by 2040 and achieved through an 
integrated program of sustainable groundwater management.   

Achievement of this goal will be accomplished through the coordinated effort of the Tule Subbasin GSAs 
in cooperation with their many stakeholders.  It is further the goal of the Tule Subbasin GSAs that 
coordinated implementation of their respective Groundwater Sustainability Plans will achieve 
sustainability in a manner that facilitates the highest degree of collective economic, societal, 
environmental, cultural, and communal welfare and provides all beneficial uses and users the ability to 
manage the groundwater resource at least cost.  Moreover, this coordinated implementation is 
anticipated to ensure that the sustainability goal, once achieved, is also maintained through the 
remainder of the 50-year planning and implementation horizon, and well thereafter. 

In achieving the Sustainability Goal, these Plans will inherently balance average annual inflows and 
outflows of water so that negative change in storage does not occur over time. The stabilization in 
change in storage should also drive stable groundwater elevations, which, in turn, works to inhibit water 
quality degradation and arrest land subsidence. 

Undesirable Results (Reg. § 354.26) 
Undesirable Results are caused by groundwater conditions occurring throughout a significant and 
unreasonable portion of the basin that, for any sustainability indicator, are considered significant and 
unreasonable. These conditions, or sustainability indicators, include: 

• Chronic lowering of groundwater levels indicating a depletion of supply if continued over the
planning and implementation horizon;

• Reduction of groundwater storage;
• Seawater intrusion;
• Degraded water quality, including the migration of contaminant plumes that impair water

supplies;
• Land subsidence that substantially interferes with surface land uses; and
• Depletions of interconnected surface water that have adverse impacts on beneficial uses.

Agenda Item #9.b

Exhibit A
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Tule Subbasin MOU Group DRAFT COORDINATION AGREEMENT/GSPs 
Pg. 2 -SUBJECT TO DELIBERATIVE PROCESS- 

TULE SUBBASIN MOU GROUP 
WORKING DISCUSION DRAFT – SUBJECT TO DELIBERATIVE PROCESS 

The Tule Subbasin GSAs have evaluated the potential for each of these groundwater conditions and 
have established criteria wherein, if any such significant and unreasonable conditions were to become 
present, they would constitute an undesirable result.  

There are five groundwater conditions with sustainability indicators that must be evaluated due to their 
relative potential to cause significant and unreasonable effects within the Tule Subbasin. These 
conditions are: 

• Chronic lowering of groundwater levels indicating a depletion of supply if continued over the
planning and implementation horizon;

• Reduction of groundwater storage;
• Degraded water quality, including the migration of contaminant plumes that impair water

supplies;
• Land subsidence that substantially interferes with surface land uses; and
• Depletions of interconnected surface water that have adverse impacts on beneficial uses of the

surface water.

The Tule Subbasin GSAs have defined undesirable results for each of the five conditions listed above. 
Each condition’s undesirable result includes a description of: 

1. The cause of groundwater conditions that would lead to or has led to undesirable results;
2. The criteria used to define when and where the effects of the groundwater conditions cause

undesirable results; and
3. The potential effects on beneficial uses and users of groundwater, and land uses and property

interests, and other potential effects that may occur.

Chronic Lowering of Groundwater Levels 
Causation: Chronic lowering of groundwater levels occurs when groundwater pumping exceeds the 
available recharge of the basin over a prolonged period of time. While the Tule Subbasin has 
experienced periodic fluctuations in its groundwater levels as a result of seasonal and short-term 
hydrological variability, a consistent average-annual overdraft within the Subbasin since 1987 has 
contributed substantially to the chronic lowering of groundwater levels throughout the Subbasin (see 
Basin Setting Section 2.3.2.4). 

Projects and management actions will be implemented in order to decelerate and arrest chronic 
lowering of local groundwater levels within the Tule Subbasin by 2040. 

Criteria: The Tule Subbasin GSAs have defined __ (#) criteria that, when met, would constitute an 
undesirable result for the chronic lowering of groundwater levels: 

• Alt. 1: An undesirable result for the Tule Subbasin would be the lowering of groundwater levels
below the minimum thresholds of Representative Monitoring Sites with monitoring areas that
represent __% or more of the total Subbasin area.

• Alt. 2: An undesirable result for the Tule Subbasin would be the lowering of groundwater levels
below the minimum threshold of Representative Monitoring Sites with adjacent monitoring
areas that represent ___% or more of the total Subbasin area.
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TULE SUBBASIN MOU GROUP 
WORKING DISCUSION DRAFT – SUBJECT TO DELIBERATIVE PROCESS 

• Alt. 3: An undesirable result for the Tule Subbasin would be the lowering of groundwater levels
below the minimum threshold at more than ___% of the total Representative Monitoring Sites
in the Tule Subbasin.

Effects: An exceedance of minimum thresholds to the extent that the undesirable result is experienced 
would likely induce hardship on groundwater users such as well failures and failure to access 
groundwater (e.g. collapsed casing due to excessive groundwater level decline or land subsidence), 
additional operational costs for groundwater extraction from deeper pumping levels, and additional 
costs to lower pumps, deepen wells, or drill new wells. Corollary effects might also include land 
subsidence resulting in damage to critical infrastructure, migration of contaminant plumes, and 
production of poor water quality that is no longer beneficially useable at a reasonable cost.  

Reduction of Groundwater Storage 
Causation: Chronic reduction of groundwater storage occurs when pumping exceeds the available 
recharge of the basin over a prolonged period of time. The Tule Subbasin has experienced consistent 
groundwater overdraft since 1987 resulting in a negative average annual change in groundwater storage 
(see Basin Setting Section 2.3.2.4). 

Projects and management actions will be implemented in order to decelerate and arrest chronic 
negative change in groundwater storage within the Tule Subbasin by 2040. 

Criteria: The Tule Subbasin GSAs have defined __ (#) criteria that, when met, would constitute an 
undesirable result for the reduction of groundwater storage: 

• Alt. A.1.: An undesirable result for the Tule Subbasin would be a __-year rolling average change
in groundwater storage that, when negative, exceeds the average annual change in
groundwater storage of the Tule Subbasin estimated from the historical average period of 19__
to 20__ (“Baseline”) by:

o __%, for the period of 2020-25
o __%, for the period of 2026-30
o __%, for the period of 2031-35
o __%, for the period of 2036-40

 OR
• Alt. B.1: An undesirable result for the Tule Subbasin would be a total estimated negative change

in storage that:
o For the period of 2020-25, is greater than ___ acre-feet
o For the period of 2026-30, is greater than ___ acre-feet
o For the period of 2031-35, is greater than ___ acre-feet
o For the period of 2036-37, is greater than ___ acre-feet

• Alt. C.1: An undesirable result for the Tule Subbasin would be a total estimated change in
storage that, during the 20-year statutory implementation horizon, exceeds ____ acre-feet.

 OR
• Alt. D.1: An undesirable result for the Tule Subbasin would be the lowering of groundwater

levels below the minimum thresholds of Representative Monitoring Sites with monitoring areas
that represent __% or more of the total Subbasin area.

• Alt. D.2: An undesirable result for the Tule Subbasin would be the lowering of groundwater
levels below the minimum threshold of Representative Monitoring Sites with adjacent
monitoring areas that represent ___% or more of the total Subbasin area.
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• Alt. D.3: An undesirable result for the Tule Subbasin would be the lowering of groundwater
levels below the minimum threshold at more than ___% of the total Representative Monitoring
Sites in the Tule Subbasin.

Effects: Experiencing the undesirable result for change in groundwater storage would likely induce 
hardship on groundwater users such as well failures and failure to access groundwater, additional 
operational costs for groundwater extraction from deeper groundwater levels, and additional costs to 
lower pumps, deepen or drill new wells. Corollary effects might also include land subsidence resulting in 
damage to critical infrastructure, loss of aquifer storage capacity, migration of contaminant plumes, and 
production of poor water quality that is no longer beneficially useable at a reasonable cost.  

Degraded Water Quality 
Causation: Groundwater quality may be degraded to the extent that it is no longer suitable for 
beneficial uses as a result of three conditions: 

• Demonstrated changes in the direction of contaminant plume migration attributable to a shift in
groundwater gradient resulting from excessive drawdown;

• Spills and/or general spreading and application of certain compounds that, following
subsequent percolation, enter from the surface into the underlying groundwater system and
accumulate into concentrations that degrade the potential of the groundwater to be beneficially
used for certain purposes; and

• Naturally occurring groundwater constituent concentrations that exceed regulatory levels or are
otherwise undesirable are encountered at certain depths and/or locations within the subbasin
and, as a result of perforation intervals, the groundwater extracted from various sites accessing
these areas results in discharge water that exceeds regulatory levels.

Active sites of local contamination, as well as maps showing groundwater nitrate concentrations and 
electrical conductivity measurements are shown in the Tule Subbasin Setting Section 2.1.7.4.  

Within the Tule Subbasin, potential causes of degraded water quality may include: 
• Intentional and unintentional spills of toxic compounds.
• Groundwater gradients that cause the migration of identified contaminant plumes into areas

where they previously did not exist;
• Application and/or recharge of treated municipal effluent;
• Application and use of fertilizer, chemical additives or other substances that leech into the

subsurface and percolate to the groundwater;
• Leeching of septic system effluent; and
• Naturally occurring constituents that are native to the groundwater and sediments within the

aquifer;

Significant local, state, and federal regulation already exists in order to manage human use, treatment, 
and disposal of compounds that may have an effect on our environment. In order to avoid an 
undesirable condition, the Tule Subbasin GSAs will partner, as needed, with the appropriate entities 
already currently regulating activities that may have an effect on groundwater quality.  

Projects and management actions will be implemented in order to decelerate and arrest the 
degradation of groundwater quality within the Tule Subbasin by 2040. 
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Criteria: The Tule Subbasin GSAs have defined __ (#) criteria that, when met, would constitute an 
undesirable result for the degradation of groundwater quality: 

• Alt. A.1: An undesirable result for the Tule Subbasin would be the exceedance of the minimum
threshold concentrations for one or more constituents of concern (or, “would be the lowering of
groundwater levels below the minimum thresholds”) at Representative Monitoring Sites with
monitoring areas that represent __% or more of the total Subbasin area. s

• Alt. A.2: An undesirable result for the Tule Subbasin would be the exceedance of the minimum
threshold concentrations for one or more constituents of concern (or, “would be the lowering of
groundwater levels below the minimum thresholds”) at Representative Monitoring Sites with
adjacent monitoring areas that represent __% or more of the total Subbasin area.

• Alt. A.3: An undesirable result for the Tule Subbasin would be the exceedance of the minimum
threshold concentrations for one or more constituents of concern at ___% of the total
Representative Monitoring Sites in the Tule Subbasin.

o OR
• Alt B.1: An undesirable result for the Tule Subbasin would be the exceedance of the minimum

threshold concentrations for one or more constituents of concern (or, “would be the lowering of
groundwater levels below the minimum thresholds”) at Representative Monitoring Sites within
monitoring areas that represent __% or more of the total area of any single Municipal
Management Area,

Effects: An exceedance of minimum thresholds to the extent that the undesirable result is experienced 
would likely induce hardship on groundwater users such as groundwater quality that adversely affects 
crop growth, additional costs to treat water for household and drinking water use, additional costs to 
treat water for agronomic use, acute and chronic health risks, the inability to use existing wells for 
agricultural or municipal purposes, and significant costs to remediate groundwater resources within the 
Subbasin.  

Land Subsidence 
Causation: Permanent land subsidence is attributable to the dewatering and subsequent compaction of 
water bearing formations composed of substantial thicknesses of fine-grained deposits. Land subsidence 
within the Tule Subbasin has been reactivated since 1987 with the onset of overdraft conditions (see 
Basin Setting Section 2.2.6) and has negatively affected land use property interests and entities relying 
on critical infrastructure.   

Projects and management actions will be implemented in order to decelerate and eventually arrest land 
subsidence within the Tule Subbasin by 2040. 

Criteria: The Tule Subbasin GSAs have defined __ (#) criteria that, when either is met, would constitute 
an undesirable result for land subsidence: 

• Alt A.1a: An undesirable result for the Tule Subbasin would be subsidence rates in exceedance
of the minimum threshold(s) at the Representative Monitoring Site(s) with monitoring areas
representing __% or more of the total area within the Friant-Kern Canal Management Area (or,
“any single designated Land Subsidence Management Area”)

• 
o OR
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• Alt. B.1: An undesirable result for the Tule Subbasin would be subsidence rates in exceedance of
the minimum thresholds at Representative Monitoring Sites with monitoring areas representing
__% or more of the total Subbasin area.

• Alt. B.2: : An undesirable result for the Tule Subbasin would be subsidence rates in exceedance
of the minimum thresholds at Representative Monitoring Sites with adjacent monitoring areas
representing __% or more of the total Subbasin area.

• Alt B.3: An undesirable result for the Tule Subbasin would be subsidence rates in exceedance of
the minimum thresholds at ___% of the total Representative Monitoring Sites in the Tule
Subbasin.

 OR
• Alt. C.1: An undesirable result for the Tule Subbasin would be the lowering of groundwater

levels below the minimum thresholds of Representative Monitoring Sites with monitoring areas
that represent __% or more of the total Subbasin area.

• Alt. C.2: An undesirable result for the Tule Subbasin would be the lowering of groundwater
levels below the minimum threshold of Representative Monitoring Sites with adjacent
monitoring areas that represent ___% or more of the total Subbasin area.

• Alt. C.3: An undesirable result for the Tule Subbasin would be the lowering of groundwater
levels below the minimum threshold at more than ___% of the total Representative Monitoring
Sites in the Tule Subbasin.

Effects: An exceedance of minimum thresholds to the extent that the undesirable result for the Friant-
Kern Canal Management Area (or, “any single designated Land Subsidence Management Area”) is 
experienced would critically impair the conveyance infrastructure. Such an impairment would severely 
diminish the ability of certain surface water contractors to receive total allocated supplies and would 
create excessive costs that would need to be funded in order to undertake an adequate fix to return the 
canal to designed capacity. 

An exceedance of minimum thresholds to the extent that the undesirable result for the Tule Subbasin is 
experienced would induce financial hardship on land and property interests, such as the redesign of 
previously planned construction projects and the fixing and retrofitting of existing critical infrastructure. 

Surface Water Depletion 
Causation: [TBD]  

Criteria: [TBD] 

Effects: [TBD] 

No Establishment of Undesirable Results for Seawater Intrusion (Regs. §354.26 (d)) 
One groundwater condition, seawater intrusion, does not apply as a sustainability indicator because, as 
presently apprised and assessed, it cannot occur within the Tule Subbasin (see Basin Setting Section 
2.2.3) and, therefore, cannot create adverse conditions that are significant and unreasonable.  

While this condition does not presently apply, the Tule Subbasin GSAs will re-evaluate this condition’s 
status every five years as part of the five-year review process. 
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Draft Methodology for 
Developing Undesirable Result 

Definitions & Criteria

Bryce G. McAteer
Executive Director, ETGSA

Presentation to the ETGSA Board of Directors
March 7, 2019

Agenda Item #9.b
Exhibit B
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Hierarchy of Monitoring
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Hierarchy of Monitoring

4

Basin/Subbasin

Groundwater Sustainability Agency (GSA)

Management Area

Monitoring Area

Representative Monitoring Site (RMS)
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Definition of Terms

5

Basin/Subbasin

Groundwater 
Sustainability Agency

Management Area

Monitoring Area

Representative 
Monitoring Site

Regs. § 351 (f) - “Basin” means a groundwater basin or subbasin identified and 
defined in Bulletin 118 or as modified pursuant to Water Code 10722 et seq.

Regs. § 351 (r) - “Management area” refers to an area within a basin for which 
the Plan may identify different minimum thresholds, measurable objectives, 
monitoring, or projects and management actions based on differences in water 
use sector, water source type, geology, aquifer characteristics, or other factors.

Regs. § 351 (a) – “Agency” refers to a groundwater sustainability agency as 
defined in the Act.

Regs. § 354.36 (a) - Representative monitoring sites may be designated by the 
Agency as the point at which sustainability indicators are monitored, and for 
which quantitative values for minimum thresholds, measurable objectives, and 
interim milestones are defined.

Regs. § 354.36 (c) - The designation of a representative monitoring site shall be 
supported by adequate evidence demonstrating that the site reflects general 
conditions in the area.

(Note: Not necessarily found in 
statute, but a term conceived 
from the language and direction 
found in the Regulations.)
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Example of Monitoring Hierarchy Overlay

6

Basin/Subbasin

GSA

Management Area

Monitoring Area

Representative Monitoring Site

Key
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Defining Undesirable Results
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Major Components of UR Description

8

Causation - Regs. § 354.26 (b)(1)
“The cause of groundwater conditions occurring throughout the basin that would lead
to or has led to undesirable results based on information described in the basin setting,
and other data or models as appropriate.”
• Recommended Approach: Short, qualitative general description that references the Basin

Setting and other technical portions of the CA/GSP

Criteria - Regs. § 354.26 (b)(2)
“The criteria used to define when and where the effects of the groundwater conditions
cause undesirable results for each applicable sustainability indicator. The criteria shall
be based on a quantitative description of the combination of minimum threshold
exceedances that cause significant and unreasonable effects in the basin.”
• Recommended Approach: Numeric definition of the number of undesirable results defined, with

quantitative criteria based on minimum threshold exceedances and the critical mass necessary to
evaluate a condition as an undesirable result.

Effects - Regs. § 354.26 (b)(3)
“Potential effects on the beneficial uses and users of groundwater, on land uses and
property interests, and other potential effects that may occur or are occurring from
undesirable results.”
• Recommended Approach: Short, qualitative general description of the potential effects that

might occur, or has occurred, as a result of the undesirable result.
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Criteria Considerations

9

Terms to Consider when developing Criteria:

• Minimum Threshold
• Representative Monitoring Sites
• Monitoring Area
• Management Area

• Majority
• Percentage
• Adjacent
• Sustainability Indicator

Sustainability
Indicator

Lowering of 
GW Levels

Reduction of 
Storage

Seawater 
Intrusion

Degraded 
Quality

Land 
Subsidence

Surface 
Water 

Depletion

Metric(s) Groundwater 
elevation

Total volume 
that can be 

withdrawn *

Chloride 
concentration 
isocontour *

Migration of 
plumes

Number of 
supply wells, 

volume of 
water, or 

isocontour 
affected

Rate and 
extent of 

subsidence

Rate or 
volume of 

surface water 
depletion 

Note: Contrary to the 
general rule, these 
indicators with an “*”
are set for a basin or 
management area 
rather than at each 
representative site

Each Undesirable Result has an associated Sustainability Indicator and Minimum Threshold Metric

Note: Groundwater elevation may be used as a 
proxy metric for monitoring other sustainability 
indicators. (See Regs. § 354. 28 (d))
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Questions for Consideration

• Do we consider differently a critical mass of
exceedances in adjacent areas versus a
critical mass of exceedances in non-adjacent
areas, or both?

• Do we consider differently a critical mass of
exceedances at a specific number of
representative monitoring sites versus a
critical mass of exceedances within multiple
landmass areas – and at what scale (e.g.
management area v. monitoring area v.
GSA v. etc.)?

• Should there be multiple potential
undesirable results (or criteria that, if met,
constitute an undesirable result) for a
specific sustainability indicator, or simply
different minimum thresholds?

Examples

1. General Land Subsidence Undesirable Result
And

2. Management-Area Specific Undesirable
Result (e.g. FKC)

• Indicates Non-Exceedance
• Indicates Exceedance

Key

OR

OR
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Potential Upper Aquifer Groundwater Level 
Monitoring Wells Agenda Item #9.b

Exhibit C

Agenda Packet pg.63



Preliminary Draft – For Discussion Purposes Only

Potential Lower Aquifer Groundwater Level 
Monitoring Wells
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Potential Monitoring Areas and Representative 
Monitoring Sites – LTGSA

Zone 4

Zone 2

Zone 1

Zone 3
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Measured Scenario 1 Scenario 2 Scenario 3

Scenario 4 Scenario 5 Calibration
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Land Surface (260 ft amsl)

135 Wells
360 ft deep 

Or Shallower

276 Wells 
Deeper than 360 ft

411 Total Wells
In DWR Database in

Zone 3
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21S/24E-35A01
LTGSA Zone 3

Land Surface (260 ft amsl)

Potential Minimum Threshold - A

Potential Minimum Threshold - B

Potential Minimum Threshold - C 360 ft bgs

310 ft bgs

260 ft bgs

73 Wells 105 Wells 135 Wells

Number of Wells in LTGSA Zone 3 that 
are Shallower than the Minimum 
Threshold 

18 % 26 % 33 %

Percentage of Zone 3 Wells
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Potential Minimum Threshold - B

Potential Minimum Threshold - C 370 ft bgs
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25 Wells 37 Wells 47 Wells

Number of Wells in LTGSA Zone 4 that are 
Shallower than the Minimum Threshold 

14 % 21 % 26 %

Percentage of Zone 4 Wells
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Agenda Item 9.c 

Report on updated Draft Historical Tule Subbasin Water 
Budget and updated estimated Draft Sustainable Yield 

Staff Report to the ETGSA Board 

Subject: Updates to the draft Historical Tule Subbasin Water Budget 

Submitted By:  Executive Director 

Recommended Action: n/a (report is for informational purposes) 

Executive Summary: 

Thomas Harder & Company (hereafter, “TH&Co”) recently updated the Draft Tule Subbasin 
Basin Setting. Updates to this document resulted in a new draft Historical Tule Subbasin Water 
Budget and new draft Estimated Sustainable Yield. TH&Co also provided each of the GSAs with 
an individual draft Historical Water Budget. 

The Historical Water Budget is subject to further update and revision based on Cal Poly ITRC 
data that is expected to be received in March and additional comments provided by GSA 
technical leads.  

Based on the period of 1986/87-2016/17, the draft estimated Tule Subbasin average annual 
change in storage is -165,000 acre-ft/yr.  

The estimated Sustainable Yield is subject to further update and revision based on the final 
chosen Future Water Budget (due to future projected variables that may have an impact on the 
estimated Sustainable Yield) and additional comments provided by GSA technical leads. 

Based on the period of 1986/87-2016/17, the draft estimated Tule Subbasin average annual 
sustainable yield is 297,000 acre-ft/yr. 

Exhibit A summarizes these updates, provides estimates for applied agricultural water 
adjustments necessary to reach sustainability, and indicates several example draft reduction 
schedules for ETGSA based on the 5 bookend ramp down scenarios.  
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Background: 

The Basin Setting “refers to the information about the physical setting, characteristics, and 
current conditions of the basin as descried by the Agency in the hydrogeological conceptual 
model, the groundwater conditions, and the water budget, pursuant to Subarticle 2 of article 
5.” (GSP Regs. § 351.(g)). 

Fiscal Impact: 

n/a 

Attachments: 

• Exhibit A: Summary Slides – Updated Preliminary Draft Sustainable Yield and Preliminary
Draft Reduction Schedules
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Preliminary Draft – For Discussion Purposes Only

Potential Applied Water 
Reduction Schedules

Agenda Item #9.c
Exhibit A
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Updated Historical Water Budget

 Historical Sustainable Yield for 1986/87 – 2016/17 =
297,000 acre-ft/yr

 Previous Sustainable Yield for 1990/91 – 2009/2010 =
257,725 acre-ft/yr

 Average Annual Change in Storage from 1986/87 –
2016/17 = -165,000 acre-ft/yr
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Preliminary Agricultural Applied Water 
Rates – 2017 vs. Sustainable

Note:  
Applied Water Includes Both 
Surface Water and Ground-
Water Supplies

Preliminary Sustainable Rate2017
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Preliminary Draft – For Discussion Purposes Only

Potential Applied Water Reduction Schedule 
for ETGSA
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Eastern Tule GSA
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Preliminary Total Applied 
Water Reduction Target

-13,000 afy -7,000 afy -4,000 afy

10-yr Ramp Down
After 2030
-7,000 afy

Estimated Annual Applied 
Water Reduction to Meet Target
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Agenda Item 9.d 

Report on Inter-Basin and other Regional Stakeholder 
Coordination 

Staff Report to the ETGSA Board 

Subject: Inter-Basin and Regional Coordination 

Submitted By:  Executive Director 

Recommended Action: n/a (report is for informational purposes) 

Executive Summary: 

ETGSA continues to undertake various efforts to coordinate and collaborate with regional 
partners and stakeholders. Below is a summary of these efforts: 

• USGS will be hosting a presentation and site tour for their recently refurbished
Extensometer, now operating near the Friant-Kern Canal. ETGSA is serving as one of the
Co-Hosts to this event, scheduled for March 22, 2019.

• ETGSA is partaking in the development of Friant Water Authority’s “San Joaquin Valley
Blueprint”, an initiative focused on identifying major areas for regional cooperation to
provide a strategy for addressing the substantial overdraft occurring within the region.

Background: 

n/a 

Fiscal Impact: 

n/a 

Attachments: 

n/a 
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Agenda Item 10.a 

Report on progress of ETGSA GSP Drafting 

Staff Report to the ETGSA Board 

Subject: Drafting of the ETGSA Groundwater Sustainability Plan 

Submitted By:  Executive Director 

Recommended Action: n/a (report is for informational purposes) 

Executive Summary: 

Staff and 4Creeks, Inc. continue to develop the Draft GSP document. Policy direction is sought 
from ETGSA’s Committees and the Board as necessary, and technical matters are further 
informed by ongoing Subbasin work being undertaken by Thomas Harder & Company 
(hereafter, “TH&Co”). It is anticipated that the Draft GSP will be completed in June, 2019. 

Below is a summary of the current status of the Draft GSP: 

• Chapter 1 (Introduction): Chapter 1 is largely complete, excluding sections on plan
implementation, land use planning coordination (note: Staff is undertaking discussions
with the County on this issue), and costs and funding.

• Chapter 2 (Basin Setting): 4Creeks is currently drafting this section based on the
updated Draft Basin Setting recently received from TH&Co.

• Chapter 3 (Sustainable Management Criteria): A methodology for use of Representative
Monitoring Sites is currently being deliberated by GSA leads, and coordination is
ongoing for developing Undesirable Result criteria.

• Chapter 4 (Monitoring Networks): This section will be completed following receipt of
TH&Co’s updated draft Monitoring Plan.

• Chapter 5 (Projects and Management Actions): A Draft Outline (see Exhibit A) was
recently developed. Staff is assembling Project & Management Action descriptions
accordingly from Member Agencies and other interested groups. Staff will continue to
seek Committee and Stakeholder input and Board direction as this section is developed.

• Chapter 6 & 7 (Plan Implementation and References to Technical Studies): These
sections will be developed iteratively following completion of other Chapters and
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additional policy direction. It is anticipated that significant work on these chapters will 
begin in early 2019. 

Background: 

Development of the ETGSA Draft GSP is being undertaken by Staff with assistance from 4-
Creeks, Inc. and incorporation of work completed on behalf of the Tule Subbasin GSAs by 
TH&Co. 4-Creeks and Staff meet twice per month (at minimum) to review progress, review 
recommendations and Board decisions, and identify next steps 

The latest version of ETGSA’s Draft GSP Creation Schedule can be found on its website at 
www.easterntulegsa.com/resources/#gsp. It is anticipated that the Draft GSP will be completed 
in June, 2019. 

Fiscal Impact: 

n/a 

Attachments: 

• Exhibit A – Draft Outline of Draft GSP Section 5
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[GSA Name] DRAFT GSP
-SUBJECT TO DELIBERATIVE PROCESS- 

SECTION 5 – Projects and Management 
Actions 

Introduction (Reg. § 354.42) 
This Section describes the projects and management actions that the Agency, its member agencies, 
and/or its regional partners intend to undertake in order to achieve the sustainability goal of the 
[Subbasin Name] and maintain sustainable groundwater conditions thereafter over the planning and 
implementation horizon. 

Projects and Management Actions (Reg. § 354.44) 
As a result of the [Basin Name’s] current status as a critically overdrafted basin (see Basin Setting 
Section X.X) and the ongoing potential or trajectory of groundwater conditions within the Subbasin to 
cause undesirable results, the Agency has identified the following projects and management actions 
(hereafter, “Actions”) or categories of Actions that it, its member agencies, and/or its regional partners 
may undertake as a means to accomplish local groundwater sustainability: 

1. Supply Optimization
2. Surface Water Development
3. Managed Aquifer Recharge
4. Municipal Water Supply and Quality Projects
5. Multi-Entity Water Management Role Coordination
6. Groundwater Allocation, Accounting, Sharing, and Demand Reduction System
7. [Other Action Type]

Each of the identified Actions will increase the [Subbasin Name’s] overall ability to achieve its 
sustainability goal through one or more of the following effects:  

• Increased or optimized availability of sustainable water supplies;
• Decreased consumptive use of non-sustainable groundwater supplies to mitigate overdraft;
• Improved or stabilized groundwater levels;
• Reduction or cessation of subsidence near critical infrastructure and across the local area;
• Improved or stabilized water quality for agronomic and municipal purposes;
• Increased or more efficient funding for local water management; and/or
• Improved quantities, quality, and transparency of relevant regional water management data.

Because of the relative diversity of the Agency, particularly its makeup of member agencies and other 
regional entities whose actions may affect local groundwater conditions, it is anticipated that there are 
several Actions wherein the entity coordinating and/or administering the undertaking of the Action 
(hereafter, “Lead Entity”) will be an entity other than the Agency. In these circumstances, the Agency is 
committed to collaborating with the appropriate Lead Entity and providing its support and/or approval, 
if necessary.  

Agenda Item #10.a

Exhibit A
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[GSA Name]  DRAFT GSP
 -SUBJECT TO DELIBERATIVE PROCESS- 

In this Section, all identified individual projects and management actions have been listed and 
categorized according to the nine (9) aforementioned Actions. Each individual Action includes a 
description that meets the Regulation’s requirements and provides: 

• A general summary of the Action and the Lead Entity anticipated to undertake the Action [Reg. § 
354.44(a)] 

• A description of the circumstances that have or will lead to the consideration and/or trigger the 
implementation of the Action [Reg. § 354.44(b)(1)(A)]  

• A summary of the anticipated process of public notice regarding the consideration and 
implementation of the Action [Reg. § 354.44(b)(1)(B)] 

• If applicable, a quantification of the anticipated groundwater demand to be reduced as a result 
implementing of the Action [Reg. § 354.44(b)(2)] 

• A summary of the permitting and regulatory processes that may be required to undertake the 
Action [Reg. § 354.44(b)(3)] 

• A timeline summarizing the expected initiation, completion, and accrual of expected benefits for 
the Action [Reg. § 354.44(b)(4)] 

• An explanation of the benefits that are expected to be realized and how those benefits will be 
evaluated for the Action [Reg. § 354.44(b)(5)] 

• A general explanation of how the Action will be accomplished and, if applicable, the source and 
reliability of waters relied upon from outside of the Agency’s jurisdiction to accomplish the 
action [Reg. § 354.44(b)(6)] 

• A summary of the legal authority of the Lead Entity to undertake the Action [Reg. § 354.44(b)(7)] 
• An estimate of the cost and funding source anticipated to undertake the Action [Reg. § 

354.44(b)(8)] 
• If applicable, an explanation of how groundwater extractions and/or recharge during periods of 

drought will be offset during other periods to ensure the avoidance of chronic lower of 
groundwater levels and/or the depletion of supplies [Reg. § 354.44(b)(9)] 

It is anticipated that several Actions under the appropriate authority of various Lead Entities may have 
already begun prior to, or may begin soon after, the adoption of this Plan. 

 

 

[Action Category A] 
[Category] Actions are those Actions that a Lead Entity may implement to [enter text]. Through the [type 
of action], entities will be able to: 

• [general description of benefit] 
• [general description of benefit]  

Implementation of successful [category] Actions will, in general, [effect; usually reduce groundwater 
pumping] within [Agency]. 

The following [category] Actions have been identified: 

1. [Action Name] ([Lead Entity]) 
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 -SUBJECT TO DELIBERATIVE PROCESS- 

2. [Action Name] ([Lead Entity]) 

 

Action 1 – [Action Name] ([Lead Entity]) 
Description 

[Lead Entity] (hereafter, “[acronym]”) [text]  

Lead Entity 

[acronym] 

Circumstantial Considerations 

[text] 

Public Notice Process 

[text] 

Quantification of Water Budget Impact 

[text] 

As a result of this Action, it is anticipated that there will be a net reduction of average annual 
groundwater pumping within [Lead Entity] of approximately X,XXX AF/yr. 

Permitting and Regulatory Process 

[text] 

Timeline 

Implementation of the Action is anticipated to occur [text]. 

Anticipated Benefits 

[text] 

Evaluation of Benefits 

Evaluation of the benefits of this Action will occur under [number] primary methods: 

1. [method] 
2. [method] 

Should the expected benefits associated with this Action actually occur, annual reports should 
[description of expected conditions, per method] 

Accomplishment 

If implemented by [Lead Entity], this Action will be accomplished through the process described in the 
Timeline. 
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Accomplishment of this Action assumes [text] 

Legal Authority 

[text] 

Cost & Funding 

Cost: Implementation of this Action includes [number] major cost components: 

• [component] 

The costs generally incurred for each of the [number] components are provided below: 

1. [cost component] 
• [$$ and description of cost] 

Therefore, based on the costs provided above, full implementation of this Action is anticipated to cost: 

• [$$] 

Funding: [Number] sources of funding are anticipated to meet the full cost of implementing this Action. 

[text] 

Drought Offset Measures 

[text] 

 

Corresponding Attachments 

• [Attachment A] 
• [Attachment B] 
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Agenda Item 10.c 

Review status and progress on GSP policy matters 

Staff Report to the ETGSA Board 

Subject: Current GSP Policy Matters 

Submitted By:  Executive Director 

Recommended Action: n/a (report is for informational purposes) 

Executive Summary: 

ETGSA Staff provided the Executive and Stakeholder Committees with an introduction to new 
policy matters during their January 2019 Meetings. A more in-depth presentation fostered 
additional discussion amongst the Committees at their Joint Meeting on February 21, 2019. 
Subjects of particular discussion included Management Areas, mechanisms and functioning of a 
sharing system, and defining historical use. The following recommendations were provided by 
the Committees: 

• Executive Committee Recommendations on Policy Matters:
o Moved to recommend the use of management areas and have staff bring back to

the committee draft criteria and visualizations.
o Moved to have staff bring back a summary of potential criteria for groundwater

account users.
• Stakeholder Committee Recommendations on Policy Matters

o Moved to recommend the use of management areas and have staff bring back to
the committee draft criteria and visualizations.

o Moved to have staff bring back a summary of potential criteria for groundwater
account users.

Background: 

At its January 2019 Board Meeting, the following items were discussed as new policy matters to 
be discussed and recommended on by the Committees: 

• Management Areas
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• Sustainable Management Criteria
• Results of TH&Co Task Items and implications on Projects & Management Actions
• Mechanisms and functioning of a sharing system
• Criteria for validating a recharge project
• Defining historical use
• Evaluating transfer impacts
• Inter-GSA transfers

Fiscal Impact: 

n/a 

Attachments: 

n/a 
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Agenda Items 
#8.a & #8.b

------
Financial Statements 

and Bills



Mar 7, 19

ASSETS
Current Assets

Checking/Savings
ETGSA  Uncommitted Cash 135,357.95

Total Checking/Savings 135,357.95

Accounts Receivable
Accounts Receivable 98,012.00

Total Accounts Receivable 98,012.00

Total Current Assets 233,369.95

TOTAL ASSETS 233,369.95

LIABILITIES & EQUITY
Liabilities

Current Liabilities
Accounts Payable

Accounts Payable 29,076.59

Total Accounts Payable 29,076.59

Total Current Liabilities 29,076.59

Total Liabilities 29,076.59

Equity
Unrestricted Net Assets 78,826.40
Net Income 125,466.96

Total Equity 204,293.36

TOTAL LIABILITIES & EQUITY 233,369.95

6:46 AM Eastern Tule Groundwater Sustainability Agency
03/07/19 Balance Sheet (unaudited)
Accrual Basis As of March 7, 2019

Page 1
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Jul '18 - Jun 19 Budget $ Over Budget % of Budget

Ordinary Income/Expense
Income

5835
Misc. Income 382.50
Other Rev, Memb. Contribution 518,721.88 707,902.80 -189,180.92 73.3%

Total 5835 519,104.38 707,902.80 -188,798.42 73.3%

Total Income 519,104.38 707,902.80 -188,798.42 73.3%

Expense
6000

Salaries & Employee Benefits 107,270.24 177,600.00 -70,329.76 60.4%

Total 6000 107,270.24 177,600.00 -70,329.76 60.4%

6001
Administrative Assistant 0.00 30,000.00 -30,000.00 0.0%

Total 6001 0.00 30,000.00 -30,000.00 0.0%

7010
ETGSA Insurance Policies 11,148.00 11,148.00 0.00 100.0%

Total 7010 11,148.00 11,148.00 0.00 100.0%

7036
Meetings 156.55 4,000.00 -3,843.45 3.9%
Office Supplies 3,270.37 9,000.00 -5,729.63 36.3%

Total 7036 3,426.92 13,000.00 -9,573.08 26.4%

7043
Legal Services 70,862.65 120,000.00 -49,137.35 59.1%
Other GSP & GSA Services 0.00 30,000.00 -30,000.00 0.0%
Outreach Services 5,591.25 25,000.00 -19,408.75 22.4%
Professional Services (4Creeks) 59,024.73 84,000.00 -24,975.27 70.3%

Total 7043 135,478.63 259,000.00 -123,521.37 52.3%

7062
Office, Phone, Internet 5,647.50 9,400.00 -3,752.50 60.1%

Total 7062 5,647.50 9,400.00 -3,752.50 60.1%

7066
Accounting 495.00 10,000.00 -9,505.00 5.0%
Audit 3,525.00 4,000.00 -475.00 88.1%

Total 7066 4,020.00 14,000.00 -9,980.00 28.7%

7074
Travel & Communication 8,456.99 14,400.00 -5,943.01 58.7%

Total 7074 8,456.99 14,400.00 -5,943.01 58.7%

7400
Coordination Agreement 119,779.79 115,000.00 4,779.79 104.2%

Total 7400 119,779.79 115,000.00 4,779.79 104.2%

7432
10% Contingency 0.00 64,354.80 -64,354.80 0.0%

Total 7432 0.00 64,354.80 -64,354.80 0.0%

Total Expense 395,228.07 707,902.80 -312,674.73 55.8%

Net Ordinary Income 123,876.31 0.00 123,876.31 100.0%

6:48 AM Eastern Tule Groundwater Sustainability Agency
03/07/19 Profit & Loss Budget vs. Actual (unaudited)
Accrual Basis July 2018 through June 2019

Page 1



Jul '18 - Jun 19 Budget $ Over Budget % of Budget

Other Income/Expense
Other Income

4801
Interest Revenue 1,590.65

Total 4801 1,590.65

Total Other Income 1,590.65

Net Other Income 1,590.65

Net Income 125,466.96 0.00 125,466.96 100.0%

6:48 AM Eastern Tule Groundwater Sustainability Agency
03/07/19 Profit & Loss Budget vs. Actual (unaudited)
Accrual Basis July 2018 through June 2019

Page 2



Trans # Type Num Date Name Memo Account Amount

224 Deposit 02/19/2019 Deposit ETGSA  Uncomm... 68,043.36

218 Payment 18464 02/15/2019 Terra Bella Irrigation... Undeposited Funds -17,713.34
219 Payment 2329 02/19/2019 Tea Pot Dome Wate... Undeposited Funds -4,179.79
220 Payment 12479 02/19/2019 Kern-Tulare Water ... Undeposited Funds -11,205.97
221 Payment 9512 02/19/2019 Vandalia Water Distr... Undeposited Funds -1,706.66
222 Payment 16207 02/19/2019 Porterville Irrigation ... Undeposited Funds -19,950.54
223 Payment 10005... 02/19/2019 City of Porterville Undeposited Funds -13,287.06

TOTAL -68,043.36

230 Deposit 03/04/2019 Deposit ETGSA  Uncomm... 23,125.58

227 Payment 13773 03/01/2019 Saucelito Irrigation ... Undeposited Funds -23,125.58

TOTAL -23,125.58

6:51 AM Eastern Tule Groundwater Sustainability Agency
03/07/19 Recent Income & Deposits (unaudited)

February 1 through March 7, 2019

Page 1



Type Num Date Name Memo Account Paid Amount

Bill Pmt -Check 3231379 02/13/2019 Lower Tule Ri... Tule Subbasin SGMA - ... ETGSA  Uncommit...

Bill 671 01/16/2019 Tule Subbasin SGMA - S... Coordination Agree... -85,847.84

TOTAL -85,847.84

Bill Pmt -Check 3231380 02/13/2019 Terra Bella Irr... Jan. Employee Services... ETGSA  Uncommit...

Bill 105 01/31/2019 Jan. Employee Services ... Salaries & Employe... -7,682.78

TOTAL -7,682.78

Bill Pmt -Check 3231381 02/13/2019 4Creeks, Inc. Professional Services (... ETGSA  Uncommit...

Bill 13346 02/06/2019 Professional Services (Ja... Professional Servic... -5,858.74

TOTAL -5,858.74

Bill Pmt -Check 3231382 02/13/2019 4Creeks, Inc. Pulic Water Systems M... ETGSA  Uncommit...

Bill 13345 02/06/2019 Pulic Water Systems Mail... Outreach Services -300.00

TOTAL -300.00

Bill Pmt -Check 3231383 02/13/2019 Bryce G. McA... Office Supplies Reimbu... ETGSA  Uncommit...

Bill 10019 02/04/2019 Reimbursement, Office S... Office Supplies -17.97

TOTAL -17.97

Bill Pmt -Check 3231384 02/13/2019 Bryce G. McA... January Reimbursment,... ETGSA  Uncommit...

Bill 012019 02/04/2019 January Reimbursment, ... Travel & Communic... -1,042.88

TOTAL -1,042.88

Bill Pmt -Check 3231385 02/13/2019 Ruddell Coch... ETGSA  Uncommit...

Bill 161369 01/23/2019 January Legal Expenses ... Legal Services -1,675.00
Bill 161368 01/23/2019 January Legal Expenses ... Legal Services -6,757.50

TOTAL -8,432.50

Bill Pmt -Check 3231598 02/13/2019 881 West Prof... Office Lease & Internet ... ETGSA  Uncommit...

Bill 02.04.19 02/04/2019 Office Lease & Internet (... Office, Phone, Inter... -545.00

TOTAL -545.00

6:46 AM Eastern Tule Groundwater Sustainability Agency
03/07/19 Bills Paid (unaudited)

February 1 through March 7, 2019

Page 1
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Type Date Num Memo Open Balance

4Creeks, Inc.
Bill 03/06/2019 13498 Professional Services (February) 5,380.30
Bill 03/06/2019 13499 Outreach Materials & Translation 745.00

Total 4Creeks, Inc. 6,125.30

881 West Professional Center
Bill 03/01/2019 04.01.19 Office Lease & Internet (April 2019) 545.00

Total 881 West Professional Center 545.00

Bryce G. McAteer
Bill 03/04/2019 020019 Office & Meeting Supplies Reimb. (February) 138.33
Bill 03/04/2019 022019 Feburary Reimbursement, Travel & Comm.(... 883.68

Total Bryce G. McAteer 1,022.01

Cline's Business Equipment, Inc.
Bill 02/20/2019 152061 Feb. Monthly Printer Rental, B&W & Color P... 248.38

Total Cline's Business Equipment, Inc. 248.38

Ruddell Cochran Stanton Smith & Bixler LL
Bill 02/26/2019 161375 February Legal Services (General) 6,725.00

Total Ruddell Cochran Stanton Smith & Bixler LL 6,725.00

Terra Bella Irrigation District (AP)
Bill 02/28/2019 106 Feb. Employee Services Agreement Reimb. ... 14,410.90

Total Terra Bella Irrigation District (AP) 14,410.90

TOTAL 29,076.59

6:44 AM Eastern Tule Groundwater Sustainability Agency
03/07/19 Unpaid Bills Detail (Unaudited)

As of March 7, 2019

Page 1


	19 0226 Printer Lease (options).pdf
	Sheet1

	19 0226 Printer Lease (options).pdf
	Sheet1

	FLIER 03.22.19 (Land Subsidence in the Central Valley, Hosted by USGS).pdf
	Land Subsidence in the Central Valley

	2019 0307 Tule Subbasin, Coordination Process (Board Meeting).pdf
	Slide Number 1
	Slide Number 2

	190302- WORKING DISCUSSION DRAFT SMCs Tule Subbasin.pdf
	Introduction (Reg. § 354.22)
	Sustainability Goal (Reg. § 354.24)
	Undesirable Results (Reg. § 354.26)
	Chronic Lowering of Groundwater Levels
	Reduction of Groundwater Storage
	Degraded Water Quality
	Land Subsidence
	Surface Water Depletion
	No Establishment of Undesirable Results for Seawater Intrusion (Regs. §354.26 (d))

	190307 - Tule Subbasin, Considerations for SMCs.pdf
	Draft Methodology for Developing Undesirable Result Definitions & Criteria
	Table of Contents
	Hierarchy of Monitoring
	Slide Number 4
	Slide Number 5
	Slide Number 6
	Defining Undesirable Results
	Slide Number 8
	Slide Number 9
	Slide Number 10

	190307 DRAFT Section 5 Outline (General).pdf
	Introduction (Reg. § 354.42)
	Projects and Management Actions (Reg. § 354.44)
	[Action Category A]
	Action 1 – [Action Name] ([Lead Entity])



	2019-03-07 Financials.pdf
	19 0226 Printer Lease (options).pdf
	Sheet1


	2019-03-07 Financials.pdf
	19 0226 Printer Lease (options).pdf
	Sheet1





