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Public Comments
Agenda Item No. 2
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Meeting Minutes
Agenda Item No. 3

• Meeting Minutes for Regular 
Meeting on May 5, 2020 included 
your meeting materials
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MKGSA Advisory Committee Membership
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Existing Membership

• Mark Boyes – At-large, Tulare  (ag.-related  business)

• Eric Furtado – At-large, Visalia  (Calif. Water Service 
Co.)

• Richard Garcia – Environmental, Visalia  (Sierra Club)

• Mike Lane – At-large, Visalia  (Building Industry Assn.)

• Lee Johnson – At-large, Visalia (Enviro. Health Officer)

• Sopac Mulholland – Environmental, Visalia  (Sequoia 
Riverlands Trust)

• Jim Nichols – Agriculture, Tulare  (Nichols Farms)

• Jessi Snyder – DAC, Visalia  (Self-Help Enterprises)

• Blake Wilbur – Agriculture, Tulare  (SBS Ag.)

• Edward Henry – At large, Tulare  (retired, CA Dept. of 
Food & Ag.)

• Vacant Seat (DAC Seat)

• Resignations & Open Seats

• Ed Henry – Resignation

• James “Jimmy” Nichols – Request to Resign

• Open Seat

• MKGSA will be soliciting applications to fill the open 
and anticipated open seats

• MKGSA will advertise for filling the seats

• Candidates will need to provide an application

• Will be filling the seats such that the candidates will fill the 
role of the vacated seat

• Recommendations will be made to the by MKGSA 
Management Committee to the MKGSA Board for 
approval



General Manager Search
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Agenda Item No. 5

• MKGSA Members are preparing 
solicitation materials

• Anticipate search to begin soon
• Goal is to have a candidate selected by 

the end of the year



MKGSA Consultant Update
Agenda Item No. 6

Hydrogeologist

Montgomery & Associates

• Derrik Williams

• Tim Leo

• Assist with hydrogeologic analysis

• Assist with SGMA implementation

Engineer

Provost & Pritchard

• Matt Klinchuch

• Assist with Kaweah Subbasin 
Water Budget and Water 
Allocation Framework

• Assist with Annual Plan

• Assist with groundwater 
monitoring

Communication/Outreach

Stantec

• Craig Moyle

• Provide website management

• Provide public noticing

• Outreach
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Kaweah Subbasin 
Activities

Agenda Item No. 7
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Kaweah Subbasin Managers Report
Agenda Item no. 7.a

• Managers are coordinating on Water Budget discussion
• Includes Water Allocation Framework discussions

• GSA Managers have agreed to keep some activities at a subbasin level
• Water Budget

• Water Allocation Framework

• Annual Plan

• Coordinated transfer of GSP documentation from GEI/GSI

• Met with CVSALTS Program
• Will be implemented similar to SGMA (Management Zones)

• Aggressive timeline

• GSA will support and assist the process
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Proposition 68 Grant

• Award of $500,000 grant to the Kaweah Subbasin
• Grant Administrator:  East Kaweah GSA (Mike Hagman)

• Grant Components
• Grant Administration

• SkyTEM – Reimbursement for work already done

• Well Monitoring Data Collection – Find well construction data for key monitoring wells 
within the Kaweah Subbasin
• P&P awarded a pilot contract to try a new well camera system

• Well Metering Pilot Program
• Working with Fresno State University to evaluate metering technologies, communication systems, 

and data management systems for a well metering system to be implemented within the Kaweah 
Subbasin
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Agenda Item no. 7.b



Regional Conservation 
Investment Strategy
Agenda Item No. 7.c
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• MKGSA Representatives

• Dave Martin

• Alternate:  Aaron Fukuda

• Financial incentives for landowners to restore 
habitat in the context of multi-benefit land 
restoration programs

• Minimize impacts of SGMA, increase habitat 
conservation, and provide options for 
landowners

• Direct mitigation dollars to important habitat 
areas, including co-equal benefits of recharge 
and flood risk management

• Completed by Feb 2022



Water Marketing Strategy Update
Agenda Item No. 7.d.

• Tulare Irrigation District was awarded approximately $400,000 to develop a Water Marketing Strategy

• The Water Marketing Strategy will be developed of a 3-year period and be guided by a Committee to oversee the 
process

• Committee will represent the different sectors of the Kaweah Subbasin

• Meetings will be public

• Consultant specializing in water markets will be hired to help guide the process

• Envisioned End Product

• Water Marketing Strategy – the rules and regulations to trade, sell, and utilize groundwater credits

• Water Allocation – Needed to establish the market

• Water Marketing Platform – software/system to operate a water trading market within the Kaweah Subbasin

• This will be completed ahead of the 2025 GSP Updates

• No commitment to adopt the Water Marketing Strategy

• GSAs will have the ability to consider adoption within the 2025 GSP Updates
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Stanford SkyTEM Project
Agenda Item No. 7.e.

• Stanford was awarded a NASA grant to 
help use SkyTEM data to further decisions 
making tools for GSAs

• Kaweah Subbasin was selected as the 
pilot program 

• Stanford is taking the SkyTEM data and 
incorporating it into the Kaweah Subbasin 
Groundwater Model

• The goal is the develop a model that can 
help estimate subsidence 

• Bi-Weekly calls with Stanford that are 
very informative
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MKGSA GSP Comments
Agenda Item No. 8.a.i.
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Summary of Comment Letters

• MKGSA Comment period closed on June 3, 2020
• We received 8 comments
• California Department of Fish and Wildlife

• California Department of Water Resources – Division of Flood Management

• Central Valley Flood Protection Board

• Animal Legal Defense Fund

• Leadership Counsel

• Various Non-Profit Organization Co-Signed Letter

• The Nature Conservancy

• Kristen Dobbin – UC Davis Graduate Student

• https://sgma.water.ca.gov/portal/gsp/all

• DWR received one comment after June 3rd from Dairy Cares
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https://sgma.water.ca.gov/portal/gsp/all


Summary of Comments Letters

General Themes
• Concerns over environmental groundwater users

• Surface water / groundwater interaction

• Groundwater dependent ecosystems

• Outreach to Disadvantaged Communities

• Disadvantaged Community concerns with the 
dewatering of domestic wells and the Human Right to 
Water

• Subsidence and the correlation to declining 
groundwater levels

• Future groundwater level declines

• All but one commenter did not actively participate in 
the GSP development process

Conceptual Responses
• Provide clarification or backup information

• Provide description of the data gap and plan to address 
concerns in the future

• Address themes rather than specific comments

• Provide added assessment and evaluation

• Provide no response
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California Department of Fish and Wildlife
• Request that GSP provide additional information and analysis to consider all environmental beneficial 

uses and users of groundwater, including consideration of the surface water-groundwater connectivity.

• CDFW feels that the GSP does not consider environmental beneficial users in an actionable manner.

• Request a “careful consideration” of shallow groundwater interconnectivity of dependence, or lack 
thereof.  

• CDFW noted GSP reference to potential interconnected surface water areas within the basin, and 
therefore believes there is an inconsistency

• CDFW believes the establishment of MT that are lower than current conditions does not meet the test of 
Undesirable Results

• CDFW believes that a more robust demonstration of groundwater dependent ecosystems must be done.  

• Notable Issues With Letter:
• Letter incorrectly cites other agencies (due to form letter)

• Conclusions do not match the body of the letter

• CDFW did not participate in any MKGSA meetings or discussions
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California DWR –Department of Flood Management

• DWR has reviewed the plan to consider potential effects on flood 
management and flood risk.

• GSP did not evaluate effects of subsidence on flood system capacities, 
flood management infrastructure, or floodplain inundation areas.
• We need to consider how future subsidence will impact flood risk and adjust MT and 

MO’s

• Recommend integrating other DWR DFM programs into our GSP
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Central Valley Flood Protection Board
• CVFPB is a California State regulatory agency responsible for ensuring appropriate 

standards are met for the construction, maintenance and operation of flood control 
systems.  

• CVFPB identified the Siphon Rehabilitation Project as being under their jurisdiction
• Noted that this project may need specific permits from various agencies including the CVFPB

• CVFPB noted that subsidence impacts the integrity, functionality, and maintenance of 
flood control facilities.  
• They noted that we have data gaps and will be filling those over time

• They noted that the Elk Bayou is located within the planning area and within their jurisdiction

• CVFPB requests that GSA coordinates with them as projects are developed that might 
impact flood control works.

18



Animal Legal Defense Fund
• ALDF infers that GSPs must regulate Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations (CAFOs)
• ALDF contends that these facilities use a disproportionate amount of water and pollute groundwater

• We have made analysis of how much a cow requires:  125 gpm gross and 75 gpm net
• ALDF feels that the GSP should do a better literature review of water budgets for dairies

• The GSP does not appropriate assess the impact of dairy waste on nitrate pollution
• Additional monitoring should be done around dairies

• ALDF included an analysis by Antea Group
• Point to difficulty with the Upper Aquifer and Lower Aquifer analysis in Basin Setting

• Not sure where feed production is accounted for in the water budget 

• Need to provide a clearer definition of the daily usage of cows (75 gpd)
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Leadership Counsel
• Leadership Counsel advocates for DACs

• Comments primarily focus on
• Human Right to Water

• Outreach and engagement with DACs, and address their concerns in GSP

• Comments focus on adequacy of groundwater level and groundwater quality 
measurable objectives (MOs) and minimum thresholds 

• Supporting analysis suggests GSP would allow
• Over 60% of domestic wells to become inoperable if MOs were reached

• Water quality to get worse for DACs

• Comments raise issues with water rights and Public Trust Doctrine
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Various Non-Profit Co-Signed Letter
• Comments from Local Government Commission, Audubon California, TNC, Union of 

Concerned Scientists, Community Water Center, and Clean Water Action/Fund

• Primary focus of comments
• Ensure that local control is inclusive

• Adaptive management prioritizes improvements in areas of concern to DACs and environmental 
beneficial users.

• Interested in how climate change was factored into water budgets

• Key concerns areas:
• Identification and Consideration of Beneficial Users

• Water Budget

• Notice and Communication

• Monitoring Network

• Projects and Management Actions

• Comments suggest GSP is incomplete and should be refined in 180-day period after 
DWR decision
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The Nature Conservancy
• TNC contends:
• The GSP is inadequate because it does not meet the regulations required for consideration of 

environmental beneficial groundwater user (interconnected  surface waters (ISWs) and groundwater 
dependent ecosystems (GDEs) 

• GSA did not use “best science” in evaluating ISWs and GDEs

• Sustainability goal, undesirable results, and some sustainable management criteria need to be revised 
to improve consideration of environmental beneficial groundwater users 
• Use time-series WL data instead of one WL to assess GDEs

• Use TNC tools more appropriately

• Proposed monitoring networks are inadequate; need to directly monitor GDEs and ISWs

• GSP needs to provide plans for addressing data gaps  
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Kristen Dobin–UC Davis Graduate Student
• Primary comment theme focuses on Human Right to Water for DACs

• Comments consider eight criteria: water quality, water access, drinking water as a 
beneficial use, participation and engagement, affordability, projects and management 
actions, mitigation, and governance

• Comments suggest groundwater level MOs and MTs are inadequate
• They don’t factor in DAC concerns sufficiently

• They don’t factor in environmental beneficial users sufficiently

• Project & actions address some DAC concerns, but more could be done
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Dairy Cares
• Comments refute comments provided by Animal Legal Defense Fund

• Comments provide alternative evidence for the following ALDF’s assertions that:
• dairies and animal agriculture are responsible for “nearly half of California’s water footprint” 

• GSAs must regulate dairies for water quality

• water use by dairies is neither “reasonable nor beneficial to the people of California”

• Comments point out:
• A University of California, Davis study suggests the amount of water used per unit of milk produced in 

the state has decreased more than 88 percent over the 1964-2014 period

• Dairies are regulated by both state and local land use authorities within the San Joaquin Valley.

• Dairies already do extensive groundwater monitoring, with over 400 monitor wells and water quality 
sampling in over 4,000 wells

• SGMA does not change water rights
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MKGSA Public 
Comment Review 
Process
Agenda Item No. 8.a.ii
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• Montgomery & Associates, Interim GM, and Legal Counsel will review comments

• M&A to identify list of comments that will be of interest to DWR

• M&A to develop responses in coordination with Interim GM and Legal Counsel to the comments of 
interest

Comment Review

• Meet in early August to review the comment letters that were submitted to DWR and outline the 
process for addressing comments.

• Meeting in mid to late August to present the list of comments of interest and begin review of 
responses

• Meeting in late August/Early September to review and approve responses to comments of interest

Advisory Committee

• In September/October  the Board will receive a report and response for consideration from the 
MKGSA Advisory Committee

MKGSA Board



Agenda Item No. 8.b.
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http://www.picserver.org/highway-signs2/i/implementation.html
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/3.0/


GSP Implementation

• Okeieville Recharge Basin

• FEMA has denied project, but TID is reviewing options to appeal the decision

• TID is working with Sustainable Conservation on GRAT Tool

• TID is in the process of securing a TowTEM unit

• McKay Point Reservoir is under development

• TID has completed Cordeniz Basin (60-acre recharge basin)

• Friant Kern Canal Subsidence Fix

• Financial liability to growers due to cost of fixt (approximately $500 million)
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Committee Member Reports, 
Updates or Other Items of Interest
Agenda Item No. 9
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Thank You
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