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Minutes of the

Kaweah Subbasin Management Team Meeting

April 17, 2019— 9: 00- 11: 30 am

Tulare County Board of Supervisors Chambers— Visalia

At approximately 9: 00 a. m. on April 17, 2019, at the Tulare County Board of Supervisors Chamber, the

Kaweah Subbasin Management Team Committee meeting was called to order by Michael Hagman of the
East- Kaweah GSA.

Management Team Members and Alternates Present:

Tom Weddle, East Kaweah GSA

Eric Osterling, Greater Kaweah GSA
Don Mills, Greater Kaweah GSA

Michael Hagman, East Kaweah GSA

Leslie Caviglia, Mid- Kaweah GSA

Paul Hendrix, Mid- Kaweah GSA

Aaron Fukuda, Mid- Kaweah GSA

Terry Peltzer, East Kaweah GSA
Denise England, Greater Kaweah GSA

Management Team Members Absent

Trisha Whitfield, Mid- Kaweah GSA

Item 1. Roll Call, Agenda Overview and Introductions

Having a quorum, Chair Hagman went around the room for self- introductions.

Item la.  Review and Approval of previous meeting minutes.

Chair Hagman presented the meeting minutes of the March 20, 2019 Kaweah

Subbasin Management Team Committee meeting. A motion was made by Don Mills,

seconded by Terry Peltzer, and unanimously carried that the minutes be approved as
amended.

Item 2. Public Comments

Chair Hendrix opened the meeting for public comment. No public comment was
received.



Item 3a- c. GSA Updates

Representatives of each of the GSAs provided an overview of their individual GSA activities, including

pertinent updates on Groundwater Sustainability Plan ( GSP) development and public outreach and
engagement.

a.   Greater Kaweah Groundwater Sustainability Agency

Eric Osterling reported a special Technical Advisory Committee meeting has been scheduled

for April 26, 2019 at 9: 30 a. m., and he is working to schedule a special combined Rural

Communities and Stakeholder Committee meeting in April as well. The Technical Advisory

Committee will be weighing in on Basin Setting and Monitoring GSP chapters, minimum
thresholds and management objectives, as well as projects and management actions, with

the combined Rural Communities and Stakeholder Committee discussing much of the same
with the exception of the more technical elements of the GSP chapters.

A Kaweah Subbasin grower outreach meeting has been scheduled for April 23, 2019 at the

Tulare Ag Center Heritage Complex at 5: 00 p. m.

b.   East- Kaweah Groundwater Sustainability Agency

Mike Hagman reported work continues on the Basin Setting and Monitoring GSP chapters,
and work continues much as the same as the other GSA' s.

c.   Mid- Kaweah Groundwater Sustainability Agency

Paul Hendrix reported the intro GSP chapter is complete and under review. Monitoring and

SMC chapters are working their way through their committees. The public draft GSP is

scheduled to be out by July, as consistent with the other GSA' s. There have been meetings

with the County on permitting process coordination. Mr. Hendrix announced the 2nd Annual

GSA Summit scheduled for June 5th and 6th to be hosted by Groundwater Resources
Association.

Item 4. Coordination Agreement Status

Eric Osterling reported that the Coordination Agreement development is progressing. A meeting of the
managers and attorneys has been set for the end of April to discuss the initial draft that was developed

from the agreed upon outline previously presented to the Management Team Committee.

Item 5.  Consultation Presentation

Chris Petersen of GEI presented a Power Point Presentation.

a.   Approval of Amended Task Order KSP- 03. 2018- Modeling

Mr. Petersen explained that the Greater Kaweah is about half of the basin

size, with the other two GSA' s roughly a quarter its size each to provide

context regarding level of work and cost share. He gave an overview of the
contract status, and past amendments to other task orders, with the

assistance by teleconference from Tim Nicely and Ailco Wolfe of 651. It was

explained that Task 4 is intended to perform model runs and reporting. The

amendment funds up to eight runs completed by July 2019, and up to four

additional runs to address public comments to GSP' s. Reporting of model

runs will be published on a website due to the dynamic nature of modeling.
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A motion was made by Paul Hendrix, seconded by Eric Osterling, followed by
a discussion questioning the four additional runs and would there be time
for such additional runs. Mr. Osterling explained that the budget and scope
are larger than what is thought will occur which will ensure an additional

amendment for more funding will not be necessary. Excess funds will be

returned to the GSP budgets after modeling. There was public comment and

support for modeling agreeing with the proposed strategy. Following the
discussion the motion passed unanimously.

b.   Water Supply Accounting Framework

Mr. Petersen provided a summary of the Basin water supply accounting

historical and current periods explaining the difference between the two
periods and how they were selected. He then went on to review the "Three
Buckets" apportionment approach that was approved by the GSA' s and was

utilized in the allocation of the water budget to each GSA. Mr. Osterling

clarified that some of the water identified in the buckets slide going into the

Salvaged bucket were not necessarily completely agreed to by the GSA

attorneys, and are still subject to some ongoing negotiation.

Mr. Petersen showed a slide with a table identifying the GSA breakout by

water source. Public comment was received regarding source of data for
mountain front recharge and Mr. Petersen explained that some data was

used, but some estimates had to be made as well. Mr. Osterling explained

this method as a checkbook method and doesn' t accurately reflect where

water is percolating, and added that roughly 60,000 acre-feet of subbasin

boundary net inflow is not included this go around while the GSAs and
neighboring subbasins work to better understood and included it in future
plan updates. Public comment was received disagreeing with the salvaged

bucket approach. Public comment was received regarding allocations being
re-adjusted over time when things change. It was explained that current

conditions is a series of years that are reflective of now, and as conditions

change there will be modifications to the current period. Comment was

received regarding white areas organizing and wanting to invest in surface
water, will those benefits be realized and will allocations be based upon

numbers. Overdraft was mentioned and how it is being calculated and what
the native or" sustainable" yield will be, with the number calculated at .82

acre-feet per acre currently. Discussion was had on the difference between
safe yield, practical rate of withdrawal and sustainable yield.

c.   Modeling Scenario Runs

Mr. Petersen presented the approach and scope of model runs. The first step
is to model the water allocation approach, verifying the out-of-model

calculations, with not much change to the numbers expected. Mr. Osterling

questioned the checkbook approach versus footprint. Mr. Petersen

explained that the run is intended to verify that the checkbook approach will
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not get us in trouble with actual pumping based upon that accounting even

though the water isn' t necessarily percolating in that fashion. He added that
the first run will be a no-action base case scenario and that it' s intended to

serve as a point of comparison for all other runs. The following run will only
include management actions, not projects, with the allocations as a target

over the 20-year sustainability horizon. A discussion ensued regarding

efficiency of model runs and approach to phasing management actions and

project in over time to create a glide path. Mr. Petersen continued that a

subsequent model run would be with projects added on top of management

actions to compare paths, perhaps creating an " optimal objective" while not

overcommitting ourselves to projects. Mr. Mills wondered if as you plug in
projects how does one choose which ones to include? The response was that

each GSA has to vet their own and submit to the consultant. Each project will

be assigned a yield to be included in the modeling. In some cases that yield
will be a band/ range due to uncertainty. Public comment from Mark Larsen

regarding his hope that model runs will also be used to look at variations and

as a fine tuning tool. Mr. Petersen confirmed that this is the approach given

the availability in time. The committees agreed the approach should be

initially aggressive/ worst case scenario, followed by dialing back based upon
results.

d.   Next Steps and Future Activities

Mr. Petersen reported that GSP development continues. Model simulations

will be a main focus near-term. It was proposed the DMS money be moved

into the basin contract similar to modeling, with an amendment to be
provided on the next agenda. GSP 90-day public comment period

coordinated to conclude in mid-October. Upcoming board meetings for each
GSA was provided and initiation on public drafts. The next Management

Team meeting was scheduled for May 15, 2019 at 9: 00 a. m. at the Tulare
County Board of Supervisors Chambers.

Item 7.  Other Business

There being no further Business to come before the Committee the meeting was
adjourned.

Respectfully Submitted,

N1h,

Eric Osterling, Interim Secretary
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