SANTA CRUZ
MID-COUNTY GROUNDWATER
SUSTAINABILITY PLAN

Advisory Committee Meeting #18

Wednesday, April 24, 2018, 5:00 — 8:30 p.m.
Simpkins Family Swim Center, Santa Cruz




Welcome and Introductions
-

0 Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP)
Advisory Committee

0 Staff
a Public




Meeting Obijectives

0 Receive and discuss next round of modeling results
and Sustainable Management Criteria for the
Surface Water Interaction Sustainability Indicator.

0 Introduce the Mid-County sustainability goal.

0 Receive and discuss an overview of initial draft
GSP recommendations (Section 3 of GSP),
including refined Sustainable Management Criteria
for all Sustainability Indicators.

0 Discuss how the Advisory Committee will be
making its recommendations, including sharing
levels of support.



Agenda

5:00 Welcome, Introductions, Obijectives, Agenda, and
GSP Project Timeline

5:10 Oral Communications

5:20 Project Updates

5:25 Discuss Surface Water Interaction Sustainability Indicator

6:25 Introduce Mid-County Sustainability Goal

6:40 Public Comment

6:50 Break

7:05 Receive and discuss overview of initial draft GSP recommendations
(Section 3 of GSP)

7:50 Preview of Advisory Committee deliberations and voting on recommendations

to MGA Board
8:05 Public Comment

8:15 Confirm February 27, 2019 and March 27, 2019 Advisory Committee Meeting
Summaries

8:20 Recap and Next Steps
Adjourn




GSP Project Timeline




GSP 2019 Project Timeline

Santa Cruz Mid-County Basin Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP)
Process Overview Timeline March — November 2019

a1y a8 519 B9 m o1g 19 oy e /g
@ mar 27,2019

» Discuss modeling results for Reconfigured Aquifer Storage and Recovery and combined projects

» Discuss Sustainable Management Criteria for Groundwater Storage and Seawater Intrusion

» Receive primer and share initial reflections on “who pays for what?” related to projects and rationale behind funding/payment
» Review and confirm representative monitoring wells for each sustainability indicator

*Enrichment Session: Forecasting Water Use from Land Use and Population (April 18)
» Discuss relationship between population, land use, conservation and forecasting water supply
* Relate these factors to GSP

@ apr 24, 2018
* Introduce Mid-County sustainability goal
+ Discuss next round of modeling results for Surface Water Interaction
* Receive and discuss overview of initial draft GSP recommendations (Section 3 of GSP), including refined sustainability indicat nt
criteria for all sustainability indicators

@ May 16, 2019 int MEA/Advisary Committee):
* Discuss Mid-County sustainability goal
* Discuss implementation plan, funding tools and milestones (Section 5 of GSP)
» Discuss draft compilation of recommendations and modeling results for Sustainable Management Criteria (Section 3 of GSP)

@ June 19,2019

» Discuss implementation plan schedule (Section 5 of GSP)

* Refine recommendations for Sustainable Management Criteria

+ Discuss level of support for Advisory Committee recommendations to the MGA Board
» End of Advisory Committee process

*Committee work is anticipated to conclude
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@ July2019
» Deliver draft GSP and set of dations on Sustainable Manag t Criteria to MGA Board
» Public/Open House Meeting
@ sep2019
* MGA Board Report Back on final deliberations related to GSP
« MGA Board final action on GSP
@ Nov2019
» MGA Board Follow-up on final GSP actions as needed
n 219 918 49 519 618 it B/ 919 10/19 11 12119
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GSP Rollout: Key Dates
S —

* May and June: Website Updates, Postcard, Survey

e June 19': GSP Advisory Committee — Vote on recommendations
to MGA Board

o July 12" Draft GSP in Board Packet

o July 18"%: Draft GSP Presented to the Board (Board meeting)
o July 19"-26%. Two Open Houses

o July 19t — September 19': Comment Period Open

e September 19': Public Hearing, Comment Period Closes
 November 21*: Final GSP presented to Board

Late November: Submittal to DWR, New 60-Day Comment Period




Oral Communications




Project Updates

0 April 18 Water Use Forecasting Enrichment
Session




ltem 4: Depletion of Interconnected
Surface Water Sustainability Indicator

Background Surface Water Information
Representative Monitoring Points
Significant and Unreasonable Conditions
Groundwater Elevation Proxies

Minimum Threshold

Measurable Objectives




Observed Relationship between

Surface Water and Groundwater
X

Factors Affecting Summer Flow in Mainstem Soquel Creek

Rainfall +1-5 cfs
Flow from Upper Watershed +1-4 cfs
Temperature/Evapotranspiration (0.7-1.4 cfs)

Groundwater Discharge to Mainstem +0.5-0.7 cfs
Streambed Aggradation (Underflow) (0.2-0.5 cfs)
Surface Diversions (0-0.4 cfs)
Median September Flow at USGS Gage =2.1 cfs
90% September Flow =5.4 cfs

10% September Flow = 0.3 cfs
5% September Flow =0.2 cfs




Effect of Temperature

and Evapotranspiration
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Figure H-T: Comparison of low flow along the Main Branch of Soquel Creek, Summer 2001, Santa
Cruz County, California. Flow generally decreases with distance downstream. Flow is also
dependent on air tempature, an effect that is magnified at the downstream stations.




Rainfall and Groundwater Pumping
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Groundwater Levels Trends at SC-10
and Main Street (1982-2018
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There has been some Observed

Increase in Streamflow
X
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Shallow Monitoring
Well Locations™

Simulated Groundwater/

Surface Water Interactions

Groundwater only contributes < 0.5 cfs
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Soquel Creek Watershed

Groundwater

Confri buﬁon iS Simulated Soquel Creek Watershed Flow in Minimum Flow Month
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Relationship of Flow to Fish Habitat
and Production

JSSH Database Website EIS |

O scceh.com/steelhead.aspx

nnnnn

o Steelhead data for Soquel *
Creek going back to 1994 §

n COIIeCTS presence/q bsence Steelheat.:lMo;'litoring Program

Santa Cruz County’s Juvenile Steelhead & Stream Habitat (JSSH) Monitoring Program is a partnership between the County of Santa Cruz
and local agencies. The annual program measures the density of juvenile steelhead across more than 40 sites throughout the San

8 I, Aptos, and Pajaro watersheds. The program also assesses habitat conditions for steelhead and coho salmon and helps
inform conservation pnorities throughout the County.

data on other aquatic

Ll ",
o

species

Data Explorer Renort Library

Learn about the steelhead Explore the steelhead Read the published

Recenﬂy beg an process Of et v e bt i roncnngsoors
analyzing results to look
for trends and correlations


http://scceh.com/steelhead.aspx
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Results: Soquel Mainstem, Flow versus Fish Densities

MNote:

‘p<0.1; p<0.05; p<0.01
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Dependent variable:
Density [(fsh/100ft)
51 52
1 (2]
ogl10(1 + flo) -1743 0448
10.224) 0127
Caonstant 14681 0.594
10.130) 0.073)
Observations 136 135
R 0312 0.0%3
Adjusted R* 0307 0.036
Residual 5td. Error {df = 134) 0.526 0258
F Statistic (df = 1; 134) S0L698 13.681




Factors Affecting Fish Numbers
S

Steelhead numbers have generally been declining
since the 1990s

Some relationship between fish density and
streamflow, but low statistical significance
Many factors affect fish numbers

O Sedimentation

O Wood /complexity /Refuge /Cover/Shade

O Winter flow /Migration/Spawning

O Ocean conditions




Representative Monitoring Points

Existing
O Shallow wells: 5 on Soquel Ck

O Deeper wells: 1 on Soquel Ck
& 1 on Valencia Ck

O Gauges: 5 on Soquel Ck and

| ] Santa Cruz Mid-County Basin
@ Shallow Monitoring Wells
© Monitoring Wells
Qal, Alluvial deposits
& USGS Stream Flow Gauge

& P Trout Unlimited/Santa Cruz Resource ﬂ

. b . Conservaton DistrictStream Flow Gauges
1. I" I th I' I e S ./ @ Future RMW for Surface Water Interactions
s/ S5C-10 ,S5C-10 A
Balogh, )Shauow { | — streams
posed :

O Shallow wells: 5 on Soquel Ck, - j f
1 on Rodeo Gulch, T on Aptos
Ck, 1 on Valencia Ck

O Gauges: 3 on Soquel Ck and
tributaries, 1 on Aptos Ck, 1
on Valencia Ck d  pumping centers

Proposed monitoring
needs to be near




GDE Monitoring

Continue with Salmonid
Monitoring Program

Continue to note
observations of other
species in

that program

Observe changes in
riparian vegetation
(GDE Pulse)

Continue to partner with
wildlife agencies




Significant and Unreasonable Depletion of

Interconnected Surface Water
-

Surface water depletion due to groundwater
extraction in interconnected streams supporting
priority species, greater than that experienced over
the period from the start of monitoring through 2015,
would be a significant and unreasonable depletion of
surface water




Groundwater Elevations as a Proxy for

Streamflow Depletion
-

EDF proposed approach with the following
advantages

O Avoids problem of inaccuracies in depletion estimation

O Allows management flexibility

Groundwater levels distant from stream can vary more
widely

Wide range of actions available for maintaining
groundwater levels
O Analogous to how we are managing seawater intrusion
with protective elevations




Groundwater Elevations as a Proxy for

Streamflow Depletion
-

In order to use a groundwater level proxy, we must
demonstrate a relationship between groundwater
levels and stream depletion

What depletion

do observed

Qucm’rifiable Shal’ow
Link

groundwater

Groundwater

Elevation Proxy levels represenf.e




Minimum Thresholds

17 R — - Draft Measurable Objective ——  Nob Hill Shallow Well
|| — Draft Minimum Threshold ~~= Approximate Creek Bed Elevation

I .
Because there have been no
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5.4

elevations in the recent record
could be selected as the
minimum threshold

Propose to use:
highest seasonal-low groundwater levels

during below-average rainfall years

over the period from the start of monitoring through 2015



Relationship Between Streamflow Depletion and

Minimum Threshold Groundwater Level Proxies
-

Evaluate effect of Basin Simulated average depletion from
pumping on streamflow pumping associated with shallow
depletion by removing groundwater levels (2001-2015)
. . Effect of Removing Basin Pumping on Simulated Soquel Creek Watershed Flow in Minimum
Basin pumping from model , i
o | ;
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Estimate of streamflow depletion occurring historically but

groundwater level proxy meant to prevent more depletion

than occurred historically, not estimated value



Measurable Obijectives

-
Higher than creek bed

elevations to ensure i B e
groundwater contribution to
streamflow (gaining stream)
Higher than the minimum  £o1®===~fl-===r-f7p5====-

ol noaa A A
threshold by the range in & 15UV 7 VI~
seasonal-low elevations over’ >
the period of record to it S i e s e e
provide operational i M fonioym

flexibility




Relationship Between Streamflow Depletion and

Measurable Obijectives Groundwater Level Proxies
-
* Projects raise groundwater levels and decrease streamflow depletion

* Use this relationship to estimate decrease in streamflow depletion due
to raising shallow groundwater levels

Main St Shallow Simulated Soquel Creek Flows Downsiream of Bates Creek
Layel’s] 6 {adjacent to Main St & Nob Hill} in Minimurn Flow Month g
40 55 1
3 % - :
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Although the relationship can be used to estimate decrease in
streamflow depletion from increased groundwater levels, the
measurable objective is set at an elevation that ensures
groundwater contribution to streamflow & operational flexibility --
not a specific value of flow increase




Balogh Shallow Well

- 36
Shallow Monitoring I . Ground Surface Elevation = 43 ft amsl
Well Locations,_‘ 35 @ — - Draft Measurable Objective = —— Balogh Shallow Well |

KGaining Simons || = Draft Minimum Threshold ~~~  Approximate Creek Bed Elevation

v 34 —

w
@
|

L‘u;]ug )

3
>
2
©
- 32
o IR TR Main Street g% ]
2 i
@ 31 —
)
L |
@
1 ® 30 —
Ne é 7
St S 29 —
T i
3
w 28 —
8 i
@
_g 27 —
c i
i 0 05 1 =
; e » Miles 8 26 ]
g -
= 25
=
S i
24 —
23 —
22

I ' \ \ ' ' \ \ ' [ \ |
1/1/02 1/1/04 1/1/06 1/1/08 1/1/10 11112 1114 1/1/16 1/1/18

Below Average m Above Average
Precipitation Precipitation




Main Street Shallow Well

Shallow Monitoring
Well Locations™

Gaining

Simons

Gaining
Clares St

Capitolz
Mall

New|
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Shallow Groundwater Elevation (feet above mean sea level)
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Whart Rd. Shallow Well

Shallow Monitoring
Well Locations™

Gaining §™™

Lasing Eu

Miles
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Nob Hill Shallow Well

Shallow Monitoring
Well Locations™

Gaining
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Balogh
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BRI | Main Street

O'Neililﬁwptlgl el
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Questions and Discussion




I’rem 5: In’rroduc’rlon Mid-County
ustainability Goal




DWR Sustainability Goal Requirements
-

o MGA must establish a basin sustainability goal that
culminates in the absence of undesirable results by 2040
and maintains sustainability to 2070

GSP to include sustainability goal description with

information from the basin setting used to establish
the sustainability goal,

discussion of measures implemented to ensure basin
will be operated within its sustainable yield, and

explanation of how sustainability goal is likely to be
achieved and maintained as required by law.




~Santa Margarita:
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Draft MGA Sustainability Goal

To provide a safe, reliable, and affordable water
supply to meet current and expected regional
demand without causing undesirable impacts.

Revised During Advisory Committee 4-24-2019 Meeting:

To manage the groundwater basin to ensure beneficial
users have access to a safe, reliable, and affordable
groundwater supply to meet current and future
expected regional demand without causing
undesirable impacts.




Draft MGA Sustainability Goal

To achieve this goal will require groundwater management that:

Ensures groundwater is available to a diverse population of users of all
socioeconomic status,

Resolves problems of groundwater overdraft within the MGA Basin,
Maintains groundwater levels where groundwater dependent ecosystems exist,
Maintains groundwater contributions to streamflow,

Supports reliable groundwater supply and quality to promote public health and
welfare,

Protects groundwater supply against seawater intrusion,

Ensures operational flexibility within the MGA Basin by maintaining reserve
water supply in drought, and

Does no harm to neighboring groundwater basins in our efforts to achieve
regional groundwater sustainability.




DISCUSSION

-
‘.-

SANTA CRUZ MID-COUNTY
GROUNDWATER AGENCY

www.midcountygroundwater.org




Public Comment




Break




ustainability
Management Criteria

Chronic lowering of groundwater levels
Reduction in storage

Seawater intrusion

Degraded groundwater quality




Connections between

Sus’rc:inqbili’rz Indicators

Volume of Significant &
Sustainability Groundwater Level Water Quality Groundwater  Unreasonable Conditions
. Minimum Threshold ~ Minimum Threshold ~ Minimum Threshold Currently Exist
Indictors
‘ﬁ\ : d i Proxy d i /
Seawater Seawater Seawater
Intrusion Intrusion Intrusion
ﬁ' : ﬁ & Proxy
Surface Water Surface Water x
Depletion Depletion
Lowering Lowering
GW Levels GW Levels
Reduction [ i Reduction
of Storage f Storar of Storage
Degraded Degraded
Quality Quality
Land
Subsidence




Groundwater Elevations

GSP needs to describe the relationship between minimum
thresholds for each sustainability indicator, and how their selection
avoids undesirable results for each of the sustainability indicators
in the basin and in adjacent basins

Depletion of Chronic
Interconnected
Surface Water Groundwater

Levels
Alluvium " Seawater
— \ Intrusion
T o ee——
yl
v
X

Lowering of

\

Purisima A

Purisima AA /Tu




Groundwater Quality - Chloride
S —

Degraded
Groundwater
Quality
Alluvium \\ Seawater
— - = Intrusion

Purisima A
250 mg/L 250 mg/L




Chronic Lowering of ¥
Lowerin
Groundwater Levels :

GW Levels

Significant and Unreasonable

A significant number of private, agricultural, industrial,
and municipal production wells can no longer provide
enough groundwater to supply beneficial uses

Undesirable Results

The average monthly representative monitoring well
groundwater elevation falls below the <Minimum

Threshold>




Chronic Lowering of ¥
Lowerin
Groundwater Levels :

GW Levels

Minimum Threshold

Based on the groundwater elevation required to meet
the typical overlying water demand in the shallowest
well in the vicinity of the representative monitoring well.
The minimum threshold is not allowed to be >30 feet
below historic low groundwater elevation




Chronic Lowering of ¥

Lowering

Groundwater Levels G Leve
A

Measureable Objectives

90th percentile of historical groundwater elevations for
the period of record
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Discussion on Chronic Lowering of
Groundwater Level




L o}
Reduction in Storage e

of Storage

-
Significant and Unreasonable

A net volume of groundwater extracted that will likely
cause other sustainability indicators to have undesirable
results

Undesirable Results

Five-year average net extraction exceeding the
Sustainable Yield (minimum threshold) for any one of the
following groups of aquifers:

Aromas aquifer and Purisima F aquifer

Purisima DEF, BC, A, and AA aquifer
Tu aquifer




L o}
Reduction in Storage e

of Storage

e
Minimum Threshold

Sustainable Yield representing the net annual volume of
groundwater extracted (pumping minus annual volume of
managed aquifer recharge) for any one of the groups of
aquifers

Measurable Objective

The maximum net annual groundwater to be extracted that
ensures if there were four subsequent years of maximum
projected net groundwater extraction, net annual groundwater
extractions greater than the minimum threshold will not occur
for any one of the following groups of aquifers




Discussion on Reduction of Storage




Seawater Intrusion —
-

Significant and Unreasonable

Seawater moving farther inland than has been observed
in the past five years (2013 — 2017)

$C-184\ Main St Well

SC-19

Maplethorpe Well
Neill Ranch Well ]
% iy i el R SR
i T A SC15 A Tannery Wellll Madeline 2 Well
et Beltz #12 A
A Auto Plaza Monterey Well Ly $C-20., Polo Grounds Well
/| A A - rounds
f;f‘l; i JDiive A SC18  goqr .QLedyard Well  5C-23 N Black
. T-Hopkins Well
sc22 g Ao Citek Vi Aptos Jr. High Well
B AT dE wee & CWDH2A

30Th ihue3 Palmer Well oy 10

SC-8 A

Corcoran A
Lagoon " Beltz #10
1)

Beltz#8 A\, P’;ﬂsu %
Ol

Country Club Well ~ AGC-
C-A1 A Bonita Well

San Andreas Well
A

Tu Unit Chlonde mg/L. AA Unit Chioride mg/L A Unit Chlonde mg/L BC Unit Chlonde mg/L. DEF Unit Chionde mg/L F Unit Chioride mg/L. Aromas Chionde mg/L. Municipal Producton Well with Status

©1_2016 ©l_2016 C1_2016 ClL_2016 ©1_2016 CL2016 ©1_2016 A\ Active

& 10-99 e« 10-99 & 10-99 e 10-99 e 10-99 e 10-99 s 10-9 A Inactive

® 100-249 ® 100-249 ® 100-249 @ 100-249 ® 100-249 ® 100-29 @ 100-249 Monitoring Wells

@ 20-99 @ 20.99 ® »0.99 @ 2099 @ 250-9%9 @ 20.99 @ 250-9%9 = Proposed Aromas 250 mg/L Isocontour

== Proposed Purisima 250 mg/L lsacontour

@ 1000-2959 @ 1000-4399 @ 1000.4990 @ 1000-4999 @ 1000-4909 @ 1000-4505 @ 1000-499 i
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Seawater Intrusion

Intrusion

.
Undesirable Results for Chloride Isocontours

Intruded coastal monitoring wells: chloride concentration
above its past five year maximum chloride
concentration. This concentration must be exceeded in 2
or more of the last 4 consecutive quarterly samples

Unintruded coastal monitoring wells:

chloride concentration above 250 mg/L. This
concentration must be exceeded in 2 or more of the last
4 consecutive quarterly samples

Unintruded inland monitoring & production wells:

closest to the coast: chloride concentration above 150
mg /L. This concentration must be exceeded in 2 or more
of the last 4 consecutive quarterly samples




Seawater Intrusion seawater

Intrusion

e
Undesirable Results for Protective Elevations

Five-year average groundwater elevations below
protective groundwater elevations for any coastal
representative monitoring well

Significant and unreasonable conditions occur if there
are undesirable results for either chloride isocontours or
protective elevations




Seawater Intrusion seawater

Intrusion

Minimum Thresholds

Chloride Isocontour: Separate 250 mg/L chloride

isocontours for Aromas and Purisima aquifers based on
current chloride concentrations in coastal monitoring wells

Protective Elevations (proxy): coastal wells with protective

groundwater elevations that keep the equilibrium position
of the freshwater / seawater interface from impacting
underlying aquifers from which production wells pump




Seawater Intrusion seawater

Intrusion

00000000
Measurable Obijectives

Chloride Isocontour: Same locations as the minimum

threshold isocontour but the concentration is reduced from
250 mg/L (minimum threshold) to 100 mg/L

Protective Elevations (proxy): higher groundwater
elevations than minimum thresholds that are more
protective of the full depth of the aquifer




Discussion on Seawater Intrusion
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Degraded Groundwater Quality e

Quality

-0
Significant and Unreasonable

Significant and unreasonable degradation of
groundwater would occur when groundwater quality,
attributable to groundwater pumping or managed
aquifer recharge, fails to meet state drinking water
standards




: a
Degraded Groundwater Quality e

Quality

-
Undesirable Results

Groundwater quality undesirable results in the basin occur
when as a result of groundwater pumping or managed
aquifer recharge, any representative monitoring well
exceeds any <minimum threshold>




: a
Degraded Groundwater Quality e

Quality

e
Minimum Thresholds

Minimum thresholds are state drinking water standards
for each constituent of concern that is monitored in
representative monitoring wells for degraded
groundwater quality

Measurable Objective

Measurable objectives for each representative monitoring
well are equal to the 2013 — 2017 average
concentrations for each constituent of concern




Discussion on Degraded Groundwater
Qualit




Interim Milestones

Interim milestones equal measurable objectives if
we don’t expect changes over time

O Degraded groundwater quality

O Some chronic lowering of groundwater level
representative monitoring wells which are not
influenced by projects & management actions

Projected groundwater elevations from modeling

will be used to set interim milestones where we

expect improvements in groundwater levels due to

projects & management actions




Final Questions and Discussion




ltem 9: Process Preview

Advisory Committee Recommendation




Advisory Committee Recommendations
-

0 Two main components of Advisory Committee’s
Recommendations
3 Sustainability Goal

a Sustainable Management Criteria for all Sustainability
Indicators




Support for Recommendations

-
2 From Charter

0 “A ‘recommendation’ from the GSP Adyvisory
Committee will be achieved if a majority of
Committee members present expresses support for
a particular decision item.”

0 Voting /Levels of Support — from Charter
Q General support (“I like it”)
0 Qualified support (“| have some issues with it, but | can live
with it”)
0 Fundamental disagreement (“| don’t like it and cannot live
with it”)




Proposed Voting Process:

June 19t Advisorz Committee Mee’ring

0 Step 1: Discuss and confirm complete package of
recommendations
0 Make final refinements as needed

0 Step 2: Vote on complete package; capture results

0 Each Committee member shares level of support and
provides rationale (reasons for agreement or disagreement)

a Staff captures information
a If fundamental disagreements exist, seek resolution
Q Any disagreements will be shared with MGA Board

0 Step 3: Transmit final recommendations to MGA
Board

0O “Conveyance letter” will provide overview of process




Public Comment




Confirm
-

February 27, 2019 GSP Advisory
Committee Meeting Summary

and

March 27, 2019 GSP Advisory
Committee Meeting Summary



Recap and

Next Steps




GSP 2019 Project Timeline

Santa Cruz Mid-County Basin Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP)
Process Overview Timeline March — November 2019

a1y a8 519 B9 m o1g 19 oy e /g
@ mar 27,2019

» Discuss modeling results for Reconfigured Aquifer Storage and Recovery and combined projects

» Discuss Sustainable Management Criteria for Groundwater Storage and Seawater Intrusion

» Receive primer and share initial reflections on “who pays for what?” related to projects and rationale behind funding/payment
» Review and confirm representative monitoring wells for each sustainability indicator

*Enrichment Session: Forecasting Water Use from Land Use and Population (April 18)
» Discuss relationship between population, land use, conservation and forecasting water supply
* Relate these factors to GSP

@ apr 24, 2018
* Introduce Mid-County sustainability goal
+ Discuss next round of modeling results for Surface Water Interaction
* Receive and discuss overview of initial draft GSP recommendations (Section 3 of GSP), including refined sustainability indicat nt
criteria for all sustainability indicators

@ May 16, 2019 int MEA/Advisary Committee):
* Discuss Mid-County sustainability goal
* Discuss implementation plan, funding tools and milestones (Section 5 of GSP)
» Discuss draft compilation of recommendations and modeling results for Sustainable Management Criteria (Section 3 of GSP)

@ June 19,2019

» Discuss implementation plan schedule (Section 5 of GSP)

* Refine recommendations for Sustainable Management Criteria

+ Discuss level of support for Advisory Committee recommendations to the MGA Board
» End of Advisory Committee process

*Committee work is anticipated to conclude
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@ July2019
» Deliver draft GSP and set of dations on Sustainable Manag t Criteria to MGA Board
» Public/Open House Meeting
@ sep2019
* MGA Board Report Back on final deliberations related to GSP
« MGA Board final action on GSP
@ Nov2019
» MGA Board Follow-up on final GSP actions as needed
n 219 918 49 519 618 it B/ 919 10/19 11 12119

Revised 040272018



Next Steps:

Meetings 19 & 20
-

0 May 16, 2019 (Joint MGA/Advisory Committee)
Meeting (#19)

QO Discuss Mid-County sustainability goal

Q Discuss implementation plan, funding tools and milestones (Section

5 of GSP)

O Discuss draft compilation of recommendations and modeling
results for Sustainable Management Criteria (Section 3 of GSP)

0 June 19, 2019 (Last Advisory Committee) Meeting
(#20)
O Refine recommendations for Sustainable Management Criteria

Q Discuss level of support for Advisory Committee recommendations
to the MGA Board

O Commemorate and close the Advisory Committee Process
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SANTA CRUZ MID-COUNTY
GROUNDWATER AGENCY

THANK YOU!

FOR ANY QUESTIONS, PLEASE CONTACT:
DARCY PRUITT, Senior Planner
831.662.2052

dpruitt@cfscc.org

www.midcountygroundwater.org
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