City of Woodland Wo?;%?aiig?tcsptrggggs
Meeting Agenda
City Council

Tuesday, January 3, 2017 6:00 PM Council Chambers

B.1

E.

CITY COUNCIL
CLOSED SESSION
5:45PM

CALL TO ORDER
CLOSED SESSION

CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATORS, Pursuant to

Government Code Section 54957

Agency Designated Representatives: City Manager, Human Resources
Manager and Public Safety Chief

Employee Organization(s): Professional Police Employees' Association,
Police Supervisors Association and Police Mid-Management Employees

JOINT REGULAR CITY COUNCIL/WOODLAND FINANCE AUTHORITY
JANUARY 3, 2017
6:00 P.M.

CALL TO ORDER
ROLL CALL
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

COMMUNICATIONS-PUBLIC COMMENT

This is an opportunity for the public to speak to the Council on any item other than
those listed for public hearing on this agenda. Speakers are requested to use the
microphone in front of the Council and to begin by stating their name, whether they
reside in Woodland and the name of the organization they represent if any. The Mayor
may impose a time limit on any speaker depending on the number of people wanting to
speak and time available for the rest of the agenda. In the event comments are related
to an item scheduled on the agenda, speakers may be required to wait to make their
comments until that item is considered.

COMMUNICATIONS-COUNCIL/STAFF STATEMENTS AND REQUESTS

This is an opportunity for the Council Members and Staff to make comments and
announcements, to express concerns, or to request Council's consideration of any
items a Council Member would like to have discussed at a future Council meeting.
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City Council Meeting Agenda January 3, 2017

17-111 SUBJECT: Long Range Calendar

Recommendation for Action: Staff recommends that the City Council
receive the Long Range Calendar for informational purposes only.
Attachments: Council Long Range Calendar

F. PRESENTATIONS

1. 17-110 SUBJECT: Receive Presentation from the Woodland Tree Foundation

Recommendation for Action: Staff recommends that the City Council
receive a presentation from the Woodland Tree Foundation highlighting
2016 program activities.

G. REPORTS OF THE CITY MANAGER

2. 17-108 SUBJECT: Approval of Memorandum of Understanding for Regional
Analysis of Fair Housing and Funding for Analysis and Related Tasks

Recommendation for Action: Staff recommends that the City Council
adopt Resolution No. , approving a memorandum of
understanding to participate with other regional partners for the
preparation of an analysis of fair housing (AFH) and amending the FY
2016/17 budget as necessary for pay the City’s share of the analysis
and related expenses; appropriating $10,000 in Housing Trust funds
(Fund 326) to the FY 2016/17 budget; resulting in a total appropriation
of $38,400 in Fund 326.

Attachments: AFH MOU CC Reso 3Jan17

MOU Agreement Final 14Dec16

3. 17-106 SUBJECT: Presentation on the Sustainable Groundwater
Management Act and the Formation of the Yolo Sub-Basin Groundwater
Sustainability Agency

Recommended Action: Staff recommends that the City Council: 1)
receive a presentation on current formation of the Yolo Sub-Basin
Groundwater Sustainability Agency and 2) provide direction to staff, as
needed, to inform next steps.

Attachments: Groundwater Glossary

GSP _Final Regs Guidebook
CF_GSA Guide 09.30.15 web

H. ADJOURN
| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing Agenda for the Joint Regular City
Council/Woodland Finance Authority Regular Meeting of the City of Woodland
scheduled for January 3, 2017 was posted on December 22, 2016 in the outside
display case at City Hall, 300 First Street, Woodland, CA, and was available to the
City of Woodland Page 2 Printed on 12/22/2016
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City Council Meeting Agenda January 3, 2017

public during normal business hours.

Ana B. Gonzalez, City Clerk

Upon request, agendas and documents in the agenda packet will be made
available in appropriate alternative formats to persons with a disability, as
required by law. Any such request must be made in writing to the Office of the
City Clerk of the City of Woodland. Requests will be valid for the calendar year in
which the request is received, and must be renewed prior to January 1st.
Persons needing disability-related modifications or accommodations in order to
participate in public meetings, including persons requiring auxiliary aids or
services, may request such modifications or accommodations by calling the
Office of the City Clerk (530-661-5806) at least 48 hours prior to the meeting.
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City of Woodland Woodland, CA 95695

Legislation Text

File #: 17-111, Version: 1

TO: THE HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL
DATE: January 3, 2017

SUBJECT: Long Range Caendar

Recommendation for Action: Staff recommends that the City Council receive the Long Range Calendar for
informational purposes only.

Staff Contact
AnaGonzalez, City Clerk - (530) 661-5806, ana.gonzal ez@cityofwoodland.org

Background

This calendar is being provided for planning purposes only and is intended to keep the Council apprised of
upcoming agenda items and better plan for upcoming Council items.

Prepared by: Ana Gonzalez, City Clerk

”}3"’7%:;
Y

Paul Navazio, City Manager

Attachment

City of Woodland Page 1 of 1 Printed on 12/22/2016
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UPDATED COUNCIL LONG RANGE CALENDAR

JANUARY 17t REGULAR MEETING

City Council Meeting Minutes for December 6, 2016 and December 20, 2016
Waste Management contract amendment to address organics collection services
2017/18 Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS)

2017/18 Successor Agency Administrative Budget

Receive 2016 Water Rate Study and Set Prop 218 Public Hearing for March 71"
General Plan Continuing Discussion (Tentative)

Library Annual Report

Funding Priorities for CDBG

Board and Commission Appointments and Reappointments

Update on Boxing Program

YMCA Fitness and Wellness Center Use Agreement Amendment

FEBRUARY 7t REGULAR MEETING

City Council Meeting Minutes for January 3, 2017 and January 17, 2017
Community Care Car License Agreement
City Council Meeting Calendar

FEBRUARY 215t REGULAR MEETING

General Plan

Adoption Hearings - General Plan, Climate Action Plan & Final EIR
Planning Commission (February 9" & 23™)
City Council (March 14" & 28t

FUTURE STUDY SESSIONS (TBD):
City Council Retreat (January)
Affordable Housing — Part 11 (February)
Spring Budget Workshop (March)



City of Woodland Woodland, CA 95695

Legislation Text 1

File #: 17-110, Version: 1

TO: THE HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL
DATE: January 3, 2017

SUBJECT: Receive Presentation from the Woodland Tree Foundation

Recommendation for Action: Staff recommends that the City Council receive a presentation from the
Woodland Tree Foundation highlighting 2016 program activities.
Staff Contact

Paul Navazio, City Manager - (530) 661-5802, paul.navazio@cityofwoodland.org

Fiscal mpact

None.

Background

Representatives from the Woodland Tree Foundation have requested the opportunity to provide the City
Council with a brief presentation highlighting program activities from the past year, as well as lay the
foundation for ongoing partnership with the City and broader community.

The long-standing partnership between the City and the Woodland Tree Foundation has yielded significant
benefits related to community engagement, environmental education, expanding and supporting urban forestry
initiatives, and contributing to several of the sustainability goals outlined in the city’s Climate Action Plan.

Most recently, this partnership was highlighted in a cover story for Western Cities magazine, published by the
League of Claifornia Cities, and the U.S. Conference of Mayors recognized City’s partnership with the
Woodland Tree Foundation as an honoree for the 2016 Mayors Climate Protection Awards. At present, the
City and the Woodland Tree Foundation are partnering on a CalFire grant application to develop an Urban
Forestry Master Plan as well as support continued tree-planting initiatives.

ﬁ’?/%i_s

Paul Navazio, City Manager
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City of Woodland Woodland, CA 95695

Legislation Text

File #: 17-108, Version: 1

TO: THE HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL
DATE: January 3, 2017

SUBJECT: Approva of Memorandum of Understanding for Regional Analysis of Fair
Housing and Funding for Analysis and Related Tasks

Recommendation for Action: Staff recommends that the City Council adopt Resolution No. , approving
amemorandum of understanding to participate with other regiona partners for the preparation of an analysis of
fair housing (AFH) and amending the FY 2016/17 budget as necessary for pay the City’s share of the analysis
and related expenses; appropriating $10,000 in Housing Trust funds (Fund 326) to the FY 2016/17 budget;
resulting in atotal appropriation of $38,400 in Fund 326.

Staff Contact

Dan Sokolow, Senior Planner - (530) 661-5927, dan.sokolow@cityofwoodland.org

Fiscal mpact

The City’s share of the regional AFH is estimated at slightly less than $5,000. The final cost may exceed the
estimate and the City will incur other costs including public noticing expenses; therefore, a request to increase
funding in Fund 326 (Housing Trust) by $10,000 is requested There is adequate funding in the Housing Trust to
cover the expenses of this project.

Background

In November 2016, the Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency (SHRA), ajoint powers authority of
the City of Sacramento and County of Sacramento; the cities of Citrus Heights, Davis, Elk Grove, Rancho
Cordova, Rocklin, Roseville, West Sacramento, Woodland; and the housing authorities of Roseville and Y olo
County issued arequest for proposals (RFP)

for aprofessional consulting firm to conduct public outreach, and to develop and write the

Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing regiona analysis.

The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) in 2015 published the Final Rule for
affirmatively furthering fair housing. The Final Rule establishes a process that participating agencies must use
to meet their longstanding obligations to affirmatively further fair housing. The City is considered a
participating agency since it receives a formula program grant through HUD's Community Development Block
Grant (CDBG) program. The rule creates a standardized process for fair housing planning that replaces the
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File #: 17-108, Version: 1

Analysis of Impediments requirements with the AFH. The AFH must be completed using an assessment tool
(AFH Tool) provided by HUD, with the goal of identifying the following:

1) The primary determinants influencing conditions of segregation, concentrations of
poverty, disparities in access to community assets, and disproportionate housing needs
based on protected class, and the most significant determinates of these disparities.

2) Fair housing priorities and general goals and articulating ajustification for the chosen
prioritization.

3) One or more goal(s) for mitigating or addressing the determinants.
The AFH will be used by each participating agency for its respective Consolidated and Annual Action Plans.

Ultimately, the AFH is intended to result in the prioritization and setting of goals for the City's upcoming
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Consolidated Plan.

Discussion

While staff completed the last two updates of the Analysis of Impediments (Al) to Fair Housing, the new AFH
requirement is more complex than the Al and must consider data and conditions from aregional perspective. If
the City chose not to participate with regiona partners for the preparation of the AFH, the City would incur a
minimum estimated cost of $20,000 to hire a consultant and the staff time commitment under this approach
may be more than partnering with other jurisdictions. City participation with the other regional partners will
require the City to aign its CDBG Consolidated Plan with the lead entity’s, SHRA, Consolidated Plan cycle.
This requirement will affect a number of other partners including Davis, West Sacramento, and Roseville
which have the same cycle as Woodland. HUD staff will be providing guidance on the process for aligning the
Consolidated Plans.

HUD has encouraged and been supportive of a regiona partners approach for accomplishing the AFH and
staff from the San Francisco HUD regional office will be meeting with the AFH regiona partners later this
month to review the AFH process and procedures. The current estimate for the City’s cost share for the AFH is
slightly less than $5,000. The City will have additional costs for public noticing and staff time will be incurred
to collect local data for the consultant selected, review the draft regiona analysis, and prepare a staff report(s)
for City Council consideration of the AFH. Legal counsel has reviewed the MOU and did not raise any
concerns. The MOU partners are intending to have the MOU signed by the responsible parties by January 6,
2017.

The MOU contains the following timeline for completion and adoption of the AFH.

The Contract between the Management Agency and Consultant shall be entered into no later than
March 31, 2017.

Consultant shall provide Parties with an administrative draft of the AFH no later than April 1, 2019.

Consultant shall provide Parties with a public review draft of the AFH no later than June 1, 2019.

" A final draft of the AFH shall be provided to all Parties no later than July 26, 2019.
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File #: 17-108, Version: 1

" It is anticipated that all Parties will take the AFH to their governing bodies for adoption in September
2019.

Conclusion

Staff recommends that the City Council adopt Resolution No. , approving a memorandum of

understanding to participate with other regional partners for the preparation of an analysis of fair housing
(AFH) and amending the FY 2016/17 budget as necessary for pay the City’s share of the analysis and related
expenses; appropriating $10,000 in Housing Trust funds (Fund 326) to the FY 2016/17 budget; resulting in a
total appropriation of $38,400 in Fund 326.

Prepared by: Dan Sokolow
Senior Planner

Reviewed by: Christine Engel
CSD Director

""73%%3
/7

Paul Navazio, City Manager

Attachments
1. Resolution
2. Memorandum of Understanding for Regional Analysis of Fair Housing
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RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF WOODLAND
APPROVING A MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING TO PARTICIPATE WITH
REGIONAL PARTNERS FOR THE PREPARATION OF AN ANALYSIS OF FAIR HOUSING
AND APPROPRIATING $10,000 IN HOUSING TRUST FUNDS FOR THE ANALYSIS AND
RELATED EXPENSES

WHEREAS, the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development in 2015 published the
Final Rule for affirmatively furthering fair housing and the rule creates a standardized process for fair
housing planning that replaces the Analysis of Impediments requirements with the Analysis of Fair
Housing (AFH); and

WHEREAS, because the City receives a formula program grant, Community Development
Block Grant (CDBG) funds, through HUD, the City is required to prepare an AFH for its CDBG
Consolidated Plan; and

WHEREAS, the City and other jurisdictions in the region are proposing to jointly prepare the
AFH and share in the costs.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, as follows:

The City Council does hereby approve the memorandum of understanding for the preparation of an
analysis of fair housing with other regional partners and the following appropriation and amends the FY
2016/17 budget as necessary: $10,000 in Housing Trust funds (Fund 326) for the City’s share of the
analysis of fair housing and other related expenses, a total appropriation of $38,400 in Fund 326.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this day of , 2017 by the
following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

Angel Barajas, Mayor

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Ana Gonzalez, City Clerk Kara K. Ueda, City Attorney
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AGREEMENT AMONG THE SACRAMENTO HOUSING AND REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY, THE CITY
OF CITRUS HEIGHTS, THE CITY OF DAVIS, THE CITY OF ELK GROVE, THE CITY OF RANCHO
CORDOVA, THE CITY OF ROCKLIN, THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE, THE CITY OF WEST SACRAMENTO,
THE CITY OF WOODLAND, THE ROSEVILLE HOUSING AUTHORITY, AND THE HOUSING
AUTHORITY OF THE COUNTY OF YOLO FOR COST-SHARING THE FEES TO CONDUCT AN
ASSESSMENT OF FAIR HOUSING

This Agreement (“Agreement”) is made and entered into as of this 14th day of December, 2016, by and
among the Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency and its constituent entities (“SHRA”), a
joint powers authority of the City of Sacramento and County of Sacramento; the City of Citrus Heights
(“Citrus Heights”), a municipal corporation; the City of Davis (“Davis”), a municipal corporation; the City
of Elk Grove (“Elk Grove”), a municipal corporation; the City of Rancho Cordova (“Rancho Cordova”), a
municipal corporation; the City of Rocklin (“Rocklin”), a municipal corporation; the City of Roseville
(“Roseville”), a municipal corporation; the City of West Sacramento (“West Sacramento”), a municipal
corporation; the City of Woodland (“Woodland”), a municipal corporation; the Roseville Housing
Authority, a public body corporate and politic; and the Housing Authority of the County of Yolo, a public
body corporate and politic (collectively, the “Parties” and individually, “Party”).

RECITALS

WHEREAS, the members of the joint powers authority include the City and County of Sacramento
Housing Authorities and SHRA;

WHEREAS, SHRA, on behalf of its constituent entities, has served as the public entity designated to
efficiently administer CDBG, HOME Investment Partnership Program (“HOME”), Housing Opportunities
for Persons with AIDS/HIV (“HOPWA”) and the Emergency Solutions Grant (“ESG”) Consolidated Plan
funding originating from HUD on behalf of the City of Sacramento and the County of Sacramento;

WHEREAS, the Parties are Consolidated Plan entitlement grantees of Community Development Block
Grant (“CDBG”) funding and/or public housing authorities authorized by the U.S. Department of Housing
and Urban Development (“HUD");

WHEREAS, SHRA is a Consolidated Plan entitlement grantee with a program year start date of January 1,
and for which the next 5-year Consolidated Plan cycle will begin in 2018;

WHEREAS, Citrus Heights is a Consolidated Plan entitlement grantee with a program year start date of
January 1, and for which the next 5-year Consolidated Plan cycle will begin in 2020;

WHEREAS, Davis is a Consolidated Plan entitlement grantee with a program year start date of July 1, and
for which the next 5-year Consolidated Plan cycle will begin in 2020;

WHEREAS, Elk Grove is a Consolidated Plan entitlement grantee with a program year start date of July 1,
and for which the next 5-year Consolidated Plan cycle will begin in 2018;

WHEREAS, Rancho Cordova is a Consolidated Plan entitlement grantee with a program year start date of
July 1, and for which the next 5-year Consolidated Plan cycle will begin in 2020;

WHEREAS, Rocklin is a Consolidated Plan entitlement grantee with a program year start date of July 1,
and for which the next 5-year Consolidated Plan cycle will begin in 2017;

13



MOU - Assessment of Fair Housing Consultant Page 2 of 13
Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency and Cities of Citrus Heights, Davis,

Elk Grove, Rancho Cordova, Rocklin, Roseville, West Sacramento, Woodland and

the Housing Authorities of Roseville and the County of Yolo

WHEREAS, Roseville is a Consolidated Plan entitlement grantee with a program year start date of July 1,
and for which the next 5-year Consolidated Plan cycle will begin in 2020;

WHEREAS, West Sacramento is a Consolidated Plan entitlement grantee with a program year start date
of July 1, and for which the next 5-year Consolidated Plan cycle will begin in 2020;

WHEREAS, Woodland is a Consolidated Plan entitlement grantee with a program year start date of July
1, and for which the next 5-year Consolidated Plan cycle will begin in 2020;

WHEREAS, the Roseville Housing Authority is a public housing authority with a fiscal year beginning date
of July 1, and for which the next 5-year Public Housing Authority Plan will begin in 2020;

WHEREAS, the Housing Authority of the County of Yolo is a public housing authority with a fiscal year
beginning date of July 1, and for which the next 5-year Public Housing Authority Plan will begin in 2020;

WHEREAS, HUD requires that jurisdictions receiving CDBG funds take actions to “affirmatively further
fair housing,” including, but not limited to, identifying and taking action to address factors of housing
discrimination;

WHEREAS, in July 2015, HUD published the Final Rule for Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing, which
created a standardized process for fair housing planning, called the Assessment of Fair Housing (“AFH”);

WHEREAS, preparation of the AFH requires identification of determinants influencing segregation,
concentration of poverty, and disparate access to housing and community assets, as well as
development of priorities and goals related to fair housing and mitigation of the aforementioned
determinants;

WHEREAS, HUD has strongly encouraged regional cooperation in the development of the AFH;

WHEREAS, the Parties identified an opportunity to increase competition and cost-effectiveness by
cooperating to complete an AFH covering the entirety of Sacramento County, along with urbanized
portions of Placer County and Yolo County;

WHEREAS, the Parties plan to release a joint Request for Proposals entitled “Consulting Services for
Preparation of an Assessment of Fair Housing” or similar (“RFP”) to solicit a consultant to prepare the
AFH, a copy of which is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as Exhibit A;

WHEREAS, the Parties will mutually benefit from the joint effort to complete the AFH (“Project”); and,

WHEREAS, the Parties desire to enter into this Agreement based on the terms and conditions set forth
herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises made by the Parties contained herein, the
Parties agree as follows:

1. LEAD ENTITY

Roseville shall serve as the lead entity (“Lead Entity”) in performance of this Agreement.

14



MOU - Assessment of Fair Housing Consultant Page 3 of 13
Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency and Cities of Citrus Heights, Davis,

Elk Grove, Rancho Cordova, Rocklin, Roseville, West Sacramento, Woodland and

the Housing Authorities of Roseville and the County of Yolo

2. PROGRAM YEAR/FISCAL YEAR ALIGNMENT

The Parties are aware of the requirement to align their Consolidated Plan program year start dates
and/or Public Housing Authority (PHA) Plan fiscal year beginning dates in accordance with the
regulations at 24 CFR 91.10 and 24 CFR 903. The Parties represent that they have discussed this issue
and determined that aligning program years is not practicable. The Parties agree that the AFH shall be
submitted in accordance with the Lead Entity’s Consolidated Plan program year start date.

3. CONSOLIDATED PLAN/PHA PLAN CYCLE ALIGNMENT

The Parties are aware of the requirement to align their Consolidated Plan and/or PHA Plan planning
cycles in accordance with the regulations at 24 CFR 91.10 and 24 CFR 903. The Parties represent that
they have discussed this issue and shall take the necessary steps to align their planning cycles within a
six-month timeframe, as required to accommodate varying program year start dates. The Parties agree
that the AFH shall be submitted in accordance with the Lead Entity’s Consolidated Plan cycle.

4. MANAGING AGENCY

The Parties shall jointly select a responsible consultant (“Consultant”) from among the responsive
respondents to the RFP, or to subsequent solicitation efforts, if required.

SHRA shall serve as the managing agency (“Managing Agency”) in the performance of this Agreement.
Responsibilities of the Managing Agency shall include:

A. Enter into a contract (“Contract”) with the Consultant, with form of such Contract approved
by all Parties prior to execution; at a minimum, the Contract shall include the Scope of
Services set forth in the RFP and the indemnification set forth in the RFP. Any amendments
to the Contract with the Consultant shall be reviewed and approved by the Parties prior to
execution by the Managing Agency and Consultant.

B. Serve as the primary contact between the Parties and the Consultant, including scheduling
meetings and/or teleconferences, consolidating comments on the fair housing research,

public outreach efforts, and/or AFH document and associated documents, and ensuring
delivery of all items in compliance with the Contract and Scope of Work.

C. Process and pay Consultant’s invoices and provide adequate back-up documentation to the
Parties for reimbursement; this process includes reviewing invoices and addressing any
disputes.

D. Submit a copy of this Agreement, and any subsequent amendments, to HUD.

E. Submit the AFH on behalf of all the collaborating Parties.
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MOU - Assessment of Fair Housing Consultant Page 4 of 13
Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency and Cities of Citrus Heights, Davis,

Elk Grove, Rancho Cordova, Rocklin, Roseville, West Sacramento, Woodland and

the Housing Authorities of Roseville and the County of Yolo

5. CONSULTANT’S SCOPE OF SERVICES

The Consultant’s Scope of Work shall be the “Scope of Work” included in the RFP (Exhibit A), or as
further refined and approved in the Contract between the Managing Agency and the Consultant, subject
to approval by the Parties.

6. TERM OF AGREEMENT

This Agreement shall be effective upon the signature of the last party to this Agreement and shall
continue until all services provided for in this Agreement have been performed, unless earlier
terminated pursuant to Section 11 of this Agreement.

7. SCHEDULE FOR PERFORMANCE

Consistent with the RFP, the Parties agree that time is of the essence and that services by the Consultant
shall be undertaken and completed in accordance with the schedule of performance as follows:

A. The Contract between the Managing Agency and the Consultant shall be entered into no
later than March 31, 2017.

B. Consultant shall provide Parties with an administrative draft of the AFH no later than April 1,
2019.

C. Consultant shall provide Parties with a public review draft of the AFH no later than June 1,
2019.

D. A final draft of the AFH shall be provided to all Parties no later than July 26, 2019.

E. Itis anticipated that all Parties will take the AFH to their governing bodies for adoption in
September 2019.

Deviations from the time schedule prepared in cooperation with the Consultant as part of the Contract
may be made only with the written approval of the Executive Director or City Manager for each Party, or
his/her authorized representative.

8. COST SHARING AND REIMBURSEMENT

A. The total project budget available for the project shall not exceed $150,000.

B. The Parties shall reimburse Managing Agency the sum of the invoice related to the cost of
the AFH based on their proportionate share of the renter population in the areas covered by
the AFH, as determined by the 2015 American Community Survey five-year estimates (Table
B25008). Noted below is each jurisdiction’s renter population and share:

1) County of Sacramento — 274,710 or 34.68%
2) City of Sacramento — 244,038 or 30.81%

3) City of Citrus Heights — 38,942 or 4.92%

4) City of Davis — 36,273 or 4.58%
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MOU - Assessment of Fair Housing Consultant

Page 5 of 13

Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency and Cities of Citrus Heights, Davis,
Elk Grove, Rancho Cordova, Rocklin, Roseville, West Sacramento, Woodland and
the Housing Authorities of Roseville and the County of Yolo

C.

5) City of EIk Grove — 47,316 or 5.97%

6) City of Rancho Cordova — 30,684 or 3.87%

7) City of Rocklin — 18,212 or 2.30%

8) City of Roseville — 43,092 or 5.44%

9) City of West Sacramento — 22,623 or 2.86%

10) City of Woodland — 24,984 or 3.15%

11) Roseville Housing Authority — share included in Roseville and Rocklin numbers

12) Housing Authority of the County of Yolo — 11,252 or 1.42% (excludes Davis, West
Sacramento, and Woodland units)

The Parties shall reimburse the Managing Agency within sixty (60) calendar days after
receipt of Managing Agency’s invoice for reimbursement of costs.

If Consultant’s performance is not in conformity with the Scope of Work or Schedule of
Performance, payments to the Consultant may be delayed or denied, unless otherwise
agreed to by each Party in writing.

If the work is halted at the request of any Party subject to the noticing guidelines set forth in
Section 9 of this Agreement, the Managing Agency shall contact Consultant and indicate
that Consultant should stop the terminating Party’s work. Total compensation to the
Consultant shall be based upon the proportion that the work performed bears to the total
work required by this Agreement, subject to Section 8.

9. NOTICES

Any notice, demand, request, consent, or approval that any Party hereto may be, or is, required to give
any other Party pursuant to this Agreement shall be in writing and shall be either personally delivered or
sent by mail, addressed as follows:

TO SACRAMENTO HOUSING AND REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY:

Attn: Geoffrey Ross

Assistant Director - Dev and Federal Programs
Sacramento Housing and Redev. Agency

801 12" Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

TO CITRUS HEIGHTS:

Attn: Katherine Cooley
Development Specialist Il
City of Citrus Heights
7927 Auburn Boulevard
Citrus Heights, CA 95610

17

Additional contact info:
Phone: 916-440-1357
Email: gross@shra.org

Additional contact info:
Phone: 916-727-4952
Email: kcooley@citrusheights.net



MOU - Assessment of Fair Housing Consultant

Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency and Cities of Citrus Heights, Davis,
Elk Grove, Rancho Cordova, Rocklin, Roseville, West Sacramento, Woodland and
the Housing Authorities of Roseville and the County of Yolo

Page 6 of 13

TO DAVIS:

Attn: Kelly Stachowicz
Assistance City Manager
City of Davis

23 Russell Boulevard
Davis, CA 95616

TO ELK GROVE:

Attn: Sarah Bontrager

Housing and Public Services Manager
City of Elk Grove

8401 Laguna Palms Way

Elk Grove, CA 95758

TO RANCHO CORDOVA:

Attn: Peter Ibrahim

Housing and Neighborhood Dev. Specialist
City of Rancho Cordova

2729 Prospect Park Drive

Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

TO ROCKLIN:

Attn: Sarah Novo

Manager, Code Compliance & Housing Services
City of Rocklin

3970 Rocklin Road

Rocklin, CA 95677

TO ROSEVILLE:

Attn: Danielle Foster
Housing Manager
City of Roseville

311 Vernon Street
Roseville, CA 95678

TO WEST SACRAMENTO:

Attn: Louise Collis

Senior Program Manager

City of West Sacramento

1110 West Capitol Avenue, 3" Floor
West Sacramento, CA 95691

18

Additional contact info:
Phone: 530-757-5602
Email: kstachowicz@cityofdavis.org

Additional contact info:
Phone: 916-627-3209
Email: sbontrager@elkgrovecity.org

Additional contact info:
Phone: 916-851-8785
Email: pibrahim@cityofranchocordova.org

Additional contact info:
Phone: 916-625-5498
Email: sarah.novo@rocklin.ca.us

Additional contact info:
Phone: 916-774-5446
Email: dfoster@roseville.ca.us

Additional Contact info:
Phone: 916-617-4566
Email: louisec@cityofwestsacramento.org



MOU - Assessment of Fair Housing Consultant Page 7 of 13
Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency and Cities of Citrus Heights, Davis,

Elk Grove, Rancho Cordova, Rocklin, Roseville, West Sacramento, Woodland and

the Housing Authorities of Roseville and the County of Yolo

TO WOODLAND:

Attn: Dan Sokolow Additional contact info:

Senior Planner Phone:

City of Woodland Email: dan.sokolow@cityofwoodland.org

300 First Street
Woodland, CA 95695

TO ROSEVILLE HOUSING AUTHORITY:

Attn: Danielle Foster Additional contact info:
Housing Manager Phone: 916-774-5446
City of Roseville Email: dfoster@roseville.ca.us

311 Vernon Street
Roseville, CA 95678

TO HOUSING AUTHORITY OF YOLO COUNTY:

Attn: Janis Holt Additional contact info:
General Managing Director Phone:
Housing Authority of Yolo County Email: jholt@ych.ca.gov

147 West Main Street
Woodland, CA 95695

Any Party may change the address to which subsequent notice and/or other communications can be
sent by giving written notice designating a change of address to the Parties, which shall be effective
upon receipt.

10. AMENDMENT AND WAIVER

Amendments, changes, or modifications in the terms of this Agreement may be made at any time by
mutual written agreement among all of the Parties hereto and shall be signed by the persons authorized
to bind the Parties. Waiver by any Party of any default, breach, or condition of the Agreement shall not
be construed as a waiver of any other default, breach, or condition, or any other right hereunder.

11. TERMINATION

A. The Agreement may be terminated in its entirety, or limited in scope, by majority vote of
the Parties, with or without cause.

B. Any Party may withdraw from the Agreement, with or without cause, upon thirty (30)
calendar days’ written notice (delivered by certified mail, return receipt requested) of intent
to withdraw.

C. Upon termination and/or withdrawal, each Party shall be entitled to all work, including but

not limited to, reports, investigations, appraisals, inventories, studies, analyses, drawings
and data estimates performed to that date, whether completed or not.

19



MOU - Assessment of Fair Housing Consultant Page 8 of 13
Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency and Cities of Citrus Heights, Davis,

Elk Grove, Rancho Cordova, Rocklin, Roseville, West Sacramento, Woodland and

the Housing Authorities of Roseville and the County of Yolo

12.

In the event of termination and/or withdrawal by any Party, the Managing Agency shall be
compensated for work performed by Consultant through the date of termination, subject to

the terms set forth herein.
The withdrawing Party shall promptly notify HUD of its withdrawal from this Agreement.

COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS

Each Party represents that it shall observe and comply with all applicable Federal, State, and local laws,
regulations, and ordinances related to the performance of the Scope of Services.

13.

GOVERNING LAWS AND JURISDICTION

This Agreement shall be deemed to have been executed and to be performed within the State of
California and shall be construed and governed by the laws of the State of California. Any legal
proceedings arising out of or relating to this Agreement shall be brought in Sacramento County,

California.

14.

PERFORMANCE STANDARDS

Each Party shall perform their respective services and obligations under this Agreement in accordance
with the industry and/or professions standards applicable to the services.

15.

MUTUAL INDEMNIFICATION

A. Each Party shall defend, indemnify, and hold harmless SHRA, as the Managing Agency, and

its Board, officers, directors, agents, employees and volunteers from and against all
demands, claims, actions, liabilities, losses, damages, and costs, including reasonable
attorneys’ fees, arising out of or resulting from the performance of the Agreement, caused
in whole or in part by the negligent or intentional acts or omissions of each Party’s
respective Councils, officers, directors, agents, employees, or volunteers. Nothing in this
provision is intended to require any Party to defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the
Consultant.

SHRA shall defend, indemnify, and hold harmless each Party, their respective Councils,
officers, directors, agents, employees and volunteers from and against all demands, claims,
actions, liabilities, losses, damages, and costs, including reasonable attorneys’ fees, arising
out of or resulting from the performance of the Agreement, caused in whole or in part by
the negligent or intentional acts or omissions of SHRA’s Board, officers, directors, agents,
employees, or volunteers.

It is the intention of each Party that the provisions of this paragraph be interpreted to
impose on each Party responsibility to the other Parties for the negligent or intentional acts
and omissions of their respective officers, directors, agents, employees, volunteers, and
Boards or Councils. It is also the intention of each Party that, where comparative fault is
determined to have been contributory, principles of comparative fault will be followed and
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each Party shall bear the proportionate cost of any damage attributable to the fault of that
Party, its officers, directors, agents, employees, volunteers, and Board or Council.

16. INSURANCE

Each Party, at its sole cost and expense, shall carry insurance, or self-insure, that covers its activities in
connection with this Agreement, and obtain, keep in force, and maintain insurance or equivalent
programs of self-insurance, for general liability, workers compensation, and business automobile liability
adequate to cover its potential liabilities hereunder. Each Party agrees to provide the other Parties with
thirty (30) calendar days’ advance written notice of any cancellation, termination, or lapse of any of the
insurance or self-insurance coverage. Managing Agency shall also provide Parties with proof of
insurance for Consultant upon request.

17. SUCCESSORS

This Agreement shall bind the successors of each Party in the same manner as if they were expressly
named.

18. TIME

Time is of the essence in this Agreement.

19. INTERPRETATION

This Agreement shall be deemed to have been prepared equally by all of the Parties, and the Agreement
and its individual provisions shall not be construed or interpreted more favorably for one Party on the
basis that another Party prepared it.

20. WAIVER

A party’s failure to act with respect to a breach by another Party does not waive its right to act with
respect to subsequent or similar breaches. The failure of a Party to exercise or enforce any right or
provision shall not constitute a waiver of such right or provision.

21. DISPUTES

In the event of any dispute arising out of or relating to the Agreement, the Parties shall attempt, in good
faith, to promptly resolve the dispute mutually between them. If the dispute cannot be resolved by
mutual agreement, nothing herein shall preclude any Party’s rights to pursue remedy or relief by civil
litigation, pursuant to the laws of the State of California.

22. PRIOR AGREEMENTS

This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the Parties regarding the subject matter of
this Agreement. Any prior agreements, whether oral or written, between the Parties regarding the
subject matter of this Agreement are hereby terminated effective immediately upon full execution of
this Agreement.
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23. CONSULTANT’S AGREEMENT

To the extent there is a conflict between this Agreement and the Contract between Managing Agency
and Consultant, the Agreement with the Consultant controls, provided that all Parties have agreed to
the form of that Contract as set forth in Section 4.A herein.

24. RECITALS
The above recitals are true and correct and are hereby incorporated by reference.

25. DUPLICATE COUNTERPARTS

This Agreement may be executed in duplicate counterparts that shall each be deemed originals and,
when taken together, shall constitute the Agreement. The Agreement shall be deemed executed when it
has been signed by all Parties.

(SIGNATURE PAGE FOLLOWS)
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IN WITNESS WHEREOQF, the Parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be duly executed as of the day

and year first written above.

SACRAMENTO HOUSING AND REDEVELOPMENT

AGENCY,

a joint powers authority of the City of Sacramento

and the County of Sacramento

By:

LaShelle Dozier
Executive Director

By:

Sarah Thomas, SHRA Assistant Director
Housing Choice Voucher Program

By:

MaryLiz Paulson, SHRA Assistant Director
Conventional Public Housing Director

Approved as to Form:

By:

David Levin, General Counsel

CITY OF DAVIS,
a municipal corporation

By:

Dirk Brazil
City Manager

Attest:

Zoe Mirabile, City Clerk

Approved as to Form:

By:

Harriet Steiner, City Attorney

CITY OF CITRUS HEIGHTS,
a municipal corporation

By:

Page 11 of 13

Henry Tingle
City Manager

Attest:

Amy Van, City Clerk

Approved as to Form:

By:

Ruthann Ziegler, City Attorney

CITY OF ELK GROVE,
a municipal corporation

By:

Laura S. Gill
City Manager

Attest:

Jason Lindgren, City Clerk

Approved as to Form:

By:

Jonathan P. Hobbs, City Attorney
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CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA,
a municipal corporation

By:

Cyrus Abhar
City Manager

Attest:

Mindy Cuppy, City Clerk

Approved as to Form:

By:

Adam U. Lindgren, City Attorney

CITY OF ROSEVILLE,
a municipal corporation

By:

Rob Jenson
City Manager

Attest:

Sonia Orozco, City Clerk

Approved as to Form:

By:

Robert R. Schmitt, City Attorney

CITY OF ROCKLIN,
a municipal corporation

By:

Ricky Horst,
City Manager

Attest:
Barbara Ivanusich, City Clerk

Approved as to Form:

By:

DeeAnne Gillick, Interim City Attorney

CITY OF WEST SACRAMENTO,
a municipal corporation

By:

Martin Tuttle,
City Manager

Attest:
Kryss Rankin, City Clerk

Approved as to Form:

By:

Jeffrey Mitchell, City Attorney

24



MOU - Assessment of Fair Housing Consultant Page 13 of 13
Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency and Cities of Citrus Heights, Davis,

Elk Grove, Rancho Cordova, Rocklin, Roseville, West Sacramento, Woodland and

the Housing Authorities of Roseville and the County of Yolo

CITY OF WOODLAND, ROSEVILLE HOUSING AUTHORITY,
a municipal corporation a public housing authority
By: By:

Paul Navazio, Executive Director

City Manager

Attest: Attest:

Ana B. Gonzalez, City Clerk Secretary
Approved as to Form: Approved as to Form:
By: By:

Kara K. Ueda, City Attorney General Counsel

HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE COUNTY OF YOLO,
a public housing authority

By:

Lisa A. Baker,
Chief Executive Officer

Attest:
Julie Dachtler, Clerk

Approved as to Form:

By:

Hope P. Welton, Agency Counsel
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Request for Proposals: Consulting Services for Preparation of an Assessment of Fair
Housing
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City of Woodland Woodland, CA 95695

Legislation Text 3

File #: 17-106, Version: 1

TO: THE HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL
DATE: January 3, 2017

SUBJECT: Presentation on the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act and the Formation
of the Y olo Sub-Basin Groundwater Sustainability Agency

Recommended Action: Staff recommends that the City Council: 1) receive a presentation on current
formation of the Yolo Sub-Basin Groundwater Sustainability Agency and 2) provide direction to staff, as
needed, to inform next steps.

Staff Contact
Gregor G. Meyer, Public Works Director, (530) 661-5953, greg.meyer@cityofwoodland.org

Backaround
The legidative intent of the September 16, 2014 Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) is for

groundwater to be managed sustainably in California s groundwater basins by local public agencies and newly-
formed Groundwater Sustainability Agencies (GSAS).

For the first time in California history, the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) empowers local
agencies to adopt groundwater management plans that are tailored to the resources and needs of their
communities. Good groundwater management will provide a buffer against drought and climate change, and
contribute to reliable water supplies regardless of weather patterns. California depends on groundwater for a
major portion of its annual water supply, and sustainable groundwater management is essential to areliable and
resilient water system.

On January 20, 2015, the Woodland City Council endorsed the Water Resources Association of Y olo County as
the lead agency for the development and formation of the Y olo County GSA.

On October 18, 2016, the Department of Water Resources approved the consolidation of four groundwater sub-
basins into a single sub-basin within the existing Yolo County boundaries for the purposes of developing a
single GSA. This sub-basin is called the Yolo Sub-Basin. This greatly smplified the management of the 790
square-mile sub-basin and the 23 eligible agencies currently existing within the sub-basin boundaries.

The Yolo Sub-basin is considered to be a High Priority basin by the Department of Water Resources, and as
such, is required to develop and implement a Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) and manage all aspects of
the SGMA.

There are four steps, or Phases, to developing and implementing the Sustainable Groundwater Management
Act:
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1. Formation of a Groundwater Sustainability Agency (GSA) - Involves realignment of basins and
establishment of basin governance through formation of GSA’s. Must be complete by June 30, 2017.

2. Develop a Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) for the GSA Basin - Involves the development and
adoption of a GSP by the GSA within the statutory 5-year milestone date. Must be complete by June
30, 2022.

3. Review and evaluation of the GSP by the Department of Water Resources (DWR). The DWR staff will
review and evaluate the GSP to determine adequacy.

4. Implement the GSP and provide required reports over 20 years with Annual and 5-year updates. Thisis
alocally-driven activity that provides annual reports and a GSP assessment every 5 years to the DWR.

Since May of 2014 there have been over 145 Yolo County GSA/SGMA public outreach and educational
activities that have included multiple private and public venues across the Sub-Basin. Over 50 of these events
have been held in Woodland including severa presentations to the Water Resources Association of Yolo
County (WRA).

Discussion

Tonight’s presentation is intended to provide the City Council with background information on the SCMA and
provide an update with respect to the ongoing efforts to introduce and establish a Groundwater Sustainability
Agency (GSA) for the now-approved consolidated Y olo Sub-Basin. It should be noted that all the documents,
charts, and outlines in the presentation are only DRAFTS at this time. They are there for discussion and as a
positional interpretation. Having said that, these drafts have been developed over severa years of public and
professional input and have a broad spectrum of participation in their current form.

SGMA lays out a regulatory process and timeline for local agencies to comply with specified sustainability
goals. Tonight's presentation will give the immediate and long-term milestones for achieving both a GSA and
the GSP.

One of the first requirements a SGMA management entity will need to satisfy is to form a Groundwater
Sustainability Agency (GSA). SGMA defines a GSA as one or more local agencies that implement SGMA’s
provisions. A local agency is defined as any local public agency that has water supply, water management, or
land use responsibilities within a groundwater basin. Any local agency or combination of local agencies
overlying a groundwater basin can elect to be a GSA.

Once formed, one of a GSA’s primary responsibilities is to develop and implement a Groundwater
Sustainability Plan (GSP) for their basin or portion of the basin they are managing. A GSP is a plan devel oped
and implemented by a GSA that is developed and adopted pursuant to SGMA'’ s requirements.

The current task of the WRA is the formation of a GSA through the development of a Joint Powers Agency
(JPA) agreement between all eligible entities within the Sub-Basin. The real driver behind this process is the
regulatory timeline that requires completion of the Agency formation by June 30, 2017. Failure to accomplish
this task prior to July 2017 would precede the State Water Resources Control Board initiating probationary
status for the Sub-Basin; which could then lead to the State assuming responsibility for the Sub-Basin in the
future. This would signify the loss of local control of the groundwater resource... not something anyone,
including the State, wants to happen.

While the formal formation of a GSA is accomplished by the eligible entities throughout the basin, it must also
include input from other key stakeholders within the basin. Such stakeholders include individual landowners
(agricultural and domestic) that have private wells, environmental users of groundwater, tribes, private water
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companies and disadvantaged communities.

Nongovernmental organizations (NGOs) are not eligible to be on the actual governance board of a GSA or
become a GSA, but it is important to engage them since they are affected by the governance decisions and
future management of the basin. And while these NGO’s may not be able to form their own GSA, they may be
able to vote on the Board through a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA), delegation of voting rights, or other
legal arrangements made with one or more of the eligible entities.

To date, al public discussions and eligible entity meetings have been open to key stakeholders. In addition,
there have been several open and advertised public meetings held to help inform and educate the general public
on this process.

Through 20 years of experience with the Water Resources Association of Yolo County (WRA) to lead and
guide the formation of an active and representative GSA, the Yolo Sub-Basin is already ‘leaps and bounds
ahead of other basins that are struggling through this governance formation phase. It must be remembered that
we must first agree to the formation of a GSA by June 30 of this year and then we have 5 years to work out a
plan of how the GSA will function.

If the local agenciestry to fix all the governance questions in this first agreement, it is doubtful (given there are
23 eligible agencies and numerous other key stakeholders) if it can be completed in time.

Tonight’s presentation is intended to give an overview of the process going forward with a draft agreement
coming back to the Council for review in the near future. For now, governance will closely follow the
historically successful WRA framework. However, the formation agreement will have several stipulations
requiring further clarification on significant portions of the agreement within the next year to be voted on by the
GSA Board (of which the City will be a member). Voting rights and a fee structure are examples of the kinds of
issues that will require stipulations for further exploration and decisions over the next year.

Severa attachments are being provided in conjunction with this staff report and presentation to explore the
range of topics that are pertinent to establishment and governance of the SGMA (Additional information can be
also be found at: <http://www.water.ca.gov/groundwater/sgm/>):

e Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA),

e Forming a Groundwater Sustainability Agency (GSA),

e Developing a Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP), and

o Definitions of common SGMA and Groundwater terms.

Conclusion

Staff supports forming a GSA with a basic governance structure similar to the WRA and plans to bring a
DRAFT JPA document back to Council in the next two months, with the goal of formally establishing the Yolo
Sub-Basin GSA prior to the June 30, 2017 deadline. Included in JPA formation document will likely be several
stipulations that will require some elements of the GSA/JPA governance document be reopened for detailed
clarification and resolution during the first 6 months of the 5-year planning stage. Voting rights and a fee
structure are examples of elements that would be identified for stipulation.
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Staff recommends that Council receives presentation on current formation of the Y olo Sub-Basin Groundwater
Sustainability Agency and gives staff any direction as needed.

Prepared by:  Gregor G. Meyer
Public Works Director

T oy

Paul Navazio, City Manger

Attachments:
1) SGMA Definitions
2) Groundwater Glossary
3) Groundwater Sustainability Plans- Emergency Regulation Guidelines (DWR, July 2016)
4) Guide to Forming Groundwater Sustainability Agencies
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Groundwater Glossary

A

acre-foot (af)

The volume of water necessary to cover one acre to a depth of one foot; equal to
43,560 cubic feet or 325,851 gallons.

adjudication

A case that has been heard and decided by a judge. In the context of an
adjudicated groundwater basin, landowners or other parties have turned to the
courts to settle disputes over how much groundwater can be extracted by each
party to the decision.

alluvial
Of or pertaining to or composed of alluvium.

alluvium

A general term for clay, silt, sand, gravel, or similar unconsolidated detrital
material, deposited during comparatively recent geologic time by a stream or other
body of running water, as a sorted or semi sorted sediment in the bed of the
stream or on its floodplain or delta, as a cone or fan at the base of a mountain
slope.

appropriative right

The right to use water that is diverted or extracted by a nonriparian or nonoverlying
party for nonriparian or nonoverlying uses. In California, surface water
appropriative rights are subject to a statutory permitting process while groundwater
appropriation is not.

aquitard

A confining bed and/or formation composed of rock or sediment that retards but
does not prevent the flow of water to or from an adjacent aquifer. It does not
readily yield water to wells or springs, but stores ground water.

aquifer

A body of rock or sediment that is sufficiently porous and permeable to store,
transmit, and yield significant or economic quantities of groundwater to wells and
springs.

artesian aquifer

A body of rock or sediment containing groundwater that is under greater than
hydrostatic pressure; that is, a confined aquifer. When an artesian aquifer is
penetrated by a well, the water level will rise above the top of the aquifer.
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artesian pressure

Hydrostatic pressure of artesian water, often expressed in terms of pounds per
square inch; or the height, in feet above the land surface, of a column of water that
would be supported by the pressure.

artificial recharge

The addition of water to a groundwater reservoir by human activity, such as putting
surface water into dug or constructed spreading basins or injecting water through
wells.

B

borehole geophysics

The general field of geophysics developed around the lowering of a variety of
probes into a boring or well. Borehole logging provides additional information
concerning physical, electrical, acoustic, nuclear and chemical aspects of the soils
and rock encountered during drilling.

C

confined aquifer

An aquifer that is bounded above and below by formations of distinctly lower
permeability than that of the aquifer itself. An aquifer containing confined ground
water. See artesian aquifer.

conjunctive use

The coordinated and planned management of both surface and groundwater
resources in order to maximize the efficient use of the resource; that is, the
planned and managed operation of a groundwater basin and a surface water
storage system combined through a coordinated conveyance infrastructure. Water
is stored in the groundwater basin for later and planned use by intentionally
recharging the basin during years of above-average surface water supply.

contaminant

Any substance or property preventing the use or reducing the usability of the water
for ordinary purposes such as drinking, preparing food, bathing washing,
recreation, and cooling. Any solute or cause of change in physical properties that
renders water unfit for a given use. (Generally considered synonymous with
pollutant).

D

deep percolation

Percolation of water through the ground and beyond the lower limit of the root
zone of plants into groundwater.

desalination
A process that converts seawater or brackish water to fresh water or an otherwise
more usable condition through removal of dissolved solids.
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domestic well
A water well used to supply water for the domestic needs of an individual
residence or systems of four or fewer service connections.

E

elastic deformation

Deformation that is temporary. Body will return to it's original volume after force is
removed.

electrical conductivity (EC)
The measure of the ability of water to conduct an electrical current, the magnitude
of which depends on the dissolved mineral content of the water.

effective porosity
The volume of voids or open spaces in alluvium and rocks that is interconnected
and can transmit fluids.

evapotranspiration (ET)
The quantity of water transpired (given off), retained in plant tissues, and
evaporated from plant tissues and surrounding soil surfaces.

G

groundwater basin

An alluvial aquifer or a stacked series of alluvial aquifers with reasonably well-
defined boundaries in a lateral direction and having a definable bottom.

groundwater mining

The process, deliberate or inadvertent, of extracting groundwater from a source at
a rate in excess of the replenishment rate such that the groundwater level declines
persistently, threatening exhaustion of the supply or at least a decline of pumping
levels to uneconomic depths.

groundwater recharge
The natural or intentional infiltration of surface water into the zone of saturation.

groundwater table
The upper surface of the zone of saturation in an unconfined aquifer.

groundwater

Water that occurs beneath the land surface and fills the pore spaces of the
alluvium, soil, or rock formation in which it is situated. It excludes soil moisture,
which refers to water held by capillary action in the upper unsaturated zones of soil
or rock.

H

head
Pressure created by the height of fluid above a given point.
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hydraulic barrier

A barrier created by injecting fresh water to control seawater intrusion in an
aquifer, or created by water injection to control migration of contaminants in an
aquifer.

hydraulic conductivity
A measure of the capacity for a rock or soil to transmit water; generally has the
units of feet/day or cm/sec.

hydrocompaction

Compaction of soil after an initial wetting event. A previously unsaturated soil
compacts after saturation due to soil particles reorienting into a more compact
form.

hydrograph
A graph that shows some property of groundwater or surface water as a function of
time.

hydrologic cycle
The circulation of water from the ocean through the atmosphere to the land and
ultimately back to the ocean.

hydrostatic pressure
Pressure exerted by the weight of fluid.

hydrostratigraphy
A geologic framework consisting of a body of rock having considerable lateral
extent and composing a reasonably distinct hydrologic system.

hyporheic zone

The region of saturated sediments beneath and beside the active channel and that
contain some proportion of surface water that was part of the flow in the surface
channel and went back underground and can mix with groundwater.

I

inelastic deformation

Deformation that is permanent. Body will not return to its original volume after force
is removed.

infiltration
The flow of water downward from the land surface into and through the upper soil
layers.

infiltration capacity
The maximum rate at which infiltration can occur under specific conditions of soil
moisture.
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in-lieu recharge
The practice of providing surplus surface water to historic groundwater users,
thereby leaving groundwater in storage for later use.

L

land subsidence

The lowering of the natural land surface due to groundwater (or oil and gas)
extraction.

leaky confining layer
A low-permeability layer that can transmit water at sufficient rates to furnish some
recharge from an adjacent aquifer to a well.

lithologic log
A record of the lithology of the soils, sediments and/or rock encountered in a
borehole from the surface to the bottom.

lithology
The description of rocks, especially in hand specimen and in outcrop, on the basis
of such characteristics as color, mineralogic composition, and grain size.

losing stream
A stream or reach of a stream that is losing water by seepage into the ground.

N

natural recharge

Natural replenishment of an aquifer generally from snowmelt and runoff; through
seepage from the surface.

O

overlying right

Property owners above a common aquifer possess a mutual right to the
reasonable and beneficial use of a groundwater resource on land overlying the
aquifer from which the water is taken. Overlying rights are correlative (related to
each other) and overlying users of a common water source must share the
resource on a pro rata basis in times of shortage. A proper overlying use takes
precedence over all non-overlying uses.

P

perched groundwater

Groundwater supported by a zone of material of low permeability located above an
underlying main body of groundwater.

permeability
The capability of soil or other geologic formations to transmit water. See hydraulic
conductivity.
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Pleistocence-Holocene age aquitards
Confined beds deposited during the last 1.8 million years.

porosity
The ratio of the voids or open spaces in alluvium and rocks to the total volume of
the alluvium or rock mass.

pre-consolidation pressure
The maximum effective stress that a geologic unit has been subjected to.

prescriptive right

Rights obtained through the open and notorious adverse use of another's water
rights. By definition, adverse use is not use of a surplus, but the use of non-surplus
water to the direct detriment of the original rights holder.

primary porosity
Voids or open spaces that were present when alluvium and rocks were originally
deposited or formed.

pueblo right

A water right possessed by a municipality which, as a successor of a Spanish or
Mexican pueblo, entitled to the beneficial use of all needed, naturally-occurring
surface and groundwater of the original pueblo watershed Pueblo rights are
paramount to all other claims.

R

recharge

Water added to an aquifer or the process of adding water to an aquifer. Ground
water recharge occurs either naturally as the net gain from precipitation, or
artificially as the result of human influence. See artificial recharge.

recharge basin
A surface facility constructed to infiltrate surface water into a groundwater basin.

riparian right
A right to use surface water, such right derived from the fact that the land in
question abuts upon the banks of streams.

runoff
The volume of surface flow from an area.

S

safe yield

The maximum quantity of water that can be continuously withdrawn from a
groundwater basin without adverse effect.
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salinity

Generally, the concentration of mineral salts dissolved in water. Salinity may be
expressed in terms of a concentration or as electrical conductivity. When
describing salinity influenced by seawater, salinity often refers to the concentration
of chlorides in the water. See also total dissolved solids.

saline intrusion
The movement of salt water into a body of fresh water. It can occur in either
surface water or groundwater bodies.

saturated zone
The zone in which all interconnected openings are filled with water, usually
underlying the unsaturated zone.

seawater intrusion barrier

A system designed to retard, cease or repel the advancement of seawater
intrusion into potable groundwater supplies along coastal portions of California.
The system may be a series of specifically placed injection wells where water is
injected to form a hydraulic barrier.

secondary porosity

Voids in a rock formed after the rock has been deposited; not formed with the
genesis of the rock, but later due to other processes. Fractures in granite and
caverns in limestone are examples of secondary openings.

seepage
The gradual movement of water into, through or from a porous medium. Also the
loss of water by infiltration into the soil from a canal, ditches, laterals, watercourse,
reservoir, storage facilities, or other body of water, or from a field.

semi-confined aquifer

A semi-confined aquifer or leaky confined aquifer is an aquifer that has aquitards
either above or below that allow water to leak into or out of the aquifer depending
on the direction of the hydraulic gradient.

specific retention
The ratio of the volume of water a rock or sediment will retain against the pull of
gravity to the total volume of the rock or sediment.

specific yield
The ratio of the volume of water a rock or soil will yield by gravity drainage to the
total volume of the rock or soil.

spring
A location where groundwater flows naturally to the land surface or a surface water
body.
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stratigraphy

The science of rocks: It is concerned with the original succession and age relations
of rock strata and their form, distribution, lithologic composition, fossil content,
geophysical and geochemical properties-all characters and attributes of rocks as
strata-and their interpretation in terms of environment and mode of origin and
geologic history.

subterranean stream
Subterranean streams "flowing through known and definite channels" are
regulated by California's surface water rights system.

surface supply
Water supply obtained from streams, lakes, and reservoirs.

T
transmissivity

The product of hydraulic conductivity and aquifer thickness; a measure of a volume
of water to move through an aquifer. Transmissivity generally has the units of
ft2/day or gallons per day/foot. Transmissivity is a measure of the subsurface's
ability to transmit groundwater horizontally through its entire saturated thickness
and affects the potential yield of wells.

transpiration
An essential physiological process in which plant tissues give off water vapor to
the atmosphere.

U

unconfined aquifer

An aquifer which is not bounded on top by an aquitard. The upper surface of an
unconfined aquifer is the water table.

underground stream

Body of water flowing as a definite current in a distinct channel below the surface
of the ground, usually in an area characterized by joints or fissures. Application of
the term to ordinary aquifers is incorrect.

unsaturated zone
The zone below the land surface in which pore space contains both water and air.

W

water quality

Description of the chemical, physical, and biological characteristics of water,
usually in regard to its suitability for a particular purpose or use.

GGM: C:\Users\GRANIC~1\AppData\L ocal\Temp\BCL Technologies\easyPDF 7\@BCL @9C05DD3C\@BCL@9C05DD3C.doc, 12/20/2016, 2:07:40 PM

38



water table
See groundwater table

watershed
The land area from which water drains into a stream, river, or reservoir.
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan Emergency Regulations

The legislative intent of the 2014 Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) is for ground-
water to be managed sustainably in California’s groundwater basins by local public agencies and
newly-formed groundwater sustainability agencies (GSAs). Withstanding adjudicated areas, in basins
designated by the Department of Water Resources (DWR) as medium and high priority, local public
agencies and GSAs are required to develop and implement groundwater sustainability plans (GSPs) or
alternatives to GSPs (Alternatives) to avoid potential State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) in-
tervention. Pursuant to Water Code Section 10733.2, DWR was required to draft and adopt emergency
regulations for the evaluation of GSPs and Alternatives, the implementation of GSPs and Alternatives,
and coordination agreements by June 1, 2016. Although not subject to SGMA, local public agencies

in basins designated as low and very-low priority are encouraged and authorized to form GSAs and
develop GSPs, update existing groundwater management plans, or coordinate with others to develop
a new groundwater management plan in accordance with Water Code Section 10750 et seq.

Development of GSP Emergency Regulations

The GSP emergency regulations were developed through an extensive public engagement process
that included a comprehensive, multi-phased outreach approach to: (1) educate the public about
groundwater science and the regulatory requirements of SGMA; (2) better understand important
regional and local issues; and (3) collect statewide information to assist with the development of
GSP emergency regulations. The DWR’s Sustainable Groundwater Management Program held three
required public meetings and a statewide webinar to solicit comment from local agencies, interested
parties, and the general public on Draft GSP emergency regulations. The proposed GSP emergency
regulations were presented to the California Water Commission on May 18, 2016, for consideration
of approval. The California Water Commission unanimously approved the proposed regulations, as
written, on May 18, 2016.

GSP Emergency Regulations
Full text of the GSP Emergency Regulations (May 18, 2016) are available at:

http://www.water.ca.gov/groundwater/sgm/gsp.cfm

More Information
For additional information please contact:

California Department of Water Resources
P.O. Box 942836
Sacramento, CA 94236

41



This guide does not serve as a substitute for the regulations.
DWR Sustainable Groundwater Management Program | GSP Emergency Regulations Guide

Purpose

This guide includes information designed to aid with the understanding the Groundwater Sustainability

Plan (GSP) Emergency Regulations (regulations). Written for local agencies' and interested parties including
stakeholders, this guide is organized to walk the reader through four phases developed to compartmentalize
activities necessary or potentially necessary to address GSP regulations or related requirements, beginning with
the formation of groundwater sustainability agencies (GSAs) and leading up to implementation of an adopted
and State approved GSP or alternative to GSP (Alternative). Therefore, the intent of this guide is to explain the
fundamental concepts of the regulations and information directly relevant to the regulations to the reader
through four general phases of development and implementation. The regulations provide a descriptive over-
view of requirements for development and implementation of GSPs, Interagency Agreements, Alternatives, and
DWR’s evaluation process. This guide focuses on the requirements for completing GSPs and also presents the
timeline for Alternatives that comply with the regulations. Details regarding Alternatives are described in Article
9 of the regulations.

This guide does not serve as a substitute for the regulations.

Phases of GSP Development and Implementation

Phase 2 Phase 4
GSP Preparation Implementation
Phase 1 and Submission Phase‘3 and Reporting
GSA Formation GSP Review

and Coordination ‘ ‘ and Evaluation ‘ -
e °

Readers are strongly encouraged to read the GSP Emergency Regulations.

How to Use This Guide

This guide includes a separate section for each of the four phases of GSP development and implementation. The
reader should use this guide to help them understand the following:

1. Theirrole, either as a local agency, an interested party, stakeholder, or city or county during each of the
four general phases

2. Key concepts presented in the regulations

3. Key considerations including potential GSP or Alternative requirements and key dates during SGMA
implementation

1 Local agency means a local public agency that has water supply, water management, or land use responsibilities within
a groundwater basin.
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Background

On September 16, 2014, the Governor signed into law a three-bill legislative
package Assembly Bill (AB) 1739 (Dickinson), Senate Bill (SB) 1168 (Pavley),
and SB 1319 (Pavley). These laws are collectively known as the Sustainable
Groundwater Management Act (SGMA). SGMA defines sustainable groundwa-
ter management as the “management and use of groundwater in a manner
that can be maintained during the planning and implementation horizon
without causing undesirable results”. “Undesirable results” are defined in SGMA
and are summarized here as any of the following effects caused by groundwa-
ter conditions occurring throughout the basin?:

& Chronic lowering of groundwater levels indicating a significant and
unreasonable depletion of supply

@ Significant and unreasonable reduction of groundwater storage
& Significant and unreasonable seawater intrusion

& Significant and unreasonable degraded water quality

@ Significant and unreasonable land subsidence

& Depletions of interconnected surface water that have significant and
unreasonable adverse impacts on beneficial uses of the surface water

SGMA identifies the following:

«  Requires critically-overdrafted high and medium priority basins to be
managed under a GSP by January 31, 2020

«  Requires all other groundwater basins designated as high or medium
priority basins to be managed under a GSP by January 31, 2022

« Adjudicated basins are not required to develop GSPs, but they are
required to submit annual reports to DWR beginning April 1,2016

« Local agencies have the option of submitting an Alternative plan by
January 1,2017

«  Gives GSAs the financial and enforcement authority to carry out effec-
tive local sustainable groundwater management

SGMA also expands the role of DWR to support local implementation of
sustainable groundwater management, and allows for intervention by the
State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) at discrete points throughout
the process if local agencies are not willing or able to manage groundwater
sustainably. Attachment 1 (page 20 and 21) summarizes the major timelines
and milestones on California’s path to sustainable groundwater management.

2 “Basin”as defined in SGMA, means a groundwater basin or subbasin identified
and defined in Bulletin 118 or as modified pursuant to Water Code 10722 et seq
(Chapter 3, Basin Boundaries). Bulletin 118 will be updated as presented in the
timeline shown in Attachment 1.
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The Governor’s signing
message states,

"“A central feature of these
bills is the recognition that
groundwater management
in California is best
accomplished locally.

In September 2015,
Governor Brown
signed SB 13, by
Senator Fran Pavley.
The Bill makes various
clarifying changes

to SGMA related to
GSA formation. These
changes relate to:

+ Notification
completeness
reviews

« Overlapping GSA
Boundaries
Service Area
Boundaries

This Bill and others

went into effect in

January 2016.
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SGMA Roles and Responsibilities

sxa\‘ehO'de re
Local agencies, DWR, and the SWRCB have key roles and responsibilities for imple-
menting SGMA, as illustrated in Figure 1. Stakeholders, including federal and tribal DWR
interests, play an integral role in communicating and providing input with all of Regulating and Assisting
the agencies involved in implementing SGMA. Agency
GSA - Planning and Implementing Agency
«  Lead communication, outreach, and engagement efforts within the SWRCB GSA
basin. Enforcing Planning and
«  Develop and implement a GSP, and complete 5-year GSP updates. sl ’mp’:g:,fctfﬁon
«  Monitor, evaluate, and report progress towards achieving sustain-
ability goals.

DWR - Regulating and Assisting Agency
Lead communication, engagement, and coordination efforts at a
statewide level.

Figure 1. SGMA Roles and Responsibilities

Provide data and information, tools, funding, and non-technical and GSP Emergency Regulations
technical support. . . Articles and Subarticles
Review GSPs for adequacy, and evaluate implementation and 5-yr
updates. 1. Introductory Provisions
«  Develop Basin Boundary and GSP Emergency Regulations. 2. Definitions
SWRCB - Enforcing Agency 3. Technical and Reporting Standards
« May intervene and create an interim plan if a GSA is not formed or it 4. Procedures
fails to implement a GSP. 5 Plan Contents
«  May assess fees for purposes of supporting interim plan intervention. 6. Department Evaluation and
Federal Government and Tribal Interests - Communication, Input, Assessment
and Participation 7. Annual Reports and Periodic
« Participate, at their own discretion, with communication efforts with Evaluations by the Agency

DWR and local agencies.
Participate, at their own discretion, with the development and
implementation of a GSP.

8. Interagency Agreements
Adjudicated Areas and Alternatives

Other Stakeholders - Communication and Input

«  Provide Input to regulations development, GSA formation, and GSP
development and implementation.

«  Provide comments during review periods pursuant to SGMA.

GSP Emergency Regulations

DWR was required to adopt regulations per Water Code for the development and evaluation of GSPs, Alternatives,
and Coordination Agreements.

The regulations will be part of the California Code of Regulations® and are arranged into nine articles, as shown to
the right. Subchapter 1 contains the regulations previously developed by DWR for basin boundary modifications.
Definitions for understanding the implementation of SGMA are contained in multiple documents. For more
information about DWR’s Sustainable Groundwater Management Program, please visit http://www.water.ca.gov/

groundwater/sgm/

3 Title 23 - Waters, Division 2 — Department of Water Resources, Chapter 1.5 - Groundwater Management, Subchapter
2 — Groundwater Sustainability Plans and Alternatives
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General Principles (Article 1)

Before diving into the detailed phases of development and
implementation of the GSPs it is important to understand the
general principles that DWR will use to guide implementation of Ada ptive
the regulations. General principles guiding GSP evaluation include
the following:

Management

«  Groundwater conditions must be adequately defined and
monitored to demonstrate the GSPs achieving the sustain-
ability goals for the basin

«  GSAs must be sufficiently defined and compatible to evaluate
the effect of GSPs on adjacent basins

«  GSPs must meet a substantial compliance standard

« A GSA shall provide a description of basin setting and
establish criteria that will maintain or achieve sustainable Figure 2. Adaptive Management

roundwater management
9 9 As illustrated in Figure 2, GSAs are provided

. DWR will consider state pOIlcy regarding the human I’Ight to an Opportunity to amend the GSP based on

water when implementing these regulations new information or furthered understand-
«  The GSP sustainable groundwater management criteria, and ing, or to incorporate corrective actions
projects and management actions shall be commensurate required by DWR.

with the level of understanding of the basin setting based on
uncertainty and data gaps

« A GSP must achieve the sustainability goals for the basin in
20 years
For more about the general principles of the regulations, see Article 1.

HIGH | GSA-2
= (o) (e
= GSA-1 . -
o L7 Sustainability Goal
P 2 — Operating within
E Sustainable Yield
2 - — Without causing an
o7 undesirable result(s)
LOW 1 1 1 1 1 >
HIGH LOW
UNCERTAINTY

Figure 3. Sustainability Goal

As illustrated in Figure 3, The relationship between uncertainty and sustainability may track differently
for GSAs throughout the state, but ultimately all GSAs must achieve their sustainability goal after 20
years of implementation.
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Phase 1 Phase 2 Phase 3 Phase 4
‘ GSP Review and Evaluation
Entire Basin Coverage Technical Plin antent} z Plan Adoption &ﬁ Initial Plan Evaluation determines Adaptive Management
ﬁ 1GSA &Reporting ‘Article5  Submittal to DWR if GSP or Alternative is:
GSA — - m Standards Adnmin. Info GSP 5-Year
Formati 165P Basin Setti 1 60 Day DWR Evaluation Approved Annual
ormation " *Article 3 « Basin Setting Basil . i - N ——p Assessments and
Local Multiple GSAs I‘nmal‘ Manitori + Sustainable i G5 Comment . and Assessment Begin 5-Year Re-evaluation cyde T Reporting Re-evaluation
Agency |- ( ) T tee T Ag ror =y Protocols > Momt. Crteria Period *Article 6 Address (wmnve/ldmnxf
Governance Arice 4 . *+ Monitoring Incomplete
struct gata and Networks GSP| P
ructure : eportin ) 1 _y Coord. i
Multiple GSAs | | Coordination . DMPS 9 - Projectsand 7> GSP_’ nsg; Corrective Actions Unaddrened(orre(l/veAmﬂnsL
Multiple GSPs ﬁg‘{eg'}wgt Qﬂa“nagement > as needed Inadequate
rticle ctions *Article 6 Unaddressed Deficiencies
— - - - ~ » Alternative (Potential SWRCB Intervention)
Alternative: Local agencies may choose to submit an Alternative (see Article 9 for Alternatives) *Article 9

Phases of GSP Development and
Implementation

The GSP and Alternative development and implementation process can be divided into
four general phases as illustrated in Figure 4 on the following page.

- Phase | GSA Formation and Coordination involves realignment of basins (ac-
cording to basin boundary modifications where applicable), and establishment of
basin governance through formation of GSAs.

- Phase 2 GSP Preparation and Submission involves the development and adop-
tion of GSPs by GSAs. Phases 1 and 2 are locally-driven activities to be completed
in adherence to the statutory milestones required by SGMA. Key milestone dates
are shown in the timeline illustrated in Attachment 1.

- Phase 3 GSP Review and Evaluation is a DWR-driven activity whereby DWR staff
will review and evaluate GSPs to determine adequacy.

- Phase 4 Implementation and Reporting is locally-driven and includes develop-
ment of annual reports and GSP assessments completed every five years during
implementation of the GSPs.
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Phase 1 Phase 2
Entire Basin Coverage Technical Plan chtentﬁPlan Adoption &ﬁ
ﬁ 1GSA & Reporting *Article5 ' Submittal to DWR
GSA —> 1GSP v Standards . Admln Info 1
Formation Initial *Article 3 + Basin Sett;[lmg —» Basin
Local _ Multiple GSAs | Recommended P . « Sustainable GSP
Agency . c ) > 165p  T|” Agreement —>Not|ﬁFat|on—>- ,F\’lll’(())?(l)tc(:)ﬁlsng_’ Mgmt. Criteria
G *Article 4 « Monitoring
gvernance . gata and Networks GSP
tructure . eportin ) 1 Coord. __
Multiple GSAs | coordination . DNFI)S I . Projects and _’GSP_’ 2‘;[,
Multiple GSPs |~ Agreement Management
*Article 8 Actions 2

Alternative: Local agencies may choose to submit an Alternative (see Article 9 for Alternatives)

Phase 1 References (GSP Regulations)

Article 8. Interagency Agreements
+ Interbasin Agreements (§357.2)
- Coordination Agreements (§357.4)

See also Basin Boundary Regulations
http://water.ca.gov/groundwater/sgm/pdfs/SGMA_Basin_Boundary_Regulations.pdf

See also Groundwater Sustainability Agency Formation
http://water.ca.gov/groundwater/sgm/gsa.cfm

» Alternative —
*Article 9

Phase 2 References (GSP Regulations)
Article 3. Technical and Reporting Standards
- Monitoring Protocols (§352.2)
- Data and Reporting Standards (§352.4)
- Data Management System (§352.6)
Article 4. Procedures
« Information Provided by the Department (§353.2)
« Reporting Provisions (§353.4)
+ Initial Notification (§353.6)
- Comments (§353.8)
- Withdrawal or Amendment of Plan (§353.10)
Article 5. Plan Contents
« Subarticle 1. Administrative Information
« Subarticle 2. Basin Setting
« Subarticle 3. Sustainable Management Criteria
« Subarticle 4. Monitoring Networks
« Subarticle 5. Projects and Management Actions

Today Phase 3 Phase 4
Sustainable Phase 1 Phase 2 > -
Groundwater .
Management . 3 _ Best _ . Alternatives
9 Basin Boundary ~ GSP  Alternatives GSA Potential Basin GSP Resubmit
Planning and Modification : Regulations Due Management £yrmation Due Boundary  Submittal  Every
Implementation Submittals | 6/1/16 1/1/17 Practices 6/30/17  Modification  Deadline  5Years 1m #1
Horizon 331716 | [y 2nd Window
= OO ;
2015 2076 2017 2018 2079 2020/2022  2025/2027
ﬁ = Stakeholderinput @) = Alternative ~ m= BasinBoundary =~ m= BestManagement —m= GSA m= GSP
opportunity Submittal Modifications Practices Formation Regulations

Figure 4. Phases of GSP Development and Implementation
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Phase 3 Phase 4
GSP Review and Evaluation Implementation and Reporting

Initial Plan Evaluation determines
if GSP or Alternative is:

GSP 5-Year
Assessments and
Re-evaluation

60 Day DWR Evaluation Approved Annual
Comment and Assessment Begin 5-Year Re-evaluation cycle Reporting

Period *Article 6 Address Corrective Actions T
| Incomplete |
Corrective Actions Unaddressed Corrective Actions ¢

as needed Inadequate
- Unaddressed Deficiencies
rticle 6 (Potential SWRCB Intervention)

Groundwater
Sustainability

Decreasing
Uncertainty

2030/2032 2035/2037 2040/2042 2045 2050 2055 2060 2065
IM# = Interim
Milestone
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Phase 1: GSA Formation and Coordination

Phase 1 Phase 2 Phase 3 Phase 4
GSP Revie nd Evaluation
Entire Basin Coverage Technical Plan (ontentﬁ Plan Adoption &ﬁ Initial Plan Evaluation determines Adaptive Management
1GSA &Reporting *Artide5 ' Submittal to DWR if GSP or Alternative is:
GSA 165P v Standards ~ + Admin. Info T ﬁ ) Aooroved Aual GSP 5-Year
Formation Initial *Artide3 - BasinSetting  _ pagin 60Day OWR Evaluation Begin 5-Ye %pr Jation cyde ——— 5 Assessmentsand
Local [~ Multiple GSAs | Recommended Moni - Sustainable GSP Comment —.  and Assessment egin >-Tear Re-evaluation cyce Reporting Re-evaluation
Agency ) 165p  T” Agreement— +th|ﬁgﬂon—> . Prgw(l:)r!‘sng > Mgmt. Criteria Period *Article 6 Address Corrective Actions T
Governance Article 4 . Dataand + Monitoring Incomplete
Structure Reporting Netvworks G1s ’ Coord.
Multiple GSAs _|,Coordination_| _T L OMS « Projectsand T GSP" &ep | Corrective Actions Unaddrexsed(urrez[rveA(t:onxL
Multiple GSPs AEA’“,"I‘QL“ lAAatnagement 2 as needed Inadequate
rticle ctions *Article 6 Unaddressed Deficiencies
= = = - > (Potential SWRCB Intervention)
Alternative: Local agencies may choose to submit an Alternative (e Article 9 for Alternatives) *Article 9

What Should Local Agencies and GSAs Consider?

SGMA provides local agencies who are interested in becoming a GSA the process and/or requirements to access
the necessary resources, level of commitment, and collaboration needed to achieve sustainable groundwater
management. The regulations identify considerations for local agencies when organizing their governance
structure and establishing interagency agreements (as needed).

During Phase 1, local agencies should:
+  Review existing basin boundaries and coordinate with other agencies within the basin

- Identify future opportunities for basin boundary modifications (DWR'’s first application process closed
March 31, 2016). Information on basin boundary modifications are available at:
http://sgma.water.ca.gov/basinmod/

«  Establish a GSA by June 30, 2017: Information on GSA formation is available at:
http://www.water.ca.gov/groundwater/sgm/gsa.cfm

- Establish a coordination agreement and identify a corresponding point of contact, if required, or deter-
mine if an optional interbasin agreement is needed

What Should Interested Parties Consider?

During this phase interested parties including stakeholders and beneficial users of groundwater should contact
their local agencies to express interest in being added to the interested parties list that will be maintained by
each GSA. Information regarding water agency boundaries and GSAs is available on DWR'’s Water Management
Planning Tool or at DWR’s GSA Web site at:

- http://water.ca.gov/groundwater/boundaries.cfm

- http://water.ca.gov/groundwater/sgm/gsa _map.cfm

DWR’s Role

During this period, DWR is providing more than $2M in facilitation services to local agencies to aid with GSA
formation. In addition, DWR is also accepting basin boundary modifications and notices of GSA formation.



This guide does not serve as a substitute for the regulations.
DWR Sustainable Groundwater Management Program | GSP Emergency Regulations Guide

GSA Formation and Governance Structure

Under SGMA local agencies are responsible for developing and implementing GSPs. A local agency can
decide to become a GSA, or a combination of local agencies can form a GSA through a joint powers
agreement (JPA) or other legal agreement.

Depending on the number of GSAs within a basin, there are three options for GSP submittals, illustrated
in Figure 5:

L aseyd

«  Single GSA developing a single GSP
«  Multiple GSAs developing a single GSP
«  Multiple GSAs developing multiple GSPs, with a coordination agreement

Once an entire basin is covered by one or more GSAs, the first action of each GSA is to begin discussing
and coordinating activities related to the development and implementation of the GSP(s).

Multiple GSAs, One GSP with Multiple GSAs, Multiple GSPs with

IEBIE,SMp 1P optional Interbasin Agreement required Coordination Agreement

Figure 5. Three Options for GSP Submittals
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Interagency Agreements (Article 8)

Interagency agreements are used to coordinate management actions and share data. There are two types
of interagency agreements: Coordination Agreements, which are required, and Interbasin Agreements,
which are optional.

Coordination Agreements

As illustrated in Figure 6, in cases where GSAs develop multiple GSPs within a basin, a single Coordina-
tion Agreement must be submitted with the GSPs to DWR. The Coordination Agreement must include
the information necessary to show how multiple GSPs can achieve the sustainability goal of the basin.

The specific requirements are in Section 357.4, and include, but are not limited to, the following:

utilizing the same data and
methodologies, and that elements of
the GSPs necessary to achieve the
sustainability goal for the basin are

Coord developed consistently.

Agmt s

7~ A Coordination Agreement:
~ —
« Is required for multiple GSAs
preparing multiple GSPs

Stakeholders Stakeholders | . Identifies a Plan Manager as the point

A point of contact with the DWR.

The responsibility of each GSA, and procedures for exchange of information and resolving conflicts
between GSAs.

A description of how GSAs utilized the same data and methodologies for assumptions in support
of GSP development, including groundwater elevation data, a coordinated water budget, and
sustainable yield.

A description of how the GSPs implemented together satisfy the SGMA.

The procedures for submittal of GSPs, GSP amendments, supporting information, monitoring data,
and procedures for annual reporting and periodic evaluations.

A description of a coordinated data management system.

The identification of adjudicated areas within the basin, and local agencies that developed an
Alternative Plan.

Coordination Point of
oint of Contact DWR

Agreement | < ith DWR >
?
! 4 N
Data A Coordination Agreement ensures
Exchange

GSPs are developed and implemented

« |s recommended for multiple GSAs
preparing a single GSP

of contact with DWR
. 4

Figure 6. Coordination Agreements
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Interbasin Agreements

Interbasin Agreements are optional. Two or more GSAs may enter
into an Interbasin Agreement to establish compatible goals and
understandings regarding fundamental elements of each GSP

(Figure 7). Interbasin agreements:

« Is an optional requirement

+  Apply where a groundwater hydraulic connection exists

between basins
« Identifies all basins participating
«  Shares technical information

- Provides a process for resolving conflict

Interbasin Agreement
(optional)

Basin A
GSP

Interbasin
Coordination

« Canbeina GSP to support findings that implementation of

a basin GSP will not adversely affect an adjacent basin and

implementation of that basin GSP

Figure 7. Interbasin Agreements

Phase 1 - Key Considerations

- GSA Formation Notification must be submitted

to DWR

In accordance with SB 13, GSAs shall not be
established with overlapping boundaries

For information on future basin boundary
modifications see http://water.ca.gov/ground-
water/sgm/basin_boundaries.cfm

Coordination Agreements required in basins
with multiple GSAs and multiple GSPs

Coordination Agreements require a single point
of contact (a Plan Manager) to DWR

52

GSP Emergency Regulations References

Article 8. Coordination Agreements

Interbasin Agreements (§357.2)
Coordination Agreements (§357.4)

Phase 1 Key Dates

GSP Emergency Regulations Approved May
2016

Alternatives Due 1/1/2017
GSAs Formed 6/30/2017

11
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Phase 2: GSP Preparation and Submission

Phase 1 Phase 2 Phase 3 Phase 4
Entire Basin Coverage Technical Plan Contents™ Plan Adoption & Initial Plan Evaluation determines Adaptive Management
165A &Reporting Artide5  Submittal to DWR if GSP or Alternative is:
G5 165 v Standards ~ * Admin. Info 1 S ¢ Aoproved Amual 6P 5-Year
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What Should Local Agencies and GSAs Consider?

When a basin has complete GSA coverage, GSAs in the basin should discuss groundwater management and GSP
development with managers in adjacent basins if a groundwater hydraulic connection exists. Laying the founda-
tion for GSP development should happen early-on in the discussion process by closely reviewing the regulations
and setting expectations based on existing data, or documents such as existing groundwater management
plans, and Integrated Regional Water Management Plans. A communications section of a GSP for identifying and
engaging the public stakeholders should be developed as one of the first priorities.

Land use agencies (such as Cities and Counties) should consider GSPs in their basin and coordinate with local
GSAs before amending or adopting general plans. Land use agencies provide land and water use projection data,
and may speak on behalf of unrepresented land use sectors, de minimis pumpers, and disadvantaged communi-
ties.

What Should Interested Parties Consider?

During Phase 2, interested parties are encouraged to provide public comments to DWR and GSAs after an initial
notification is provided to DWR from a GSA. For additional information on the comment process, see Article 4,
Section 353.8 of the regulations.

DWR’s Role

During Phase 2, DWR will be providing local assistance with the development of GSPs, including:

«  Funding Support: DWR will administer nearly $100M of Proposition 1 funding to support sustainable
groundwater management.

- Facilitation: DWR will continue to provide facilitation services to local agencies during this period.

«  Technical Support with Basin Information: DWR will provide guidance and support in the form of a variety
of datasets regarding sustainability indicators and other water budget components. This information, in
addition to the Bulletin 118 Basin descriptions and Bulletin 160, will be useful starting points.

«  Technical Support with Water Budgets: DWR will provide the Central Valley Groundwater-Surface Water
Simulation Model (C2VSim) and the Integrated Water Flow Model (IWFM) for developing water budgets.

- Development of Best Management Practices (BMP): DWR has a statutory requirement to publish BMPs for
sustainable management of groundwater on or before January 1, 2017, with an opportunity for comment.

- Water Supply Available for Replenishment: DWR will publish a report summarizing water available for
replenishment on or before December 31, 2016.

«  Bulletin 118 Update: DWR will provide interim and comprehensive updates to Bulletin 118 showing basin
boundary revisions, updated basin prioritization, and reissues (as needed) of basins subject to conditions of
critical overdraft.

«  Consultation: DWR will be available to the extent possible to meet with GSAs to provide guidance in
developing GSPs and applying BMPs in their basins.
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Preparing a “Basin Setting” and describing
groundwater conditions for the GSP (Article 5)

The “Basin Setting” includes a description of both the static physical
characteristics of the basin and the dynamic groundwater and
water budget conditions.

A descriptive hydrogeologic conceptual model is used to describe
basin setting static conditions. The hydrogeologic conceptual
model provides a qualitative and quantitative understanding of
the basin’s physical characteristics and how the aquifers react to
hydrologic stresses over time, and interaction of the surface water
and groundwater systems in the basin. As an informational tool, a
hydrogeologic conceptual model becomes the basis for much of
the stakeholder understanding of groundwater behavior and cause
and effect relationships. The breadth and level of detail of the basin
conditions should be sufficient to capture long-term changes in
groundwater behavior.

The dynamic groundwater conditions will be described by histori-
cal and present day groundwater conditions related to undesirable
results, including a description as of January 1, 2015. Data gaps and
data uncertainty that limit basin understanding or evaluation of
GSP performance must be noted.

The basin setting will also include a quantitative description of the
water budget that provides an accounting of inflows and outflows.
Basins subject to critical overdraft must quantify the overdraft.
Baseline conditions related to supply, demand, hydrology, and
surface water supply reliability will be established for the purpose
of understanding future projected conditions and for development
of management actions and projects.

For more information about Basin Setting, see

Article 5, Subarticle 2 of the regulations. Precipitation

Public Stakeholder Process

Depending on the number of stakeholders
and varying interests, the public process
can include the following categories:

- Citizens Groups and General Public

« Governmental and Land Use Agencies

« Commercial and Industrial Self-
Supplied

« Private and Public Water Purveyors

« Tribal Governments and Communities

« Agricultural and Aquiculture Interests

« Environmental and Ecosystem Interests

« Remediation and Groundwater
Cleanup

Existing groundwater management
agencies formed using well-documented
interest-based stakeholder processes

can continue to use current stakeholder
engagement methods and document the
process in a communications section

of the GSP, in addition to any additional
requirements per Article 5, Subarticle 1 of
the regulations. Given the broad diversity
of California’s interested stakeholders, the
regulations allow the GSA flexibility in
deciding how the stakeholder process is
conducted.
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Figure 8. Basin Setting
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Management Areas (Article 5)

A management area refers to an area within a basin for which a GSP may
identify different minimum thresholds, measurable objectives, monitor-
ing, or project and management actions based on unique local condi-
tions for water use, water source, geology, aquifer characteristics, or other
factors. For example, as illustrated by Figure 9, management areas could
be designated by land use type or other management variables. The GSP
must describe each management area, including the rationale behind
the approach, and how it can be managed differently without causing
undesirable results outside the area.

For more information on Management Areas, see Article 5, Subarticle 2 of the
regulations.

Sustainable Management Criteria (Article 5)

Establishing and achieving a basin’s sustainability goal is accomplished
through the development of sustainable management criteria. Setting of
the goal occurs through a local stakeholder process with the objective of
having no undesirable results in the basin within 20 years of implementa-
tion.

Each GSA is expected to establish minimum thresholds for each sustain-
ability indicator to avoid undesirable results. Undesirable results may
occur when one or more sustainability indicators shown in Figure 10
below experience conditions below the minimum thresholds, which are
significant and unreasonable. GSPs will need to identify one or more
measurable objectives for each sustainability indicator and establish
associated interim milestones for every 5-year interval. Sustainable man-
agement criteria are not required where a GSA has demonstrated related
undesirable results are not present. GSAs can use groundwater elevation
as a proxy to multiple sustainability indicators where a relationship can
be shown. Progress towards meeting interim milestones is reported to,
and assessed by, DWR as GSPs are updated every five years.

For more information on Sustainable Management Criteria, see Article 5,
Subarticle 3 of the regulations.

Sustainable Groundwater

Management
Measurable
+ Groundwater Levels e Objective
- Groundwater Storage - 'ﬁv] #2 M3
: . s IM #1
SRR SUStalnablllty Minimum
-« Water Quality Indicator Threshold
» Land Subsidence
« Interconnected
Surface Water
Significant &
Unreasonable
Conditions

Figure 10. Sustainability Indicators
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Management Areas (MA) are designated when a GSA
has determined the area will benefit from site-specific
conditions of water demand, use, source, management,
or other characteristics.

Representative Wells
are representative of the
conditions in the area
and are used to
monitor for

undesirable

results.

MA3
(Urban Area)

O]
MA4

(Native)

Figure 9. Management Areas

Key Definitions

Some new key terms introduced
in the regulations are highlighted
(defined) below.

“Sustainability indicator” refers
to any of the effects caused by
groundwater conditions occurring
throughout the basin that, when
significant and unreasonable, cause
undesirable results, as described in
Water Code Section 10721(x).

“Minimum threshold” refers to a
numeric value for each sustain-
ability indicator used to define
undesirable results.

“Measurable objectives” refer to
specific, quantifiable goals for the
maintenance or improvement of
specified groundwater conditions
that have been included in an
adopted Plan to achieve the
sustainability goal for the basin.

“Interim milestone” (IM) refers to a
target value representing measur-
able groundwater conditions, in
increments of 5 years, set by an
Agency as part of a Plan.

“Baseline” or “baseline conditions”
refer to historic information used
to project future conditions for
hydrology, water demand, and
availability of surface water and
to evaluate potential sustainable
management practices of a basin.
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Monitoring Network (Article 5)

Each GSP must include a detailed description of the basin-specific monitoring network. A GSP may
use CASGEM monitoring wells or other existing monitoring programs as the initial foundation for the
monitoring network to measure and track each applicable sustainability indicator. GSPs will need to
describe the monitoring protocols needed to accurately capture the cause (or source) of undesirable
results. For example biannual monitoring of groundwater levels is the minimum standard to capture
seasonal trends and long-term trends.

A GSA should consider the following when developing the GSP monitoring plan: may be unique for
each basin; will follow minimum standards; and will be tailored by local stakeholder interests based on
the basin’s current or potential future undesirable results.

It is anticipated that a GSP monitoring plan will group wells based on geographic and hydrogeologic
conditions with one or two wells within each grouping potentially representing the surrounding area.
Each GSA must develop and maintain a data management system to store data, and report data in the
GSP Annual Report.

For more on Monitoring Networks, see Article 5, Subarticle 4 of the regulations.

Projects and Management Actions (Article 5)

The regulations identify the role of local agencies in managing their basins, which includes designing
projects and management actions to address problems, responding to changing conditions, and help-
ing achieve sustainability. The projects and management actions should outline required permitting,
implementation time-table, expected benefits, required legal authority, and implementation costs.

Additionally, the description of projects and management actions must indicate the process by which
implementation will be triggered, including how they will be used to address interim milestones, the
exceedance of minimum thresholds, or undesirable results that have occurred or are imminent. If
overdraft conditions are identified through a basin water budget, the GSP must describe projects or
management actions designed to mitigate these conditions.

For more on Projects and Management Actions, see Article 5, Subarticle 5 of the regulations.

Phase 2 — Key Considerations

GSAs submit Initial Notification to develop GSP GSP Emergency Regulations References
GSPs may rely on DWR’s BMP or GSA may use own BMP  Article 3. Technical and Reporting Standards
GSPs follow data and reporting standards « Monitoring Protocols (§352.2)

GSAs have a coordinated data management system . Data and Reporting Standards (§352.4)
Datasets, forms, and instructions for GSP submittal at: - Data Management System (§352.6)
http.//water.ca.gov/groundwater/sgm/index.cfm Article 4. Procedures

Include required elements in GSP specified in Article 5 + Information Provided by the Department (§353.2)
including applicable additional GSP elements included . Reporting Provisions (§353.4)
in Water Code Section 10727.4 . Initial Notification (§353.6)

GSAs submit GSP or Alternative electronically . Comments (§353.8)
GSP or Alternative submittal accompanied by transmit- Withdrawallor AnendmentorPlanic35310)

tal letter .

Submit GSP in timeframe established by SGMA (see Al s, F’Ian Ceniizie

Attachment 1) + Subarticles 1 through 5

Phase 2 « GSP Regulations approved: May 2016 + GSP Submittal due: 2020/2022

Key Dates . Alternatives due: 1/1/2017 - First Alternative Resubmittal due: 2022

GSAs formed: 6/30/2017
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Phase 3: GSP Review and Evaluation
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What Should Local Agencies and GSAs Consider?

Each GSA will need to develop and adopt a GSP before submitting it to DWR for review and approval. Based on
number of GSPs submitted, amount and degree of coordination, complexity of issues and science, and number
of local public interests, the time required to complete, adopt, and have DWR review and approve a GSP can be
considerable. A local agency should consider the different required elements in this process and initiate planning
steps to ensure meeting the deadlines in the SGMA timeline (see Attachment 1).

What Should Interested Parties Consider?

During Phase 3, a 60-day comment period is required per SGMA for DWR to receive comments on adopted GSPs.
Interested parties may review and provide comments electronically to DWR and the GSA or local agency on the
locally adopted GSP(s) or Alternative(s) in the 60-day comment period or any time after the initial notification

is posted on DWR's Web site (see Phase 2). For additional information on the comment process, see Article 4,
Section 353.8 of the regulations.

DWR’s Role

During this period, DWR will be reviewing and evaluating GSPs and Alternatives. Article 6 of the regulations
details the methodology and criteria for evaluation and assessment of GSPs toward achieving sustainable
groundwater management.

DWR will be reviewing the plans to ensure that they are in conformance with SGMA, regulations, and are likely
to achieve the sustainability goal of the basin. Plans that do not contain all components required by SGMA, as

identified in the regulations, or that contain components not adequately addressed, may be subject to SWRCB
intervention.

DWR'’s evaluation of a GSA's progress towards meeting the sustainability goal relies on the responsiveness

and effectiveness of the GSA in adequately complying with the regulations, implementing their adopted GSP,
reporting on their progress, and taking action when and where minimum thresholds are being exceeded. If a
GSP exhibits deficiencies in any one area, an inadequate determination may be made by DWR, which may trigger
SWRCB intervention in accordance with SGMA.
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Department Evaluation and Assessment (Article 6)

DWR will be carefully assessing GSPs over the 20-year implementation period. Initial plans will be evaluated
within a 2-year period. Three levels of DWR assessment can occur: (1) Approved; (2) Incomplete (deficiencies
exist and may be capable of being corrected in a timely manner); or (3) Inadequate (after consultation with the
SWRCB).

Initial Plan Evaluation
determines if GSP or

Pass/Fail Criteria Alternative is:

Deficiencies ;
GSP or An approved GSP or Alternative must satisfy the following conditions: jenyifieq by plR Potential

Alternative —» 1. Submitted within the statutory period established by Water Code Inadequate —>» SWR(B
Submitted 2. Complete and includes all information required by SGMA and the Intervention
regulations
3. One or Multiple GSPs must cover the entire basin.
4. The GSA or local agency has taken corrective actions, and addressed
deficiencies in the GSP or Alternative identified by the DWR.

v

. l . — Unaddressed
Substantial Compliance Criteria Corrective

DWR shall evaluate whether the GSP or Alternative s likely to achieve the sustainability goal for the Al

basin only if the GSP or Alternative satisfies the Pass/Fail requirements above and substantially
complies with SGMA and the regulations. DWR shall consider the following: Deficiencies

1. Whether the assumptions, criteria, findings, and objectives, including the sustainability goal, and
undesirable results, minimum thresholds, measurable objectives, and interim milestones are corrective
reasonable and supported by the best available information and best available science. actions

2. Whether the GSP or Alternative identifies reasonable measures and schedules to eliminate data  jdentified
gaps. by DWR

3. Whether sustainable management criteria and projects and management actions are — >
commensurate with the level of understanding of the basin setting, based on the level of
uncertainty, as reflected in the GSP or Alternative.

4. Whether the interests of the beneficial uses and users of groundwater in the basin, and the
land uses and property interests potentially affected by the use of groundwater in the basin,
have been considered.

5. Whether the projects and management actions are feasible and likely to prevent undesirable
results and ensure that the basin is operated within its sustainable yield. Addressed

6. Whether the GSP or Alternative includes a reasonable assessment of overdraft conditions and Corrective
includes reasonable means to mitigate overdraft, if present. Actions

7. Whether the GSP or Alternative will adversely affect the ability of an adjacent basin to
implement its GSP or Alternative or impede achievement of its sustainability goal.

8. Whether coordination agreements, if required, have been adopted by all relevant parties, and No
satisfy the requirements of SGMA and the regulations. deficiencies

9. Whether the GSA or local agency has the legal authority and financial resources necessary to identified
implement the GSP or Alternative. by DWR

10. Whether the GSA or local agency has adequately responded to comments that raise credible ——»  Approved
technical or policy issues with the GSP or Alternative.

Incomplete

€ aseyd

Phase 3 - Key Considerations

+ Address deficiencies if applicable Phase 3 Key Dates
GSP Emergency Regu]ations « GSP Submittal due: 2020/2022
References + First Alternative Resubmittal due: 2022
- Article 6. Department Evaluation + Alternatives Resubmit every 5 years
and Assessment » GSP Re-evaluation every 5 years after GSP Submittal
« Article 9. Adjudicated Areas and + Interim Milestones every 5 years after GSP Submittal

Alternatives
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Phase 4: Implementation and Reporting

Phase 1 Phase 2 Phase 4
GSA Formation and Coordination GSP Preparation and Submission GSP Review and Evaluation Implementation and Reporting
Entire Basin Coverage Technical  Plan Contents Initial Plan Evaluation determines anagement
ﬁ 164 | &Reporting ‘Artide 5 IfGSP or Alternative is:
GSA 165P v Standards ~ *+ Admin. Info GSP 5-Year

Formation nitial *Article 3 « Basin Setting
Local Multiple GSAs | Recommended P - « Sustainable
Agency | = e > Mgmt. Criteria

i~ >

*Article 4 Protocols

S
60 Day DWR Evaluation
Comment —p  and Assessment
Period *Article 6

Approved Annual
Begin 5-Year Re-evaluation cycle 1 Reporting
Address Corrective Actions T

Assessments and
Re-evaluation

G;:vemance . gm and x&"‘mﬂ'g Incomplete
e | WulipleGshs | coordination - oierng L pujectsand Corrective Actions Unadiessed Corective Actions
Multiple GSPs *&':;"l':m :da(!agemem as needed Inadequate
<8 ictons *Article 6 Unaddressed Deficiencies

Alterative: L fesmay ch bmit an Altemative (see Article 9 for. 5 B cci.1a9 (Potential SWRCB Intervention)

What Should Local Agencies or GSAs Consider?

GSA implementation and reporting activities occurring throughout a year are presented in an Annual Report
(submitted April 1 of each year following GSP adoption) and include, but are not limited to, the following
information:

«  An executive summary, including general information about the basin covered

«  Adescription of basin conditions (i.e. groundwater elevations, groundwater extractions, surface water
supply for groundwater replenishment, total water use, change in groundwater storage)

« Adescription of the progress made towards implementing the GSP, including achieving interim milestones
and implementation of projects and/or management actions

Annual reporting should follow a standard format and include technical information required by SGMA and the
regulations.

What Should Interested Parties Consider?

Consistent with Phase 3, during Phase 4 interested parties should review and provide comments electronically to
DWR and the GSA or local agency on the locally adopted or amended GSP(s) or Alternative(s) posted on DWR's
Web site. For additional information on the comment process, see Article 4, Section 353.8.

DWR’s Role

During this period, DWR will be reviewing and evaluating annual reports and GSP and Alternatives updates.
Article 6 (Department Evaluation and Assessment) and Article 7 (Annual Reports and Periodic Evaluations by the
Agency) of the regulations describes the methodology and criteria for evaluation and assessment of these docu-
ments toward achieving sustainable groundwater management. DWR will be reviewing annual reports and GSPs
to ensure that they are in conformance with SGMA, regulations, and likely to achieve the sustainability goal of
the basin. Annual Reports and GSP updates that do not contain all components required by SGMA, regulations,
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Five-Year and Annual Reporting (Article 7)

Five-year and annual reporting are required pursuant to SGMA. A DWR adequacy review will take place for the
initial GSP development, at each annual report, and at each GSP re-evaluation throughout the 2020/2022 to
2040/2042 period. As an example, the first five years are illustrated below:

DWR DWR
Assessment Assessment

DWR Provides Feedback &
Technical Assistance (if needed)

Annual Annual Annual Annual
Report Report Report Report

I
2020/2022

(o]
(o]
(o]
(o]

1
2025/2027

§10727.2 §10728
§10727.4 §10733.8
§10727.6

Phase 4 - Key Considerations

« Submit annual reports on or before April 1 Phase 4 Key Dates
+ Submit 5-Year Assessments « First Alternative Resubmittal due: 2022

GSP Emergency Regulations References . Ajternatives resubmitted every 5 years

Article 6. Department Evaluation and . Interim milestones every 5 years

Assessment
« Periodic Review of Plan by Department » Annual reports submitted by April 1
(8355.6) « Groundwater sustainability goals attained:
- Department Review of Annual Reports 2040/2042
(§355.8)

. Plan Amendments (§355.10)

Article 7. Annual Reports and Periodic
Evaluations by the Agency

« Annual Report (§356.2)
« Periodic Evaluation by Agency (§356.4)

p aseyd

60 19




This guide does not serve as a substitute for the regulations.
DWR Sustainable Groundwater Management Program | GSP Emergency Regulations Guide

DWR adopts regulations to revise basin boundaries.
Water Code § 10722.2(b)

2017

DWR publishes Bulletin 118- Interim Update
with updated Basin Boundaries, updated Ba
Prioritization, and reissues (as needed) basi
subject to critical conditions of overdraft.

Jan 1, 2017

Apr 1, 2016

Adjudicated basins submit final judgment to DWR
and begin submitting annual reports to DWR.

Water Code § 10720.8(f)

Jan 1, 2015 |

Local Agencies may no
longer adopt or update

GMPs for high and DWR adopts regulations for evaluating DWR publishes BMPs for sustainable ma
medium priority basins. and implementing GSPs and coordination Water Code § 10729(d)
Water Code § 10750.1 agreements and DWR adopts regulations T —

for evaluating alternatives to GSPs.
Water Code § 10733.2

Jan 31,2015*

DWR releases initial
basin prioritization. **

Water Code § 10722.4

Alternative to a GSP due to DWR.

Dec 31, 2016 * Water Code § 10733.6

DWR publishes report
on water avail-

Jun 30, 2017

S — able for groundwater . .
replenishment. E_stabllsh GSAS (or gqglvalw
Water Code § 10729(c) high and medium priority b
DWR identifies basins Water Code § 10735.2(a)
e —

subject to critical conditions
of overdraft.

Water Code § 12924(a)

Jul 1,

County must affirm or ¢
as GSA if no GSA has

Water Code § 10724(b)
T ——

2018

Board may hold a hearing to designate
a basin as “probationary” if a GSA or
approved alternative is not established.

Water Code § 10735.2(a)(1)

Jul 1, 2017

Board adopts a fee
schedule for “state back-
stop” related costs.

Water Code § 1529.5

I Water Board Action
[ DWR Action
I Joint Water Board and DWR Action
: Board begins collection of annual reports from
[N tocal Action persons extracting more than two acre feet per Board may begin to develo
Y Groundwater Management Plan year from areas not managed by a GSA. remedied the deficiency th

Water Code § 5202 status. The Board consults

GSA Groundwater Sustainability Agency
Water Code § 10735.4(c)

GSP Groundwater Sustainability Plan

Probationary basins may p

Best Management Practices
BMPs 8 consults with DWR to dete

% Elements to be documented in Bulletin 118 Updates Board acts on the petition \
%+ Basin prioritization will be updated prior to each Water Code § 10735.8(g)(2
Bulletin 118 Update (estimated to be every 5 years) —_—

Attachment 1. Major Timeline of Key SGMA Milestones
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Key SGMA Milestones

2020

DWR publishes Bulletin 118- Comprehensive Update.
Water Code § 12924

ent) for all
asins.

2017

lisaffirm responsibility
been established.

Jan 31, 2020 |

High and medium priority basins identified
subject to critical conditions of overdraft
must be managed under a GSP.

Water Code § 10720.7(a)(1)

On April 1 following GSP adoption and
annually thereafter, GSAs provide report
on progress towards sustainability to DWR.

Water Code § 10728

2019 2020 2021

Board may hold a hearing to designate
a critically-overdrafted basin as
“probationary” if DWR, in consultation with
the Board, determines that the GSP is
inadequate or will not achieve sustainability.

Water Code § 10735.2(a)(3)

1 interim plans if a local agency has not

at resulted in the “probationary basin”
with DWR.

etition for un-designation. The Board
mine if the petition is complete. The
vithin 90 days of submittal.

)

Jan 31, 2022 |

All other high and medium priority basins
must be managed under a GSP.

Water Code § 10720.7(a)(2)
On April 1 following GSP adoption and

annually thereafter, GSAs provide report on
progress towards sustainability to DWR.

Water Code § 10728
T ——————————————

2022 2025

Jan 2021 Jan 31, 2022

Board may begin developing interim
plans for critically overdrafted
“probationary basins” one year after
the probationary designation, if the
Board, in consultation with the DWR,
determines that a local agency has
not remedied the deficiency that
resulted in the probationary status.

Water Code § 10735.6(b)
T ———————

Board may hold a hearing to designate

a high and medium priority basin as
“probationary” if DWR, in consultation with
the Board, determines that the GSP is
inadequate or will not achieve sustainability.

Water Code § 10735.2(a)(5)(A)

Board may designate a basin as
“probationary” if DWR, in consultation

with the Board, determines that the GSP

is inadequate or not being implemented
correctly, and the Board determines that the
basin is in a condition where groundwater
extractions result in significant depletion of
interconnected surface waters.

Water Code § 10735.2(a)(5)(B)
—————————

December 2014
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

n September 2014, Governor Jerry Brown signed into

law the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act
(SGMA). SGMA’s spirit and purpose is for local agen-
cies and stakeholders to coordinate groundwater basin
management. Local agencies are required to manage
their basin by forming Groundwater Sustainability
Agencies (GSAs). After a GSA is formed, it must develop
and implement a Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP),
or an alternative plan, that will meet SGMA’s long-term
sustainability goals.

This Groundwater Sustainability Agency Formation
Guide (Guide) is meant to provide local agencies with a
resource for GSA formation and GSP coordination. This
Guide focuses on memorandums of agreement and joint
powers agreements, two legal agreements mentioned
in SGMA that can be used by local agencies for GSA
formation and GSP development and implementation.
Under SGMA, memorandums of agreement and joint
powers agreements will likely be used for different types
of arrangements and management relationships. The
table below compares the two legal agreements.

This Guide explains SGM A’s requirements generally
and introduces important GSA formation and election
considerations. The Guide provides options for involving
parties in the GSA decision-making process that are not
public agencies. These options include delegating voting
power to non-public agencies, creating an associate

member arrangement, forming a new public agency, or
drafting a legal voting arrangement. The Guide goes
into detail on GSP coordination through memorandums
of agreement, including the considerations of finances,
indemnification, and decision-making procedures GSAs
coordinating their GSPs will need to address. To provide
examples, the Guide examines relevant case studies
from actual memorandums of agreement, provided in
the appendix, to highlight how past agreements have
navigated the discussed topics. The Guide discusses
the potential of GSA formation through a joint powers
agreement. The benefits and challenges of joint powers
agreements are highlighted and potential “problem
areas” such as governing board voting powers, agency
finances, and the GSA’s authority that parties will
want to consider are explained. The Guide examines
previous joint powers agreements to highlight how these
agreements have addressed challenging topics. Finally,
the Guide provides templates of both a memorandum
of agreement for GSAs coordinating their respective
GSPs and a template joint powers agreement for local
agencies to use for creating a joint powers agency to serve
as a GSA. These template agreements may help agencies
organizing management structures to better identify the
challenges of governance and structure coordination to
meet these challenges.

Comparing JPAs and MOAs
Type of Governing Law  Primary Use New Issue
Agreement Public

Entity
Joint Powers California Create aseparate  Yes Yes
Agreement Government Code  public entity.
(JPA) 6500 et. seq.
Memorandum California Memorialize No No
of Agreement contract law agreement
(MOA) among parties

Bonds

Required ~ Brown Act Protect Members ~ SGMA

Audits from Liability Authorities

Yes Yes, must Yes, JPAis more Exercised by JPA
comply protective

No No, likely no No, generally an Exercised by
Brown Act MOA does not members
Requirements  offer the same

protection as a JPA
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INTRODUCTION

n September 2014, Governor Jerry Brown signed Senate

Bills 1168 and 1319 and Assembly Bill 1739, known
collectively as the Sustainable Groundwater Manage-
ment Act. The purposes of SGMA are to provide sustain-
able management of groundwater basins, enhance local
management of groundwater, establish minimum stan-
dards for sustainable groundwater management, provide
local groundwater agencies with the authority and tools
necessary to sustainably manage groundwater, and allow
for state oversight and intervention if locals do not act.
SGMA requirements apply to groundwater basins and
sub-basins that are designated medium or high-priority
by the California Department of Water Resources
(DWR), based on specific criteria. Basin priorities were
confirmed in January 2015.

The text of SGMA is voluminous and complex.
This (Guide) is intended to serve as a helpful tool for
local agencies and other stakeholders seeking to comply
with SGMA’s new governance requirements. Specifi-
cally, this Guide focuses on the legal options for GSA
formation and coordination related to GSP develop-
ment and implementation. It introduces key provisions,
vocabulary used in the act, and related compliance
deadlines. This Guide then introduces and discusses

memorandums of agreement (MOA) and joint powers
agreement (JPA), two mechanisms that may be used by
local agencies to comply with SGMA. To demonstrate
governance options, this Guide provides two templates.
The first template is a memorandum of agreement that
could be used amongst GSAs seeking to develop and
implement a single GSP for their basin. The second
template is a joint powers agreement amongst several
local agencies creating a separate public entity to serve
as a GSA.
The organizational structure of the Guide is:
o Chapter 1: The Sustainable Groundwater
Management Act
o Chapter 2: Non-Public Agency Representation
 Chapter 3: Governance Through An MOA
o Chapter 4: GSA Formation through a Joint
Powers Agreement to Create a Separate Entity
o Chapter 5: Template: Memorandum of
Agreement
o Chapter 6: Template: Joint Powers Agreement
Forming the [name of basin] Basin
Groundwater Sustainability Agency
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CHAPTER 1:

The Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA)

SGMA Requirements

SGMA lays out a process and a timeline for local agencies
to comply with specific sustainability goals. One of the
first requirements a management entity will need to satisfy
is to form a GSA. SGMA defines a GSA as one or more
local agencies that implement SGM As provisions." A local
agency is defined as any local public agency that has water
supply, water management, or land use responsibilities
within a groundwater basin.” Any local agency or combi-
nation of local agencies overlying a groundwater basin can
elect to be a GSA.?> Once formed, one of a GSA’s primary
responsibilities is to develop and implement a GSP for
their basin or portion of the basin they are managing. A
GSP is a plan developed and implemented by a GSA that
is developed and adopted pursuant to SGMA’s require-
ments.* The specific GSP requirements are outlined in
California Water Code section 10727 et seq., and regula-
tions are currently being developed by DWR.

By June 30, 2017 local agencies in each high- or
medium-priority basin are required to have created a
GSA, or multiple GSAs, covering the entire basin.” If a
portion of a basin is not managed by GSAs, the county
is presumed to be the GSA for that unmanaged area.® By
January 31, 2020 basins designated as high- or-medium-
priority and subject to critical conditions of overdraft
must be managed by a single GSP or by multiple
coordinated GSPs.” By January 31, 2022 all remaining
basins designated as high- or medium-priority must be
managed by a GSP or by multiple coordinated GSPs.?

Violation of the above listed deadlines/or improper
or unsatisfactory GSP implementation may lead to basins
being placed on probationary status by the state.” State
intervention and probationary status are set forth in
California Water Code sections 10735 et seq. and 5200
et seq.

GSA Formation Options

Aside from requiring that GSAs be formed, SGMA does
not mandate a single formation approach. This gives
local agencies overlying a basin a wide variety of forma-
tion options. For example, a single local agency whose
service area encompasses an entire basin could elect
to be the sole GSA for a basin.'® Alternatively, multiple
local agencies could come together to form a single

GSA that manages the entire basin. Or, a basin could be
managed by multiple GSAs who each manage separate
portions of a basin through either a single GSP or coor-
dinated GSPs." Given the likelihood that multiple local
agencies overlying a basin may elect to participate in
managing the basin, this guide focuses on the different
ways multiple local agencies can come together to create
a GSA and coordinate with other GSAs.

This example illustrates the challenge of effectively managing groundwater
subbasins with multiple enitities and overlapping jursidictions.

Pursuant to SGMA, a combination of local agencies
can form a GSA through a joint powers agreement, a
memorandum of agreement, or “other legal agreement.”"
As noted above, SGMA limits formal GSA members to
local public agencies, a limitation which raises questions
about whether and how non-agency parties (individuals,
community groups, non-profit organizations) might
participate in a GSA."” There are two general approaches:
first, the non-agency parties might form a new agency;
second, the non-agency parties might be incorporated
into the decision-making process for the GSA without
becoming a separate agency. Each of these approaches
are addressed in Chapter 2 of this guide, below.

Election Requirements

Aside from deciding how to structure their GSA, local
agencies will need to follow SGM A’s requirements to offi-
cially become the GSA for their basin or portion of their
basin. Before electing to be the GSA the local agency
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or agencies considering GSA election are required to
publish a notice pursuant to Section 6066 of the Govern-
ment Code." After publishing the notice, the local
agency or agencies shall hold a public hearing in the
county or counties overlying the basin."” Then, within 30
days of forming a GSA, the GSA shall inform DWR of its
election or formation and its intent to undertake sustain-
able groundwater management.'® The GSA notification
to DWR shall include the following: (1) service area
boundaries, (2) the boundary the agency is proposing to
manage, (3) the other GSAs operating within the basin,
(4) a copy of the resolution forming the new agency, (5)
a copy of any new bylaws, ordinances, or new authorities
adopted by the local agency, and (6) a list of interested
parties developed pursuant to California Water Code
section 10723.2 with an explanation of how their inter-
ests will be considered in the development and operation
of the GSA and the develop and implementation of the
agency’s GSP.”

CHAPTER 2:

After ninety (90) days following the posting of
the GSA formation notice by DWR, the GSA shall be
presumed to be the exclusive GSA within the area of
the basin the agency is managing as described in their
notice, so long as no other notice was submitted."
Readers should note, legislation has recently passed (SB
13, Pavley) in the current 2015-16 session that modifies
GSA election procedures.'” The proposed legislation
would make clear that competing elections over the
same geographic boundaries could not be successful.
Specifically the legislation requires local agencies to
seek to reach an agreement regarding management and
states that if there is an area with competing GSA elec-
tions, the elections are not valid until worked out at the
local level. For additional GSA election and formation
information, please refer to the following Department of
Water Resources website link: http:/www.water.ca.gov/

groundwater/sgm/gsa.cfm.

Non-Public Agency Representation

SGMA limits GSA membership to local public agencies
and water corporations regulated by the Public Utilities
Commission.”® Legislation passed in the 2015-16 session
(SB 13, Pavley) that seeks to modify GSA membership
rules to (a) remove the public agency approval compo-
nent of PUC regulated water corporations and (b) allow
the inclusion of a mutual water company in a joint
powers structure.”’ As SGMA is currently written, all
other non-public agency parties cannot form a GSA or
directly be a member of a GSA. This limitation causes
a significant challenge to individual groundwater users
that would like to be involved in the management of
groundwater. In addition, SGMA creates a challenge for
public agencies that will need to represent non-public
agency interests in the management of the basin; repre-
sentation of such interests is critical to ensuring that all
affected interests are considered, to limit exposure to
litigation, and to improve the defensibility of decisions
made by the GSA. The following discussion addresses
four options available to GSAs seeking to represent the
interests of parties who are not local public agencies.

1. Delegate Voting to Non-Public Agencies.
GSA members may provide or delegate voting

power to representatives from groups who are
not local public agencies. Both the Sacramento
Groundwater Authority and Sacramento Central

Representation of non-public interests
is critical to ensuring that all affected
interests are considered.

Groundwater Authority (SCGA) represent
examples of this option. In both cases, the

JPAs were drafted and signed by local cities

and counties. However, in both cases the cities
and counties delegated governing board seats

to irrigation districts, private water purveyors
and investor owned utilities and various

other representatives such as an “agricultural
interest” representative and a “conservation
landowners” representative etc. Additionally, the
SCGA requires non-member governing board
representatives to contribute funding to the
agency. Thus, GSAs seeking to include non-local
public agencies could look to those two JPAs as
examples for this option.
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Associate Membership Arrangement. GSAs
may also involve non-local public agencies
without delegating member’s voting powers

by opting for an associate membership
arrangement. Under this option, a GSA’s
formation agreement could designate specific
representatives, or provide the governing
board the authority to designate associate
representatives. For example, in the Eastern San
Joaquin County Groundwater Basin Authority
JPA, the parties could empower associate
members with the ability to participate in
meetings — without conferring voting power.

Form a New Public Agency. Individuals that

do not have public agency status may decide
they would like to form a public agency in order
to satisty SGMA. Once an entity becomes a

local agency, it would then be eligible for GSA
membership under SGMA. Parties could also
explore the potential to become a local agency by
creating a new general act or special act district.
A general act district is created by following the
rules set forth in various provisions of the Water
Code or Government Code. A special act district
is created through legislation passed by the

state legislature. Once a new district is created
through a general act or special act process, the
district may then elect to be a GSA. Theoretically
a similar approach might involve incorporate

of unincorporated communities. In this regard,
there are many practical and other complexities

associated with forming new local public
agencies, and additional complexities associated
with the ability of such brand-new agencies to
effectively participate in the GSA process. Due
to the unique requirements and considerations
associated with these processes, this guide does
not discuss them further. This guide instead
focuses on GSA election and coordination
through memorandums of agreement (MOA)
and joint powers agreements (JPA) of existing
public agencies. If parties choose to form a new
local agency in order to participate in the GSA
process, this guide will be a useful reference for
the new agency after formation.

4. Legal Voting Arrangement. Lastly, parties could
also seek to establish a legal agreement with a
GSA governing board member such as a county,
with voting power in a GSA overlying their basin.
Under this agreement, parties could stipulate that
the governing board member may vote only after
receiving the recommendation of the non-public
agency that is a party to the agreement.

Additional strategies for integrating diverse stake-
holders are outlined in Collaborating for Success:
Stakeholder Engagement for successful Sustainable
Groundwater Management Act Implementation:

https://d3n8a8pro7vhmzx.cloudfront.net/community-
watercenter/pages/52/attachments/original/1438102537/
SGMA Stakeholder Engagement White Paper.
pdf?1438102537

Photo by John Chacon/CA DWR
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CHAPTER 3:

Governance Through An MOA

MOA Basics and Options

An MOA is simply a contract between parties. Unlike
joint powers agreements, which are governed by Cali-
fornia Government Code section 6500 et seq., MOAs
are governed by state contract law and common law.
An MOA's structure, content, and purpose can vary
considerably. MOAs range from non-binding agree-
ments among parties to discuss cooperating on a poten-
tial project to comprehensive agreements committing
parties to specific actions and funding obligations.*
Additionally, the terms MOA and Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU) are commonly used interchange-
ably. There is no established legal distinction other than
name and level of formality.

Under SGMA, an MOA is most likely to serve one of
three functions. First, multiple local agencies could use an
MOA to form a single GSA, although this poses concerns
described below.”> Second, multiple local agencies could
use an MOA as an initial agreement to memorialize their
collective intent to form a joint powers authority at a
later date. Third, and the likely most common function,
multiple GSAs could use an MOA to coordinate GSA
responsibilities and authorities such as the development
and implementation of a GSP or GSPs.

Although SGMA lists an MOA as a GSA formation
option, the remainder of language in SGMA suggests a
GSA should be a separate entity. MOAs do not generally
create separate entities. Some have interpreted SGMA
to authorize multiple agencies to jointly become a GSA
without creating a separate entity. Choosing this path
is complicated and is likely to lead to confusion. Parties
electing to have multiple agencies collectively elect to be
a single GSA will need to be clear regarding the sharing
of SGMA’s new GSA authorities without creating an
entity to act as the GSA. This guide primarily focuses
on using an MOA as an instrument of coordination
between GSAs.

The use of an MOA as a coordination tool between
GSAs could take one of two forms. Multiple GSAs
seeking to develop a single collective or coordinated
GSP could use an MOA to coordinate development and
implementation responsibilities amongst the GSAs.
Alternatively, an MOA could be useful to coordinate
multiple GSPs. In this case, SGMA requires that if a

basin is managed under multiple GSPs, the GSPs must be
coordinated through a single coordination agreement.*

An MOA could serve as this coordination agreement.

MOAs range from non-binding
agreements on a potential project to
comprehensive agreements committing
patrties to specific obligations.

MOA Structure and Development

This section addresses formation and implementation
considerations that GSAs utilizing an MOA should
consider. Regardless of whether GSAs are seeking to
coordinate their respective GSPs, or coordinate in order
to form a single basin-wide GSP, the topics below are
applicable.

Recitals. Recitals typically list each signatory/party
to the agreement and explain the types of entities and the
background for the agreement. Parties typically list their
history, interest in the geographic area and history with
each other. Parties also commonly list the purposes for
their agreement such as complying with legislation, coor-
dinating resources, or taking on a specific project. Some
MOAs have a separate purposes and authorities section,
whereas others include their purpose and authority to
enter into the agreement in the recitals section. Recitals
can be as short or long as parties wish, depending on
the agreement and style of construction. Recitals vary
widely.

For an MOA related to SGMA, GSAs (as the parties)
may wish to memorialize their intent to comply with
relevant sections of SGMA. Depending on the purpose
of the MOA, the parties will likely cite different sections.
Chapter 6 — California Water Code sections 10727
through 10728.4 addresses specific GSP requirements.
Additionally, California Water Code section 10720.7
contains planning deadlines related to GSA formation
and GSP submittals.

Definitions. Depending on the terms used in the
MOA, the GSAs may find it helpful to define specific words
or terms of art used in their agreement. For example,
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parties commonly define the term “act” to refer a specific
piece of legislation.”® While this section is not mandatory,
including a definitions section is common and can help
clarify otherwise potentially ambiguous terms.

How patrties will make decisions and
implement their agreement are two of
an MOA's most important provisions.

Decision-Making Procedures and MOA Imple-
mentation. How parties will make decisions and
implement their agreement are two of an MOA’s most
important provisions. These provisions are also where
MOA s and joint powers agreements differ greatly. This
is because joint powers agreements generally create a
public agency that operates as a separate entity from
its members. These newly created public agencies are
then generally governed by a commission or executive

board and commonly run by an executive director.
Alternatively, MOAs generally do no create separate
entities from their members. Because MOAs are used
for so many different purposes, their procedures for
implementation and member decision-making vary
substantially. Members use a wide range of decision-
making structures and implementation procedures —
ranging from a mandate for consensus on all decisions
to creating multi-tiered committee structures that are
each delegated specific responsibilities.

The following discussion provides five implementa-
tion and decision-making examples of arrangements
utilized by MOAs in the appendix. GSAs have great
discretion with how they choose to structure their agree-
ments. In addition to the examples below, GSAs seeking
more formal and binding governance should consider
any governance structures discussed in the following
chapter on joint powers agreements. See Appendix for
copies of the following agreements.

MOA Implementation and Decision-Making: Five Examples

1. Memorandum of Understanding: Four County (Butte, Colusa, Glenn, and Tehama Counties)
Regional Water Resource Coordination, Collaboration, and Communication. This MOU is an example
of a general agreement to cooperate amongst parties. This two-page agreement memorializes the counties’
respective intent to voluntary coordinate their regional water resources. The agreement explicitly stipulates
that participation in the agreement is voluntary, non-binding, and can be terminated at any time. Specifically,
the agreement calls for the collective study and investigation of water resources common to the participants,
monitoring and reporting, information dissemination and sharing between counties and with other county
departments, public outreach and education, and “other activities” at the agreement and direction of individual
county and governing bodies. This agreement does not delegate specific responsibilities to member agencies.
Nor does the agreement provide for a detailed procedure for collective decision-making, mandating only that
“consensus” shall be sought when the need for a decision arises. This MOA could serve as an example for local
agencies seeking to memorialize their intent to initiate cooperative efforts to explore formation of a GSA.

2. Agreement between the Regional Water Authority (RWA) and the Sacramento Groundwater
Authority (SGA) For Administrative and Management Services. The RWA and SGA signed this
agreement to coordinate administration and management of services, and ownership of assets and property
held in common. Both the RWA and SGA serve common constituents and perform numerous common functions
and activities. This agreement lays out a cost-sharing arrangement between the parties related to specific
employees, goods and services, and property ownership (each of these terms is defined in the agreement).
Similar to the Four County MOU discussed above, this agreement does not create a board or any separate
governing or decision-making body. However, this agreement does lay out specific responsibilities for each
party. RWA is responsible for employing all employees, contracting for goods and services, and paying for

all common costs. SGA is responsible for paying RWA for SGA’s share (typically 50 percent) of common costs
within 15 days of receiving an invoice of RWA. While this agreement is limited specifically to a cost-sharing
arrangement, it could represent a useful example for GSAs desiring a straight-forward implementation
structure that clearly spells out each party’s responsibilities.

Know Your Options: GSA Formation Guide 7

73



3. Memorandum of Agreement between San Joaquin County Flood Control and Water
Conservation District and East Bay Municipal Utility District Relative to a Groundwater Banking
Demonstration Project. This agreement was formed to coordinate activities such as preliminary engineering,
environmental documentation, permitting, and public outreach related to developing a Groundwater Banking
Demonstration Project. This agreement outlines a month-by-month timeline for implementing the agreement
and spells out each party’s responsibilities such as acquiring specific permits and responsibility for specific costs.
Differing from the two examples above, the parties here created a “Technical Coordination Team” responsible
for implementing portions of the agreement. Specifically, this team is responsible for coordinating and
performing project development activities such as selecting project consultants, managing the work of project
consultants, reviewing and approving work products, and providing technical input. The parties also specify
membership and responsibilities of the Technical Coordination Team.

Aside from delegating specific responsibilities to the Technical Coordination Team, the agreement does not
provide any sort of voting or decision-making structure for this team. Except for matters specifically delegated
to one of the parties, the agreement suggests that all decisions, including those related to resolving delays,
developing budgets, and cost sharing agreements, will be developed through agreement of both parties. This
agreement could represent a useful example of an initial coordination agreement where parties specify an
arrangement for future coordination.

4. Memorandum of Agreement between Metropolitan Water District of Southern California

and U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles District. This agreement was created to establish a
framework for the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (District) to provide the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers (Corps) with additional money for expedited permit evaluation services for projects requiring
Corps approval. The agreement outlines the amounts of money the District will provide and how specifically
the Corps will use the funds. This agreement is very explicit on each party’s responsibilities related to funding
deadlines, notice procedures, staffing requirements, etc. The agreement does not outline any sort of committee
creation or separate body empowered with decision making authority. This agreement’s structure could be a
useful in an arrangement where one or more GSAs primarily provide funding and subsequently delegate GSP
development or implementation to another GSA.

5. Memorandum of Agreement Regarding Collaboration on the Planning, Preliminary Design

and Environmental Compliance For the Delta Habitat Conservation and Conveyance Program in
Connection with the Development of the Bay Delta Conservation Plan. The California Department

of Water Resources, the U.S. Department of the Interior’s Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation), and certain
contractors and representatives of contractors for water from the State Water Project and federal Central Valley
Project entered into this MOA to collaborate on timely analysis of appropriate habitat conservation and water
supply measures developed in the Bay Delta Conservation Planning process. This MOA’s decision making and
implementation structure utilizes a three-tier structure: (1) an Executive Committee; (2) a Core Team; (3) and
two Program Managers.

The Executive Committee is comprised of representatives, typically either directors, general managers, or chief
executives, from each signatory. The Executive Committee’s primary responsibilities are to provide information
and individual advice on matters such as: progress on meeting goals and objectives, progress on implementing
actions undertaken pursuant to the MOA and resolving issues related to those actions, and formulating
measures to increase efficiency in reaching the MOAs goals. Executive Committee members also provide
direction and oversight regarding activities that should be undertaken by their agency’s representative on the
Core Team.

The Core Team is comprised of one representative from each member of the Executive Committee. The Core
Team meets on a bi-weekly basis and is responsible for providing individual advice regarding the direction
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and coordination of activities such as planning, financing, environmental review, permitting, and preliminary
design of planning options. The Core Team meets with the Executive Committee on a quarterly basis. Lastly, this
MOA is partially administered by two Program Managers — one appointed by the DWR and the other by the
Reclamation. The Program Managers are responsible for updating the Executive Committee on the status of the
MOA's activities and work cooperatively with the Core Team to assist in implementing their objectives.

This structure could be a helpful example for GSAs seeking to establish a management structure in order to
develop and implement activities addressed in their MOA. Similar to the four previous examples, this MOA
does not have a voting structure. The language indicates decisions likely need to be made through member

consensus.

Funding. Depending on the subject and scope of
the MOA, parties commonly stipulate how the proj-
ects, activities, or preparation for projects and activities
addressed in the agreement will be funded. GSAs have
considerable flexibility with how they wish to fund GSP
related coordination, development, and implementation
matters. Some MOAs are non-binding, and thus do not
commit parties to any action requiring specific provision
of funds. Other MOAs are binding on the parties and
commit signatories to providing funds pursuant to the
terms of the agreement.

Non-binding provisions simply state that parties will
be expected to contribute financial resources needed to
develop the contemplated project(s).”® Given the provi-
sions are not binding, the parties really are not bound to
provide contributions. Other agreements stipulate that
each party is responsible for paying their own costs and
expenses incurred under the agreement.”” Alternatively,
some agreements contain detailed funding provisions,
stipulating the amount of money each party is expected
to contribute and the date(s) parties need to provide
funding by.”® Others contemplate parsing out the funding
obligations, such as a budget and cost-share agreement,
in a subsequent agreement at a later date.” Lastly, some
agreements simply call for an equal split of costs for
related activities outlined in the MOA.** The specificity
with which a GSA will spell out binding funding require-
ments depends on the nature and circumstances of their
agreement.

Dispute Resolution. GSAs may want to include a
section related to how disputes arising between parties
will be resolved. Development of MOAs often take time,
effort, and resources. A dispute resolution provision may
be a wise section to include in order to potentially avoid
a breakdown of the agreement through withdrawal or

termination. For example, some agreements include
language committing members to constant communi-
cation or other forms of non-binding alternative dispute
resolution approaches.®’ Whether or not to include a
dispute resolution section and or what type(s) of dispute
resolution to include is the sole discretion of the GSAs.

GSAs may want to include a section
related to how disputes arising
between parties will be resolved.

Providing Proper Notice and Interagency
Communication. To encourage consistent and effec-
tive communication among parties, GSAs may want to
consider designating an individual or group of indi-
viduals from each GSA to act as principal representatives
for each GSA. Additionally, GSAs may wish to stipulate
how notices, invoices, payments, statements etc. shall be
sent between parties, and should include addresses and
other contact information.

The MOA between the Metropolitan Water District
of Southern California and the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, Los Angeles District, is an example of an
agreement that specified both principle representatives
and proper notice guidelines. The parties each name
specific employee as their principal point of contact.*
Additionally, the parties specify that all notices, state-
ments, or payments in the MOA were properly given if
put in writing and either delivered personally, given by
prepaid telegram, or mailed by first-class, registered, or
certified mail to the addresses listed in the agreement.*

Termination of the Agreement and Individual
Member Withdrawal. GSAs drafting an MOA will want
to establish how their agreement can be terminated and
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whether a member can withdraw and, if so, on what
terms. These provisions range from general to rather
specific, depending on the level of commitment and
scope of the agreement. An MOA between two parties
commonly enables parties to terminate the agreement
after giving proper written notice — usually 30 days.**
Additionally, some agreements empower members to
terminate the agreement after the occurrence, or non-
occurrence, of a contemplated event that frustrates the
purposes of the MOA — such as if the contemplated
projected is not permitted.*® Some agreements also
enable members to terminate upon mutual written
consent of all the parties.

Agreements with more than two members
commonly contain withdrawal provisions. Withdrawal
provisions typically require the withdrawing party to
give proper written notice of their intent to withdraw.*®
The difference between an individual member with-
drawal provision and a termination provision is that if
a member or members terminate the agreement, it no
longer exists, while a withdrawal from a multi-member
agreement may still allow the remaining parties to have
a valid agreement.

Lastly, some agreements further stipulate member
responsibilities in the event of a withdrawal or termina-
tion of the agreement. For example, some agreements
require terminating or withdrawing parties to pay for
their portion of costs and obligations incurred up to the
date of the termination or withdrawal.’” Additionally,
others stipulate that the withdrawing party is not entitled
to a refund of any funding contributions.*®

Amending the Agreement. GSAs will want to
include a section on the procedure for amending their
MOA. Commonly, agreements stipulate thatan MOA can
be amended or modified by unanimous written consent
of the parties.*® In addition to requiring unanimous
written consent, some agreements require each member
agency’s governing board to approve the amendment to
the agreement at an open meeting.** Alternatively, some
MOAs stipulate that the agreement can be amended
after an affirmative vote from of the governing body
of a simple majority of the parties.* When considering
the amendment provision, GSAs will want to take into
consideration the purpose of their agreement, the likely
term of its existence, and how many parties will be part
of the agreement.

Indemnification. To the extent that the MOA calls
for sharing employees or services between the parties,

GSAs may want to consider outlining specific indemni-
fication provisions related to potential liability. Agree-
ments without provisions calling for sharing services or
employees likely do not need detailed indemnification
sections. GSAs seeking to memorialize their intent not
to be liable for the actions or omissions of other MOA
members could include language stating that no member

Under SGMA, MOAs will likely be used
for coordination between GSAs.
Conversely, JPAs will likely be used to
form a new GSA.

shall be responsible for any damage or liability occurring
by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by
another party in connection with the MOA. The template
provided in Chapter 4, in addition to the case studies
provided in the appendix, contain examples of indem-
nification clauses parties to MOAs have used.

Ownership of Intellectual Property or Developed
Intellectual Property. To the extent that the MOA calls
for modeling, development of reporting systems, envi-
ronmental analysis, or development of any proprietary
information or data, parties may want to consider memo-
rializing who owns the developed property. Agreeing
upon ownership of intellectual property upfront could
help avoid potentially costly and time-consuming
disputes between GSAs in the future.

Ralph M. Brown Act Considerations. The Ralph M.
Brown Act requires all meetings of a local agency’s legis-
lative body must be open and public, and that all persons
must be permitted to attend any meeting of the legislative
body of a local agency except as otherwise provided in
the Act. Assuming meetings amongst MOA members do
not create a quorum of any member, meetings between
MOA members over matters outlined in the MOA likely
do not fall under the Brown Act. This is because those
meetings are not meetings of any local public agency’s
legislative body. Parties might fall under the Brown Act
if their MOA creates an association-type arrangement
with a governing board that has voting powers and the
authority to independently enter contracts and own
property. In that instance, the association is arguably
acting like a separate entity and thus may run into Brown
Act compliance issues if the association does not notice
and hold open meetings.
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Public Records Act Requests. An MOA should
address how GSAs will respond to public records act
requests. Given the MOA is not creating a separate entity,
each individual GSA will likely need respond to each
public records act request as it relates to them. Memo-
rializing the GSAs’ procedures for public records act
requests could avoid confusion should the parties receive
a public records act request.

Term of the Agreement. Parties will want to define
how long their agreement will remain in effect. Some
MOAs stipulate that the agreement will remain in effect
until terminated by one of the parties. Others list an
expiration date with the option to renew through agree-
ment of the parties. Alternatively, some MOAs provide
for expiration after a contemplated event, such as the
completion of a project.

SGMA has a compliance period that extends some
20 years beyond the initial development of the GSP, and
includes provisions for periodic GSP updates during this
period. Given this long-term compliance period, GSAs
might want to consider designating their MOA term as
lasting until terminated by the parties. This way, parties
can ensure they will not be caught off-guard by an unex-
pected expiration of the agreement. If the arrangement
outlined in the MOA is not working, each party is able
to preserve the option to withdraw from and or possibly
terminate the agreement.

Miscellaneous Provisions. The following addresses
provisions MOAs commonly include under a “Miscel-
laneous” heading.

Severability Clauses. These clauses typically read
that if any portion of the agreement is deter-
mined to be invalid or unenforceable, then the
remaining provisions will remain in force and
unaffected to the fullest extent under the law.

Integration Clause. These clauses typically read
that the MOAs contents represent the entire
agreement between the parties related to the
topics addressed in the MOA. Commonly, these
clauses then stipulate that all prior or contempo-
raneous agreements, understandings, representa-
tions, and oral or written statements are merged
into the agreement and have no further force or
effect.

Construction of Terms. This clause typically reads
that both parties negotiated the agreement and
had a full and fair opportunity to revise the
terms of the agreement. Thus, the normal rule of
interpreting ambiguities against the drafting
party does not apply.

Counterpart Execution. This clause typically
reads that the agreement may be executed in
counterparts, each of which shall be deemed an
original, but all of which shall together constitute
one and the same instrument.

Choice of Law. This clause typically states that
the MOA was made in the State of California and
shall be interpreted under California law.

Photo by Florence Low/CA DWR
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CHAPTER 4:

GSA Formation through a Joint Powers Agreement (JPA)

to Create a Separate Entity

JPA Basics and Options

Under a joint powers agreement, two or more local public
agencies, who are each authorized by their governing
bodies, may enter into an agreement to jointly exercise
any power common to the contracting parties.”’ Parties
to a joint powers agreement can elect to create a separate
public entity, or designate parties to carry out specific
responsibilities.*® This Guide will focus on the creation
of a separate entity through a JPA, largely because this
is most common and because this form is more distinct
from an MOA approach. Once a separate entity is
created through a JPA, it is a separate legal entity from its
member agencies.

The acronym “JPA” can be a source of confusion. JPA
can stand for a joint powers agreement, a joint powers
authority, or a joint powers agency. A joint powers
authority and joint powers agency are simply separate
public entities created through a joint powers agreement.
For clarity’s sake, as described in Chapter 1, this Guide
uses the term JPA to describe a joint powers agreement.

Under SGMA, MOAs and JPAs will likely be used for
different functions. MOAs will likely be used for coor-
dination between GSAs for GSP development or imple-
mentation or for parties considering forming a joint
powers authority. Conversely, JPAs will likely be used
by local public agencies to form a GSA. Unlike MOAs,
which are primarily governed by state contract law, JPA
are governed by California Government Code section
6500 et seq. Consequently, JPAs have specific statu-
tory requirements regarding the agreement’s contents,
governance, and compliance provisions. Section C
below, “Structure and Development of JPA Formation”
will discuss, in-depth, the statutory requirements and
considerations parties drafting JPAs will want to address.

Benefits and Challenges of Creating a JPA
This section will briefly introduce benefits for parties
electing to form their GSA as a joint powers agency and
challenges these parties will need to address.

Benefits. As mentioned, parties choosing to struc-
ture their GSA as a joint powers agency are creating
an entirely new and separate public entity from the

members. The new joint powers agency can exercise
any power common to the contracting parties.* For
example, a GSA formed as a joint powers agency, and
authorized by its members, can do any of the following
in its own name: make and enter contracts, employ
agents and employees, acquire and operate buildings
and property, incur debts, liabilities, and obligations,
and sue and be sued.*

Parties choosing to structure their GSA
as a joint powers agency are creating
an entirely new and separate public
entity from the members.

Additionally, local agencies can give their GSA the
authority to invest funds from its treasury that are not
required for the immediate necessities of the agency.”
Keep in mind these funds must be invested in the same
manner and under the same conditions as local agencies
pursuant to section 53601 of the Government Code.>* In
addition to investing, parties can empower their GSA
with the authority to issue revenue bonds.> Parties can
also structure their GSA’s JPA so that members are not
responsible for any debts or liabilities the JPA agency
may incur.>* This enables member agencies to protect
their assets should the GSA incur liabilities. Lastly, once
ajoint powers agency is designated a GSA, it can exercise
all the new authorities created by SGMA. As the reader
will see in Section C of this chapter and in the provided
case studies, parties commonly pick and choose which
powers to give their joint powers agency, depending on
the purpose and needs of the parties.

Challenges. GSAs creating a separate agency
through their JPA will need to address both regulatory
and governance structure challenges. One of the first
regulatory requirements a GSA will encounter is the
requirement to provide notice of its creation and a copy of
its JPA to both the Secretary of State and the Controller.>
Additionally, the GSA will need to provide proper notice
to both the Secretary of State and Controller each time
the JPA is amended.*® If a GSA fails to give proper notice
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of its creation through a JPA or of an amendment of its
JPA, it is prohibited from issuing bonds or incurring
debts until the proper filings are completed.>’

Aside from notice requirements, the GSA will need
to provide for strict accountability of funds by reporting
all of its receipts and disbursements.*® The GSA will need
to undergo either an annual audit or an audit covering
a two-year period.”® Additionally, the GSA will need to
designate a treasurer, who can be either the treasurer
of one of the parties to the agreement, the county trea-
surer of a county in which one of the contracting parties
is situated, a certified public accountant, or an officer
or employee of the GSA.*® The GSA’s treasurer is the
depositary of the agency and has custody over all of the
agency’s funds.®' Pursuant to California Government
Code section 6505.5, the treasurer has specific statu-
tory responsibilities such as receiving agency money and
paying out money due by the agency and providing
written reports four times per year to the agency and
contracting parties regarding the state of the GSA’s
finances.®? GSAs will likely need to comply with addi-
tional statutory compliance requirements should they
elect to invest GSA funds and or issue bonds.

In addition to statutory compliance requirements,
parties will also likely face governance and funding chal-
lenges. Joint powers agencies, in this case a GSA, can
be governed by one or more parties to the agreement,
a commission or governing board created by the JPA,
or a firm or corporation.®® The case studies examined
in this section and provided in the appendix reflect
how commonly joint powers agencies are governed by
a governing board. Parties will need to agree on how
to structure their board by addressing matters such as
membership structure, appointment rules, division of
voting, quorum, and other matters.

Lastly, parties will need to discuss how their GSA
will be funded. Whether members will be required to
contribute funds to fund the agency, whether contribu-
tions will be the same amount or will different members
contribute different amounts, and the basis for funding
will all need to be considered. These following sections
will address these considerations by examining the case
studies provided in the appendix to show how previous
JPAs have addressed these challenges.

JPA Structure and Development
This section addresses formation and governance consid-
erations that a GSA will need to consider when utilizing

a JPA. Some sections are mandated by California
Government Code section 6500 et seq. while others
are not mandatory but commonly included. A number
of sections such as Recitals and Definitions will likely
be very similar between an MOA and JPA. Nearly any
governance examples discussed in the MOA “Forma-
tion and Structure” section could likely be utilized in a
JPA. As with MOAs, parties have considerable flexibility
with how they structure their GSA’s JPA. The following
section is meant to familiarize readers with required, and
commonly included sections, and provide examples of
how parties to existing JPAs have formed new agencies.
Lastly, as the case studies show, JPAs are organized in a
variety of manners. While Cal. Government Code 6500
et seq. mandates JPAs contain certain requirements,
parties have flexibility to organize their agreement in
a manner that fulfills the needs of the members. Thus
the organization and headings used in this section are
suggestions rather than requirements for parties drafting
aJPA.

Recitals, Definitions, and Term of Agreement. The
“MOA Structure and Development” discussion is in the
previous chapter provides information on these three
sections. These sections in a JPA are similar to those
in an MOA. The Recitals in a JPA explain the parties,
purpose, and background information for the Agree-
ment. JPAs usually always have a separate “Purposes”
section whereas some MOAs list purposes for the agree-
ment in the “Recitals.” Definitions define special key
terms or phrases. Term usually sets out indefinite term
or until the purpose of the JPA has been achieved.

Creation of Joint Powers Agency. This section will
likely include the following subtopics: (1) Creation of a
separate entity; (2) Purpose of entity; and (3) Powers of
the entity. A JPA is required by law to state the purpose of
the agreement or the power to be exercised.®* The agree-
ment must also provide for the method the purpose will
be accomplished or the manner in which the power will
be exercised.® In practice, to comply with this require-
ment JPAs usually simply create separate “Purposes”
and “Powers” sections. The following paragraphs will
separately discuss purposes and powers.

Creation of a Separate Entity. In this provision,
the parties typically indicate their intent to form a joint
powers agency as a separate entity that is separate and
apart from the members.*® Parties also commonly list the
name of their new agency (for this guide’s purposes —
the GSA) and its geographic boundaries.”’ Lastly, some
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parties also state where their agency’s principal offices
will be located.®®

Purpose of the Agreement Creating a Separate
Entity. This section states why the parties came together
under the JPA. Some JPAs keep this section rather brief,
stating their purpose is to create a separate entity in
order to accomplish stated goals (another section of the
JPA) and speak with one voice.®® Other JPAs have very
thorough “Purposes” sections, citing compliance with
specific legislation, the desire to sustainably manage
specific natural resources, develop specific projects, or
formulate environmental plans for a region.”

For the purposes of SGMA, parties will likely
want to address their intent to have this joint powers
agency elect to be the GSA for their basin or a portion
of their basin. Additionally, parties may want to discuss
developing and implementing a GSP, their intention
to collaborate with other GSAs in their basin, their
intent to sustainably manage their basin’s groundwater
supplies, and otherwise comply with SGMA.

Powers of the Entity. This section typically
addresses the powers of the joint powers agency and
the manner those powers will be exercised. Pursuant
to California law, the JPA must designate one member’s
procedures and restrictions for exercising power as
the restrictions and procedures for exercising power
the new joint powers agency will need to follow.”
For example, a joint powers agency composed of an
irrigation district, a city, and a county would need to
specify in their JPA which member’s procedures and
restrictions for exercising its power the joint powers
agency would follow. If the JPA designated the county,
then the joint powers agency would need to follow
the county’s procedures and restrictions when, for
example, purchasing property or hiring employees.
GSAs with diverse local public agency membership
should consider the GSA’s likely activities and which
member’s procedures and restrictions on exercising
power would be desirable.

Parties will also likely want to address which powers
their GSA will exercise. While a joint powers agency
can exercise all powers held in common amongst the
contracting parties, some JPAs explicitly limit their
joint powers agency’s authority. Unique to SGMA,
GSAs formed by a JPA are granted additional statutory
powers not currently held in common by the members.

For example, to limit the powers of the joint

powers agency, some JPAs forbid their joint powers
agency from engaging in the retail sale of water or
funding capital construction projects or regulating land
use.”” Additionally, some agreements limit their joint
powers agency’s authority to undertake any activities
within a member’s geographic or service area unless
that member has formally adopted a specific plan or
formally consented to the proposed activity.”

Unique to SGMA, GSAs formed by a
JPA are granted additional statutory
powers not currently held in common
by the members.

In addition to limiting their joint powers agency’s
authority, parties will need to empower their new
agency with authority. Agreements here go one of two
directions: (1) either list out the agency’s powers or (2)
give the agency the power to do all necessary acts to
achieve the purposes of its existence. For example, in
some agreements this section is a multi-page detailed
discussion that enumerates specifically what the agency
can do.”* Conversely, other agreements simply empower
their joint powers agency to do “all acts necessary” to
achieve the goals of its existence.”

Under SGMA, California Water Code section
10725 et seq. grants GSAs additional statutory powers.
A joint powers agency cannot exercise these SGMA
powers until after it successfully elects to be a GSA and
adopts and submits to DWR a GSP or an alternative
plan.”® Thus, parties may want to include conditional
language regarding their joint powers agency exer-
cising SGMA powers, such as, “... in the event that
this joint powers agency successfully elects to be a GSA
for X basin, then it will have additional authorities,
including...” Alternatively, parties could simply amend
their JPA after successful GSA election to address
SGMA powers. Lastly, members will likely wish to spell
out in their JPA which SGMA authorities, if any, they
anticipate delegating to either committees or specific
members. Because SGMA grants GSAs and not indi-
vidual members, new powers, parties seeking to have
individual members perform specific SGMA functions
will likely want their JPA to explicitly delegate these
powers from the joint powers agency to the respective
members.
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Internal Organization. The following discussion addresses joint powers agency governance matters typically
included in JPAs. The following topics on internal organization are discussed below:

Establishment of governing body
Associate members

Voting procedures

Designation of other agency officials
Meeting rules and requirements
Internal committee formation

External advisory committee formation

New member guidelines

¥ X NS R »NE

Special projects involving less than all members

10. Agency budget and payments from members

1. Establishment of Governing Body. As mentioned above, commonly joint powers agencies are governed by
a commission or board of directors. Amongst other considerations, parties drafting their JPA may want to
consider the size of their board, board membership, who gets to vote, who gets to appoint board members,
what interests members want represented on the board, term of board member’s service, and board member
removal. The following section will examine four governing board structures utilized by JPAs provided in
the appendix. Parties have near complete discretion with how they structure their GSA’s governing board.

Governing Board Structures Utilized by JPAs

a) Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement Eastern San Joaquin County Groundwater Basin
Authority. The Eastern San Joaquin County Groundwater Basin Authority (“ESJCG Basin Authority) is

an 11 party joint powers agency. To manage their agency, the parties created a governing board with 12
seats. Eleven of the 12 seats went to the parties to the agreement — with each party getting a single seat.
The twelfth seat was assigned to a representative from the California Water Service Company (an investor
owned water utility) to be appointed by the City of Stockton (a member of the Agreement). Board members
are required to be an individual from the appointing party’s governing body. For example, the City of
Stockton’s board member would likely need to be someone who sat on the Stockton City Council — the
city’s governing body. In addition to appointing their board member, parties also designated two alternate
board members who would fill the seat if the appointed board member was unavailable. This JPA did not
set term limits for the board members. Lastly, board members serve at the pleasure of the appointing party
— meaning the member who appointed them could remove them at any time for any reason. This JPA is a
model for GSAs seeking to include a non-public agency stakeholder on the governing board.

b) Joint Powers Agreement Forming the State and Federal Water Contractors Agency. The
State and Federal Contractors formed a JPA with six member agencies. The members created a governing
board with nine seats. Four of the parties were each given one seat. One party was given three seats and
another party was given two seats. Unlike the previous example, appointed board members could be
officers, directors, or employees of the appointing party. For the parties who themselves were joint powers
agencies, this agreement allowed them either to appoint a director, officer, or employee from their agency
or an agency of one of their members. Like the previous example, parties’ board members served at the
pleasure of the appointing party. Additionally, appointing parties were required to designate an alternate
board member should the appointed board member be unavailable. This JPA provides an example of an
agreement that allocates different numbers of board seats to different members.
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c) Joint Powers Agreement Creating the Sacramento-Groundwater Authority. Four parties
formed the Sacramento Groundwater Authority (SGA). The SGA provides a model for a joint powers
agency that sought to include a diverse set of interested stakeholders on its governing board and in its
decision making process. To govern the agency, the parties created a sixteen seat governing board. Three
seats went to elected members from three of the parties to the agreement. Seven seats went to an elected
member from the governing board of seven specified water districts — who were not members of the joint
powers agency. Four seats went to a member of the board or designee from four specified private water
purveyors or investor owned utilities — also not members of the joint powers agency. One seat went to an
“Agricultural Interest” representative (defined in the agreement) within the boundaries of the agency. The
final seat went to a “Commercial/Industrial Self-Supplied Water User” representative within the boundaries
of the authority.

In addition to composing the board with a diverse set of area stakeholders, this agreement stipulated
specific processes for appointing the various board members. For example, although members to the
agreement were responsible for appointing specific board members, with certain board appointments, they
were required to consider recommendations from various specified parties before making appointments.
Additionally, the SGA JPA includes a section titled “Adjustment to Composition of the Governing Board”
which allows any person or entity to petition the parties to the JPA to add or delete representatives to the
governing board in order to accurately reflect groundwater production within the authority. Finally, this
agreement set term limits at four years for board members and created staggered term limits by designating
two board members whose initial terms would be two years. Appointing parties are also required to appoint
alternate board members and all board members serve at the pleasure of the appointing body.

d) Joint Powers Agreement Between the City of Elk Grove, the City of Folsom, the City

of Rancho Cordova, the City of Sacramento and the County of Sacramento Creating the
Sacramento Central Groundwater Authority. The Sacramento Central Groundwater Authority
(SCGA) shares a number of close similarities with the SGA JPA discussed above. This example is presented
to highlight a slight difference between each agency’s respective governing boards. Here, five parties
created the SCGA JPA, and formed a 16-member governing board. Six of the seats were designated to
elected members of the governing board from a group of area cities, the County of Sacramento, and

the Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District. Additionally, three of the seats were reserved for
elected members of the governing board from an area community services district and two area water
districts. Two of the seats went to a member of the board of directors or designee from two private water
purveyors or investor owned utilities. Finally, the last five seats were reserved for a representative from
each of the following: “Agricultural Interests,” “Agriculture-Residential Groundwater Users,” “Commercial/
Industrial Self-Supplied Groundwater Users,” “Conservation Landowners,” and “Public Agencies that are
Self-Supported Groundwater Users.” This agreement assigned appointing power between the five parties
to the agreement, mandated parties appoint alternate board members, and created term limits for board
members.

e) Common Miscellaneous Governing Board Provisions. As the examples above show, governing
boards can vary considerably in their size and membership. This paragraph will briefly touch on common
provisions included in the governing board sections. First, JPAs typically designate a chair, vice chair,

and secretary for their governing body. Some agreements stipulate which board members will serve in
those roles.”” Alternatively, others state the board will determine those roles as an order of business.”®
Commonly agreements stipulate each officer’s responsibilities and how long each officer will serve in that
capacity. Some agreements have specific board membership vacancy provisions — outlining a timeline and
procedures for when new board members must be appointed by when a vacancy arises.”® Finally, other
agreements outline when the first governing board meeting will be and where it will be held.?°
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Associate Members. A number of the examples
above represent instances where parties included
non-members on their joint powers agency’s
governing board and gave them voting power.
Parties seeking to similarly give non-members

a voice in agency actions and meetings, without
conferring voting powers, might consider
creating an associate membership option. For
example, in the “Eastern San Joaquin County
Groundwater Basin Authority” JPA, the parties
designated the San Joaquin County Farm Bureau
as an associate member on the governing board.
The associate member is allowed to participate in
meetings and discussions but not allowed to vote
on any actions or hold officer positions on the
board.

Voting Procedures. Like governing board
formation decisions, deciding the rules for

how the agency’s governing board will vote

on agency business is very important. This
section will present examples of different voting
structures that JPAs identified in the case
studies have utilized. These examples are meant
to give the reader a sample of various voting
structures available to joint powers agencies.
Parties should feel free to be creative in crafting
a voting structure that works best for their
arrangement. In addition to the considerations
identified below, parties might consider whether
a particular voting structure allows the GSA to
integrate the perspectives of a variety of affected
interests, and how the voting structure would be
perceived in the event of public, judicial, or news
media scrutiny of the GSA.

a) One vote-per-board member, majority
required to conduct business. Some of the most
straightforward agreements grant each
governing board member a single vote.®' Typi-
cally, to conduct business there must be a
quorum present and the matter before the board
must receive an affirmative vote from a majority
of the governing board members present at the
meeting. Parties desiring a very straightforward,
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easy to understand, and equal voting structure
might find this as an option that will work.

b) One vote-per-board member, different
thresholds required to pass governing board or
committee related business. The Kern Ground-
water Authority grants each board member a
single vote. In order for the governing board to
conduct business, there must be a quorum
present (two-thirds of board of directors) and the
matter must receive an affirmative vote from
two-thirds of present voting members. This
agency authorizes its governing board to delegate
specific tasks and responsibilities to various
committees that are comprised of general
member representatives. For committee-related

Parties might consider whether a
particular voting structure allows the
GSA to integrate the perspectives of a
variety of affected interests.

votes, this JPA requires that a quorum of
committee members be present and all matters
subject to a vote before the committee must
receive an affirmative vote from seventy-five
percent of present committee members.

¢) One vote-per-board member, additional
requirements when board votes on fiscal items.
In the Sacramento Central Groundwater
Authority, each member of the sixteen-member
governing board has a single vote. As discussed
previously, the Sacramento Central Groundwater
Authority has only five members, (four area cities
and the County of Sacramento), but chose to fill
their governing board with representatives from
private water purveyors, water districts, and
various other agricultural, conservation, and
community interests. Thus, this agency’s voting
structure is slightly more detailed. With the
exception of certain fiscal items (specified in the
agreement) an affirmative vote from a majority of
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the governing board members is required to pass
agency business. Passing and approving fiscal
items, including but not limited to approving the
agency’s annual budget, required a majority vote
of all the members of the governing board and
affirmative votes from the five agency members
(the four cities and the County of Sacramento).
Finally, any vote related to adjusting the amount
in annual financial contributions necessary to
fund the agency required an affirmative vote
from eleven of the sixteen governing board
members, including an affirmative vote from
each of the five agency members.

d) Voting power allocated based on land under
management, financial contribution, or basin
extractions. Under this option, a GSA could
allocate their governing board’s voting allocation
based off the respective member’s land under
management, financial contribution to the GSA,
or extractions from the basin. Whichever
approach the GSA chooses, the parties will likely
want to determine an acceptable ratio that
converts their metric into votes. For example, a
GSA covering 1000 acres and comprised of three
(3) members (one with 300 acres under manage-
ment, the second with 500 acres under manage-
ment, and the last with 200 acres under manage-
ment) could give members one vote per 100 acres
under management. Under this scenario,
member one would get three (3) votes, member
two five (5) votes, and member three two (2)
votes. Alternatively, a GSA could structure
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voting power based on members’ financial
contributions to the GSA from the previous year.
For example, assume a hypothetical GSA with
six members, who each contributed different
amounts of funds, and a total budget of
$1,000,0000. Assume members one through four
each contributed $50,000, member five contrib-
uted $300,000, and member six contributed
$500,000. This GSA would then need to deter-
mine a ratio for funds contributed to voting
power. A straightforward possibility would be to
give each member one (1) vote per $50,000
contributed. Under this scenario, members one
through four would each get one (1) vote,
member five would get six (6) votes, and member
six would get ten (10) votes. Lastly, a GSA could
utilize the same ratio approach that equates
voting powers based on of the quantity of
groundwater extracted from the basin.

e) Multi-tiered voting structure, depending on
whether board is voting on fiscal items. The
Sacramento Groundwater Authority has two
separate voting bodies. For all matters the SGA
provides each member with a single vote. For
each fiscal matter vote, there is a second voting
body, whose votes are distributed based on
financial contribution. For non-fiscal matters, a
majority vote of all members of the governing
board is required to approve the item. However,
approval of items with fiscal impacts requires a
“double-majority” approval consisting of: (1) a
majority vote of all members of the governing

Know Your Options: GSA Formation Guide 18



board and (2) a majority vote weighed by the
financial contribution of each “Retail Provider,”
“Agricultural Interests,” or of “Commercial/
Industrial Self-Supplied Water Users” to the total
administrative budget for the last complete fiscal
year. Under this second approach, a governing
board member’s voting power on fiscal matters
would be weighed according to the amount of
money they contributed to the authority the
previous year. Similarly, fiscal items related to
water costs require a double-majority voting
structure requiring: (1) a majority vote of all
members on the governing board and (2) a
majority vote weighted on the basis of water
production (as defined by the agreement).

Designation of Other Agency Officials. In
addition to a chair, vice chair, and secretary, JPAs
commonly designate other officials such as an

executive director, a treasurer and or auditor. As 5.

discussed above, the JPA is required to designate
who will serve as the new agency’s treasurer.
Additionally, agreements commonly designate
a party or provide for who will perform the
agency’s required audit.®

Some JPAs designate an individual to act
as the chief executive or executive director of
the newly formed agency.® For example, the
Sacramento Central Groundwater Authority
JPA called for their governing board, with
concurrence of the Sacramento County Water

85

Agency, to appoint an executive director to

be responsible to the governing board for
administration of the authority as directed by
the governing board.®* In addition to assigned
duties, this executive director is responsible

for organizing and directing agency activities,
authorizing expenditures within the designations
and limitations of the budget, making
recommendations or requests of the governing
board concerning any matter to be performed by
the governing board, appointing, disciplining,
assigning, and supervising employees or
contractors hired by the agency, and to have
charge of and access to any property of the
authority.® Parties will need to consider the
likely size, authority, and finances of their GSA
to determine whether or not they want to have
an executive director.

Meetings Rules and Requirements. Topics
commonly addressed in this section are when,
and how, the first meeting of the new agency’s
governing body will be called, granting the
governing body the authority to formulate
bylaws, establishing quorum rules and meeting
adjournment procedures, noting the significance
of member voting abstentions, and Brown

Act considerations. Commonly, versions of
Robert’s Rules of Order or Rosenberg’s Rules
of Order are adopted for conducting meetings/
parliamentary procedure.®® Note: while many
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JPAs address the above mentioned topics, some
give each topic its own section or place these
topics in other sections such as “Miscellaneous”
or in the governing board or voting sections. The
following discussion is equally relevant whether
parties address these topics on a single section or
separately throughout their JPA.

Commonly, JPAs assign the responsibility
of calling the new agency’s first meeting to one
of the agency’s members.?” Alternatively, some
agreements charge the governing board with the
authority to call the first meeting. Additionally,
agreements commonly empower their governing
board with the authority to establish bylaws
governing meetings and the day-to-day operation
of the agency.®®

JPAs generally establish how many governing
board members must be present in order to have
a quorum. Commonly, a quorum is a majority
of governing board members.* However, some
JPAs require a higher threshold for a quorum,
such as two-thirds of voting members.”® Most
agreements also typically stipulate that less than
a quorum can vote to adjourn a meeting.”’

Some JPAs include specific rules for member
abstentions. Some agreements hold that any
abstaining members will be counted for quorum
purposes, but will not be deemed to be voting.”
Alternatively, to avoid complacency amongst
their members, some JPAs stipulate that unless a
member is abstaining due to a conflict of interest,
any abstention is counted as an affirmative vote
in support of the majority vote.” Parties forming
their GSA have complete discretion with how
they wish to address abstention matters.

Finally, nearly all agreements stipulate that
their meetings will be scheduled and conducted
pursuant to the provisions of the Brown Act
(Government Code section 54950 et seq.). GSA
governing board meetings will likely fall under
the Brown Act because they represent the
agency’s legislative body. Specific Brown Act
compliance provisions should be directed to
respective party’s counsel.

Internal Committee Formation. While not
in all JPAs, some agreement have an internal
committee formation section outlining the role
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internal committees can play in governing the
agency. The role of internal committees can be
small or large, depending how GSA members
wish to delegate authority. Some agreements
create limited roles for internal committees
by empowering the agency’s governing board
to appoint committees to assist with carrying
out the agency’s objectives, but explicitly
prevent committees from acting on behalf of
the agency.” Alternatively, other JPAs delegate
substantial authority to internal committees.
For example, in the San Joaquin River Group
Authority JPA case study, the parties created a
“Management Committee,” staffed by a general

If parties to the JPA anticipate future
agencies may join, they might wish to
address the procedures a prospective
new agency must follow.

manager or similar managing officer of each
party and empowered this committee with

the authority and responsibility for program
development and implementation. Parties may
find it helpful to memorialize the roles, if any,
internal committees can take in the new agency.

External Advisory Committee Formation.
Under SGMA, GSAs are required to encourage
active involvement of “... diverse social, cultural,
and economic” elements of the population
within their basin before and during the
development and implementation of the GSP.”
GSAs are required to make available to the
public and DWR a written statement describing
how interested parties may participate in the
development and implementation of the GSP.*
Creating an external advisory committee
comprised of diverse social, cultural, and
economic public interests and stakeholders could
be a useful mechanism for a GSA seeking to
comply with this requirement. In order to foster
better communication between the advisory
committee and the GSA governing board, GSAs
are encouraged to appoint one or more GSA
representatives to attend and participate in
advisory committee meetings.
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New Member Guidelines. In this section, some
agreements list the requirements for adding

new members at a later date. If parties to the

JPA anticipate that future agencies may one day
join their GSA, they might wish to address the
procedures their agency and the prospective new
member must follow. For example, some JPAs
agreements allow a prospective public entity to
join the agency upon: (1) approval of the agency’s
governing board; (2) payment of all previously
incurred costs the governing board determines
have resulted in benefit to the public entity;

(3) payment of applicable fees and charges; (4)
written agreement to the terms and conditions of
the JPA.”” Parties to the JPA have near complete
discretion over the extent to which new agencies
may join their GSA.

Special Projects Involving Less Than All
Members. Some JPAs authorize members to
undertake specific projects, in the name of the
agency, involving fewer than all of the members.
Typically these sections outline the specific
procedures members must take in order to
engage in a project involving fewer than all

the members.*® These sections usually require
the members participating in a special project

to craft a special agreement that outlines the
funding, roles and responsibilities, and assets
and liabilities details. Additionally, JPAs that
authorize special projects commonly contain a
provision enabling the agency’s governing board
to prevent the project from occurring should

it disapprove of the proposed special activity.
Below, this section will examine special projects
provisions from two of the provided case studies
as examples for how some agreements have
formed this section.

Under the Kern Groundwater Authority
JPA, members seeking to engage in a special
project in the name of the authority must first
gain prior approval from the agency’s governing
board. In addition to gaining approval, the
members are required to enter into a special
project agreement. The agreement must state
that no special activity can conflict with the
terms of the JPA. The agreement must state
that parties to the special agreement will
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indemnify, defend, and hold the authority and
the authority’s non-participating members
harmless from any liabilities, costs or expenses
arising from the special activity. Additionally,
the special agreement must state that all assets,
rights, benefits, debts, liabilities and obligations
shall be those of the members who entered

Members seeking to engage in a
special project in the name of the
authority must first gain prior
approval from the agency’s governing
board.

into the special project agreement — and not
those of those members who did not enter into
the special project agreement. Lastly, the JPA
stipulates that non-participating special project
members shall have no rights, benefits, debts,
or liabilities or obligations related to the special
activity.

Like the Kern Groundwater Authority, the
State and Federal Water Contractors Agency
JPA allows for specific projects involving fewer
than all of the members. This JPA requires
the participating members to enter into a
project agreement that contains the terms and
conditions related to project participation.

The agreement states that all assets, rights,
benefits, and obligations attributable to the
project are those of the members participating
in that project and not non-participating
members. Additionally, any debts, liabilities,
obligations, or indebtedness incurred by the
agency in regard to a particular project are
those of the members participating in the
specific project and not non-participating
members. For specific projects involving fewer
than all of the members of the agency, the
participating members are required to appoint
a representative to a project committee for that
project. Finally, the agency’s board of directors
has the authority to disapprove of any project
agreement after determining the project has
specific, substantial adverse impacts upon
non-participating members.
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10. Agency Budget and Payments from Members.
Within this section, JPAs typically define their
agency’s fiscal year and stipulate the process
for adopting an annual budget. Additionally,
while some JPAs state their intention to achieve
financial sustainability through collecting fees
and or receiving public or private grants, some
agreements provide for annual or periodic
financial contributions from members.

The following discussion will examine four
JPAs, focusing on their budget and membership
funding structures. As the reader will see, JPAs
utilize a variety of member funding models to
operate their new agency.

a) The Sacramento Central Groundwater
Authority JPA mandates that an annual budget
shall be adopted within ninety (90) days after the
first governing board meeting and thereafter
prior to the commencement of each fiscal year
(defined as July 1 through June 30). The JPA
outlines a very detailed funding arrangement
from its members and parties represented on its
governing board. The JPA calls for an annual
$10,000 contribution from the five member
agencies. Additionally, surface water purveyors
are required to each pay $6,000 annually. Lastly,

the agency levies annual assessments on
governing board members based on their annual
groundwater extraction.

b) The San Joaquin Tributaries Authority JPA
mandates that its governing board shall approve
an annual budget at its initial meeting and before
the beginning of each fiscal year thereafter.
Funding for the budget is provided in equal
proportion by each member, except for matters
related to special projects which are separately
funded by participating members. The agreement
also requires each member’s governing body to
authorize its funding contribution before the
beginning of the fiscal year.

¢) The Kern Groundwater Authority empowers
the agency’s governing board to set a date each
fiscal year as a deadline to adopt a budget for the
ensuing fiscal year. The JPA stipulates that the
agency shall be funded by both voluntary
contributions from third parties and assessments
on general members which are to be equal and
used towards activities generally applicable to all
members. This agreement stipulates that no
member shall be financially bound to the agency
except for its share of the annual assessment.
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Any further special activities or projects are to be
funded separately through a project agreement.

d) The State and Federal Water Contractors
Agency JPA splits their agency’s funding into two
separate categories: general expenses and project
expenses. In order to Fund the general expenses
for the ongoing operations of the agency, the
parties created a general expenses account. This
account is funded through 50 percent contribu-
tions from the State Water Project Contractors
Authority and 50 percent from the San Luis &
Delta-Mendota Water Authority. For project
expenses, the JPA stipulates that each project is
to be funded by participating members at levels
established in separately prepared project
agreements.

Unique to SGMA, GSAs that include
representatives from small agriculture and or
disadvantaged communities on their governing
board may find these representatives are
necessary to develop a management structure
but unable to contribute funding to the agency.
A potential solution to this issue could be to
require a city, county, or other appointing agency
to cover the costs of all of its appointed members.

Under this approach, small agriculture and or
disadvantaged communities will be represented,
without a financial burden on their part, and the
GSA will remain funded.

Liabilities and Indemnification. California law
states that members are responsible for a newly formed
joint powers agency’s debts, liabilities, and obliga-
tions unless their JPA specifies otherwise.”® Thus, JPAs
commonly state that members do not intend to be liable,
either jointly or severally, for the new agency’s liabili-
ties, debts, and obligations.'In practice, this means
that members can choose to not be responsible for the
joint powers agency’s debts, liabilities, or obligations,
shielding members from individual liability for the
agency’s actions.

Additionally, JPAs allowing special or specific proj-
ects amongst members commonly contain language
stating that all obligations, liabilities, and debts related
to the specific project are those of the members to
the project agreement and not the non-participating
parties.'” This language is intended to shield members
from the liabilities, debts, and obligations of the joint
powers agency. A number of the case studies and the
JPA template provided in this Guide (Chapter 6) show
examples of the kind of language used related to member,
project, and agency liabilities.
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The ability to protect members from liability may be
limited with regard to tort action.'® Specifically, Cali-
fornia Government Code section 895.2 provides that
when public entities enter an agreement, they are jointly
and severally liable for the for any liability imposed by
law on any one of the entities or any entity created by
the agreement that is caused by negligent or wrongful
acts or omissions occurring in the agreement.'® This
section appears to conflict with California Government
Code section 6805.1, which empowers member entities
to choose whether they are responsible for the new
agency’s liabilities, debts, and obligations.'* However,
California Government Code section 895.4 provides that
as part of any agreement, the public entities may stipu-
late indemnification and contribution arrangements
amongst the members related to tort liability.'” In light
of this conflict, JPAs typically outline contribution and
or identification provisions.

Drafting the appropriate indemnification clause
depends on the parties’ agreement as it relates to shielding
individual members from financial liability and contri-
bution in the event a member or the agency is sued for
any tort actions. The JPA case studies in the appendix
and the template in the following chapter provide a wide
range of indemnification options existing agreements
utilize. Parties are encouraged to work closely with their
respective counsel to draft appropriate indemnification
clauses that suits their GSA member’s needs.

Termination and Member Withdrawal. Similar
to MOAs, nearly all JPAs have sections related to termi-
nating the agreement and the policies and procedures
related to the withdrawal of individual members. Similar
to MOAs, termination depends largely on the number
of agencies and whether an agency can exist if some
members leave. With the exception of addressing distri-
bution of agency assets upon termination, this section
will not separately address termination and member
withdrawal.

California law requires JPAs to provide for the dispo-
sition, division, or distribution of any property acquired
by the agency.'” Additionally, California law requires
JPAs to state that after the JPA achieves its purpose, any
surplus money on hand shall be returned in proportion
to the contributions made.'” Thus, agreements generally
list rather generic clauses citing California Government
Code section 6512, stating any surplus money on hand
after termination will be returned to members in propor-
tion to their contribution.

Regarding the fate of agency property after dissolu-
tion or termination, JPAs can take a number of different
approaches. For example, some JPAs stipulate that any
property is to be returned, if possible, to the member who
initially contributed it. All other property is to be sold and
the net proceeds distributed to members in proportion

California law states that members
are responsible for a newly formed
joint powers agency'’s debts, liabilities,
and obligations unless their JPA
specifies otherwise.

to their contributions to initially acquire the property.'*

Alternatively, other JPAs require that all agency
property be first offered for sale to the members on
conditions determined by the board.®If no such sale is
consummated, then all property is then offered for sale to
the general public with the proceeds distributed amongst
the parties in proportion to their financial contributions
made to the agency."®If no such sale is consummated
to the general public, then all property shall be given
equally to all the members that financed that acquisition
of the property."

Lastly, some agreements envision passing along
agency property to a successor agency that carries out
the functions of the agency."? If no such successor entity
exists, then the assets are to be returned to the parties
to the JPA in proportion to the contributions of each
party.'” Finally, if there is a successor public entity that
will carry out some of the functions of the agency and
assume some of its assets, the JPA calls for the agency’s
assets to be allocated through coordination between the
dissolved agency and the new quasi-successor public
agency."*

Aside from the statutory requirements listed above,
parties are largely free to dispose of agency property
upon dissolution in whatever manner they see fit.

Miscellaneous Provisions. Similar to the discus-
sion in Chapter 3, parties commonly include provisions
related to amending the agreement, dispute resolution,
construction of terms, providing proper notice, execu-
tion in counterparts, severability clauses, and integration
or complete agreement clauses. Examples discussed in
Chapter 3 or included in any of the provided case studies
are likely viable options for parties seeking to include
these matters in their GSA’s JPA.
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CHAPTER 5:
Template: Memorandum of Agreement

Parties
This Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) dated (enter date) is entered into among (party name), (party name), and
(party name), collectively referred to as the “Parties.” All Parties are Groundwater Sustainability Agencies located in
(name of basin) and formed pursuant to the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (Act).

Recitals
WHEREAS, on September 16, 2014 Governor Jerry Brown signed into law Senate Bills 1168 and 1319 and
Assembly Bill 1739, known collectively as the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act; and

WHEREAS, the Act went into effect on January 1, 2015; and

WHEREAS, the legislative intent of the Act is to provide sustainable management of groundwater basins, to
enhance local management of groundwater, to establish minimum standards for sustainable groundwater manage-
ment, and to provide local groundwater agencies with the authority and the technical and financial assistance
necessary to sustainably manage groundwater; and

WHEREAS, the Parties are each Groundwater Sustainability Agencies overlying portions of (name of basin)
basin, a Bulletin 118 designated (high or medium priority) basin; and

WHEREAS, each GSA is responsible for groundwater management and SGMA compliance in their designated
management area; and

WHEREAS, Section 10720.7 of the Act requires all basins designated as high-or-medium priority basins
designated in Bulletin 118 be managed under Groundwater Sustainability Plans or coordinated Groundwater
Sustainability Plans pursuant to the Act; and

WHEREAS, the Parties are interested in collectively developing and implementing a single Groundwater
Sustainability Plan to sustainably manage (name of basin) basin pursuant to section 10727 et seq. of the Act;

NOW, THEREFORE, it is mutually understood and agreed as follows:
Section 1: Purpose and Authorities
This MOA is entered into by the Parties for the purpose of establishing a framework to develop and implement a single

Groundwater Sustainability Plan to sustainably manage (name of basin) basin that complies with the requirements set
forth in the Act.

Section 2: Definitions
The following terms, whether used in the singular or plural, and when used with initial capitalization, shall have the
meanings specified herein.

1. Act: refers to the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act, California Water Code section 10720 et seq.
2. Core Team: refers to the working group created in Section 3 of this MOA.

3. Executive Committee: refers to the working group created in Section 3 of this MOA.

4. Governing Body: means the legislative bodies, i.e. governing boards, of the Parties to this MOA.

5. Groundwater Sustainability Agency: refers to the agencies created by the Act responsible for implementing the
Act’s provisions.

6. Groundwater Sustainability Plan: is the basin plan for XXXX basin the Parties to this MOA are seeking to develop
and implement pursuant to the Act.

7. Memorandum of Agreement (MOA): refers to this agreement.
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Section 3: Agreement
I. Establishment of the (name of basin) Basin Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) Executive Committee, GSP
Core Team, and Related Processes.

A. Establishment of the (name of basin) Basin Groundwater Sustainability Plan Executive Committee.

1. The Parties hereby establish the (name of basin) Basin GSP Executive Committee (Executive
Committee). Each party shall appoint a member to the Executive Committee.

2. Each Executive Committee member’s compensation for their service on the Executive Committee
will be the responsibility of the appointing Party.

3. Each Executive Committee member shall serve at the pleasure of the appointing Party, and may be
removed from the Executive Committee by the appointing Party at any time.

4. The Executive Committee will meet periodically as needed to carry out the activities described
below, but at least monthly. The Executive Committee will prepare and maintain minutes of its
meetings.

5. The Executive Committee’s primary responsibility is to oversee and supervise the Core Team. The
Executive Committee will be provided detailed status updates by the Core Team on the activities
described in this MOA.

6. The Executive Committee will provide information, guidance, and advice to the Core Team
regarding the (name of basin) GSP, on matters such as:

a. Developing a GSP that achieves the goals and objectives outlined in the Act;

b. Implementing the actions undertaken pursuant to this MOA and resolving any issues related to
these actions; and

c. Measures that may be implemented in the event insufficient or unsatisfactory progress is being
made in developing or implementing the Groundwater Sustainability Plan.

d. Developing a stakeholder participation plan that involves the public and area stakeholders in
developing and implementing the GSP.

7. Before Withdrawing from this MOA, all Parties agree to bring any disputes over any of the activi-
ties discussed in this MOA to the Executive Committee.

B. Establishment of the GSP Core Team.

1. The Parties hereby establish the Groundwater Sustainability Plan Core Team (Core Team) that will
develop a process to direct and coordinate GSP activities, including the development, planning,
financing, environmental review, permitting, implementation, and long-term monitoring of the
GSP.

2. The Core Team will consist of one representative from each Party to this MOA. Each Core Team
member serves at the pleasure of their appointing Party and may be removed by their appointing
Party at any time. A Party must notify all other Parties to this MOA in writing if that Party has
replaced their Core Team member.

3. Each Core Team member’s compensation for their service on the Core Team is the responsibility of
the appointing Party.

4. The Core Team shall develop and implement, with input and oversight from the Executive
Committee, a stakeholder participation plan that involves the public and area stakeholders in
developing and implementing the GSP.
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C. Core Team Meetings.

1. The Core Team will establish a meeting schedule for regular meetings to discuss Groundwater
Sustainability Plan development and implementation activities, assignments, and ongoing work
progress.

2. The Core Team may establish and schedule meetings of subcommittees as they see fit to coordinate
development and implementation of the Groundwater Sustainability Plan.

3. Attendance at all Executive Committee and Core Team meetings may be augmented to include
staff or consultants to ensure that the appropriate expertise is available.

4. The Core Team will meet at least quarterly with the Executive Committee, and more frequently as
needed, to provide status updates and discuss matters covered in this MOA.

5. The Core Team shall establish a Financial Management and Review Coordinating Committee that
will meet monthly and report to the Core Team. The purpose of this committee is to assist the Core
Team in monitoring and managing invoicing, payments, cash flow, and other financial matters as
directed by the Core Team.

I1. Roles and Responsibilities of the Parties.
A. The Parties will work jointly to meet the objectives of this MOA.
B. The Parties will appoint representatives to the Executive Committee and Core Team.
C. The Parties are each responsible for implementing the GSP in their respective management areas.
D

. The Parties will coordinate all activities related to fulfillment of the objectives of this MOA. The Parties
shall cooperate with one another and work as efficiently as possible in the pursuit of all activities and deci-
sions described in this MOA and those that are not particularly described but which are related to or arise
out of the activities that are described.

E. Coordinated by the Executive Committee and Core Team, the Parties will participate in public outreach
and stakeholder engagement in the development and implementation of the GSP.

F. As requested by the Executive Committee or Core Team, each of the Parties will provide expertise, guid-
ance, and data on those matters for which it has specific expertise or authority, as needed to carry out the
objectives of this MOA.

G. After execution of this MOA, the Core Team shall develop a plan that describes the anticipated tasks to be
performed under this MOA and a schedule for performing said tasks. The Plan and Schedule shall become
part of this MOA through reference and exhibit. The Plan will be referred and amended as necessary to
conform to developing information, permitting, and other requirements. Therefore, this exhibit may be
revised from time to time upon agreement of the Core Team without constituting an amendment to this
MOA.

H. The Parties will provide support to the Executive Committee and Core Team by contributing staff time,
information, and facilities within available resources.

III. MOA Funding. Parties will likely choose A, B, C or a variation thereof to fund their MOA.

A. Option One: Each Party’s participation in this MOA is at their sole cost and expense. Each Party may, but
is not required, contribute funds towards implementing this MOA’s objectives.

B. Option Two: The Parties shall mutually develop a budget and cost sharing agreement for the work to be
undertaken by this MOA. Both the budget and cost sharing agreement shall be determined prior to any
financial expenditures or incurrence of any financial obligations or liabilities by the Executive Committee
or Core Team.
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C. Option Three: The parties agree to fund all costs and expenses associated with implementing this MOA
equally between one another. With the exception of the compensation of each members’ representatives
on the Executive Committee and Core Team with shall be borne by the Party. On an annual basis, the
Financial Management and Review Coordination Committee shall provide the Executive Committee with
an expenses log containing each Party’s expenditures from the previous year related to this MOA. The
Executive Committee shall send invoices to the appropriate Parties to ensure each Party pays a propor-
tionate share of the costs and expenses under this MOA.

IV. Interagency Communication and Providing Proper Notice.

A. Interagency Communication. To provide for consistent and effective communication between parties, each
party agrees to designate their Executive Committee representative as their central point of contact on
matters relating to this MOA. Additional representatives may be appointed to serve as points of contact on
specific actions or issues.

B. Providing Proper Notice. All notices, statements, or payments related to implementing the objectives of this
MOA shall be deemed to have been duly given if given in writing and either delivered personally or mailed
by first-class, registered, or certified mail as follows:

NOTE: Here the parties would list their GSA’s address for notices to be delivered.
V. Termination and Withdrawal.

A. Terminating the Agreement. This MOA may be terminated upon unanimous written consent of all the
Parties.

B. Withdrawal. A Party may unilaterally withdraw from this MOA without causing or requiring termination
of the MOA, effective upon thirty (30) days written notice to the remaining Parties” designated addresses
as listed in “Providing Proper Notice” section above. A Party that has withdrawn from this MOA shall
remain obligated to pay its share of expenses and obligations as outlined in the budget and cost share
agreement incurred or accrued up to the date the Party provided notice of withdrawal.

VI. Amending this MOA.

A. This MOA may be amended only by a subsequent writing, approved and signed by all Parties. Approval
from a Party is valid only after that Party’s Governing Body approves the amendment at a public meeting.
Executive Committee Members, Core Team Members, and individual Governing Board members do not
have the authority, express or implied, to amend, modify, waive or in any way alter this MOA of the terms
and conditions hereof.

VII. Indemnification. Below are two examples of possible indemnification clauses. Parties are encouraged to work
with their counsel on drafting appropriate clauses reflecting the Parties wishes.

A. Option One: To the fullest extent permitted by law, the Parties shall indemnify and hold harmless and
defend each other, their directors, officers, employees, agents, and/or authorized volunteers from and
against all liabilities, claims, demands, losses, damages, and costs, including reasonable attorney’s fees and
litigation of all persons in any way arising out of the performance (or actual or alleged non-performance)
of the any Party’s duty under the MOA.

B. Option Two: No Party, nor any officer or employee of a Party, shall be responsible for any damage or
liability occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by another Party under or in connec-
tion with this MOA. The Parties further agree, pursuant to California Government Code section 895.4,
that each Party shall fully indemnify and hold harmless each other Party and its agents, officers, employees
and contractors from and against all claims, damages, losses, judgments, liabilities, expenses, and other
costs, including litigation costs and attorney fees, arising out of, resulting from, or in connection with any
work delegated to or action taken or omitted to be taken by such Party under this MOA.
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VIII. Miscellaneous.

A. Execution in Counterparts. The Parties intend to execute this MOA in counterparts. It is the intent of the
Parties to hold one (1) counterpart with single original signatures to evidence the MOA and to thereafter
forward (# of Parties to MOA) other original counterparts on a rotating basis for all signatures. Thereafter,
each Party shall be delivered an originally executed counterpart with all Party signatures.

B. Term of MOA. The term of this MOA is indefinite and will cease existence only upon termination by the
Parties pursuant to Section V of this MOA.

C. Choice of Law. This MOA is made in the State of California, under the Constitution and laws of such State
and is to be so construed.

D. Severability. If any provision of this MOA is determined to be invalid or unenforceable, the remaining
provisions will remain in force and unaffected to the fullest extent permitted by law and regulation.

E. Entire Agreement. This MOA constitutes the sole, entire, integrated and exclusive agreement between the
Parties regarding the contents herein. Any other contracts, agreements, terms, understandings, promises
or representations not expressly set forth or referenced in this writing are null and void and of nor force
and effect.

F. Construction and Interpretation. The Parties agree and acknowledge that this MOA has been developed
through negotiation, and that each party has had a full and fair opportunity to revise the terms of this
MOA. Consequently, the normal rule of construction that any ambiguities are to be resolved against the
drafting party shall not apply in construing or interpreting this MOA.

DATED: BY:

<<SIGNATURE BLOCK>>

Photo: CA DWR
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CHAPTER 6:
Template: Joint Powers Agreement Forming the [name of
basin] Basin Groundwater Sustainability Agency

This Joint Powers Agreement (“Agreement”) is made and entered into by and among the (name of party), (name
of party), and (name of party), all of which are California irrigation districts, the City of (name of city), a municipal
corporation, and the County of (name of county), a political subdivision of the State of California, which are referred
to herein individually as a “Party” and collectively as “Parties,” for the purposes of forming a joint powers agency
to serve as the Groundwater Sustainability Agency in the (name of basin) basin. This joint powers agency shall
hereinafter be known as the (name of basin) Basin Groundwater Sustainability Agency (GSA).

Recitals
WHEREAS, each of the Parties to this Agreement is a local government entity with either water supply, water
management, or land use responsibilities within (name of basin) basin; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Joint Exercise of Powers Act (Chapter 5 (commencing with Section 6500) of Division
7 of Title 1 of the California Government Code), two or more public agencies may by agreement jointly exercise any
power held in common by agencies entering into such an agreement; and

WHEREAS, on September 16, 2014 Governor Jerry Brown signed into law Senate Bills 1168 and 1319 and
Assembly Bill 1739, known collectively as the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (the Act); and

WHEREAS, the Act went into effect on January 1, 2015; and

WHEREAS, the Act seeks to provide sustainable management of groundwater basins, enhance local manage-
ment of groundwater, establish minimum standards for sustainable groundwater management, and provide local
groundwater agencies with the authority and the technical and financial assistance necessary to sustainably manage
groundwater; and

WHEREAS, upon execution of this joint powers agreement, the Parties intend for the joint powers agency
formed pursuant to this Agreement to elect to be the Groundwater Sustainability Agency within the boundaries
provided in Exhibit A for (name of basin) basin; and

WHEREAS, section 10720.7 of the Act requires all basins designated as high-or-medium priority basins desig-
nated in Bulletin 118 be managed under Groundwater Sustainability Plans or coordinated Groundwater Sustainability
Plans pursuant to the Act; and

WHEREAS, this joint powers agency’s service area overlies portions of (name of basin) basin, a Bulletin 118
designated (high or medium priority) basin; and

WHEREAS, the Parties, acting through and by the (name of basin) basin Groundwater Sustainability Agency
intend to work cooperatively with other Groundwater Sustainability Agencies operating in (name of basin) basin to
manage the basin in a sustainable fashion pursuant to the requirements set forth in the Act.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the promises, terms, conditions, and covenants contained herein, the
City of (name), the County of (name), and (name of party) hereby agree as follows.

Article 1. Definitions
As used in this Agreement, unless context requires otherwise, the meanings of the terms set forth below shall be as
follows:

1.1. “Act” refers to the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act.
1.2. “Agency” means the (name of basin) basin Groundwater Sustainability Agency.

1.3. “Agreement” means this Joint Powers Agreement, which creates the (name of basin) Basin
Groundwater Sustainability Agency
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1.4. “Committee” shall mean any committee established pursuant to Article thirteen (13) of this
Agreement.

1.5. “Effective Date” means the date on which the last Party executes this Agreement.

1.6. “Fiscal Year” means July 1 through June 30.

1.7. “Governing Board” means the governing body of the Agency.

1.8. “Board Member” or “Board Members” means members of the Agency’s Governing Board.

1.9. “Member’s Governing Body” means the Board of Directors or other voting body that controls
the individual public agencies that are members of the Agency.

1.10. “Member” means a public entity, including each of the Parties that satisfies the requirements of
Article fourteen (14) (Membership) of this Agreement.

1.11. “Special Project” means a project undertaken by some, but not all Members of the Agency.

1.12. “State” means the State of California

Article 2. Creation of a Separate Entity
2.1. Upon the effective date of this Agreement, Basin Groundwater Sustainability Agency (Agency) is hereby
created. Pursuant to the provisions of Article I, Chapter 5, Division 7 of Title 1 of the California Government Code,
commencing with section 6500, the Agency shall be a public agency separate from its members. The principle offices
shall be located at (name of city/county) or at such other place as the Governing Board shall determine.

2.2. The boundaries of the Agency shall be as follows [insert boundary description; Example: See Sacramento
Central Groundwater JPA, p. 5]. Attached hereto and incorporated herein is Exhibit A, a map showing the boundaries
of the Agency.

Article 3. Term
3.1. This Agreement shall become effective upon execution by each of the Parties and shall continue in full force
and effect until terminated pursuant to the provisions of Article 18 (Termination and Withdrawal).

Article 4. Purpose of the Agency
4.1. The purpose of this Agreement is to create a joint powers agency separate from its Members that will elect
to be the Groundwater Sustainability Agency for (either entire basin or portion of the basin).

4.2. To develop, adopt, and implement a Groundwater Sustainability Plan for (name of basin or portion of the

basin) in order to implement the Act’s requirements and achieve the sustainably goals outlined in the Act.

4.3. To involve the public and area stakeholders through outreach and engagement in developing and imple-
menting the (name of basin) Groundwater Sustainability Plan.

4.4. (If applicable) To coordinate and cooperate with other Groundwater Sustainability Agencies operating in
(name of basin) basin in order to meet the sustainability requirements outlined in the Act.

Article 5. Powers of the Agency
5.1. Restrictions on Exercise of Powers. In accordance with California Government Code section 6509, the following
powers shall be subject to the restrictions upon the manner of exercising such powers pertaining to (name a party).

NOTE: As discussed in Chapter 3, JPAs generally either contain a simple, broadly worded statement empow-
ering their agency or a very detailed list of the agency’s powers. This section will present both options.

5.1. Option One: Powers. The Agency is hereby authorized, in its own name, to do all acts necessary for carrying
out the purposes of this agreement. Upon successfully electing to be a Groundwater Sustainability Agency, the Agency
is hereby authorized to exercise all additional powers granted to Groundwater Sustainability Agencies in the Act.

5.1. Option Two: Powers. Subject to the limitations addressed herein, the Agency shall have the power, in the
name of the Agency to exercise the common powers of the Members, including but not limited to, the following:
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5.1.1. Employ agents, consultants, advisors, independent contractors, and employees.

5.1.2. Make and enter into contracts with public or private entities, including the State of California
and the United States, and one another.

5.1.3. Acquire, hold, and convey real and personal property.

5.1.4. Incur debts, obligations, and liabilities; and by unanimous vote of the Governing Board to issue
bonds, notes, or other similar evidence of debt.

5.1.5. To borrow money.

5.1.6. Accept contributions, grants, or loans from any public or private agency or individual in the
United States or any department, instrumentality, or agency thereof for the purpose of financing its
activities.

5.1.7. Invest money that is not needed for immediate necessities, as the Governing Board determines
advisable, in the same manner and upon the same conditions as other local entities in accordance with
section 53601 of the California Government Code.

5.1.8. Reimburse Agency members for the actual amounts of reasonable and necessary expenses
incurred in attending the Agency’s meetings or any committee of the Agency in performing the duties of
their officer, subject to Governing Board policy and budget authorization.

5.1.9. Sue and be sued; provided that a Member agency may determine not to participate in the affir-
mative litigation.

5.1.10. Undertake all other acts reasonable and necessary to carry out the Purpose of this Agreement.

5.1.11. Employ or retain a full time or part time supporting staff.

5.1.12. Exercise and/or delegate all additional powers granted to Groundwater Sustainability Agencies

by the Act upon successful election to be a Groundwater Sustainability Agency for (name of basin) basin.

5.2. The Agency shall not have the power to bind any Member to any monetary obligation whatsoever by this
Agreement other than that unanimously authorized by the mutual written consent of the Members.

5.3. The Agency and all of its Members confirm that nothing contained herein shall grant the Agency any power
to alter any water right, contract right, or any similar right held by its Members, or amend Member’s water delivery
practice, course of dealing, or conduct without the express consent of the holder thereof.

Article 6. Agency Governing Board
NOTE: This section will present three governing board formation options. Parties may need to edit these clauses to
reflect their governing board’s seat total, parties represented, and respective member appointing powers.

6.1. Governing Board Option One. Membership of Governing Board. The Agency shall be governed by a
Governing Board consisting of one (1) Board Member representing each Member.

6.2. Requirements. Each Board Member must be appointed by one of the Members and sit on the Governing
Board of the appointing Member. Each Board Member shall certify to the Secretary in writing that he or she has
been appointed to be a Board Member by the Member and that he or she meets the qualifications established by
this section, 6.2.

6.3. Alternate Board Members. Each Member shall appoint one Alternate Board Member. The Alternate Board
Member must meet the requirements set forth in section 6.2. Alternate Board Members have no vote at Governing
Board meetings if the Board Member is present. If the Board Member is not present, the Alternate Board Member
shall be entitled to participate in all respects as a regular Board Member.

6.4. Removal of Board Members. Board Members and Alternate Board Members shall serve at the pleasure of
their appointing Member’s Governing Board and may be removed or replaced at any time. A Board Member that no
longer meets the qualifications set forth in section 6.2 is automatically removed from the Agency Governing Board.
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Upon removal of a Board Member, the Alternate Board Member shall serve as a Board Member until a new Board
Member is appointed by the Member. Members must submit any changes in Board Member or Alternate Board
Member positions to the Secretary in writing and signed by the Member.

6.1. Governing Board Option Two. Formation of Governing Board. The Agency shall be governed by a Governing
Board consisting of nine (9) seats. (NOTE: Parties should free to change member appointment allocation as needed)
6.1.1. Member 1, Member 2, Member 3, and Member 4 will each appoint one (1) Board Member to the
Governing Board.

6.1.2. Member 5 will appoint three (3) Board Members to the Governing Board.
6.1.3. Member 6 will appoint two (2) Board Members to the Governing Board.

6.2. Requirements. The Board Members shall be directors, officers, or employees of the Members. Each Board
Member shall certify to the Secretary in writing that he or she has been appointed to be a Board Member by the
Member and that he or she meets the qualifications established by this section 6.2.

6.3. Alternate Board Member. Each Member shall appoint one Alternate Board Member for each Board Member
itappoints. Alternate Board Members shall have no vote if the Board Member is present. If the Board Member is not
present, the Alternate Board Member appointed by the Member to act in his/her place may cast a vote.

6.4. Removal of Board Members. Board Members and Alternate Board Members serve at the pleasure of their
respective Members and may be removed or replaced at any time. Upon removal of a Board Member, the Alternate
Board Member shall serve as Board Member until a new Board Member is appointed by the Member. Members
must submit any changes in Board Member or Alternate Board Member positions to the Secretary in writing and
signed by the Member.

6.1. Governing Board Option Three. Membership of Governing Board. The governing body of the Agency shall
be a Governing Board of fourteen (14) members consisting of the following representatives who shall be appointed
in the manner set forth in (list section of agreement where appointing procedure is addressed). The composition
of the Governing Board is as follows:

6.1.1. An elected member of the governing board or designated employee of each of the following
public agencies: (List public agencies; examples, cities, counties, sanitation district, water district.)

6.1.2. An elected member from the governing board of each of the following public agencies:

6.1.3. A member of the board of directors, or designee thereof, of each of the following private water
purveyors or investor owned utilities:

6.2. Appointment of Members to the Governing Board. In order to represent the constituents of some of the
Parties, certain Members will be empowered to appoint representative members to the Governing Board as follows:

>«

(NOTE: Parties utilizing this option will want to define the following “interests” in their JPA’s “definitions” section).
6.2.1. County shall appoint the following representative as members of the Governing Board:
o One representative of Agricultural Interests within the boundaries of the Agency.

«  One representative of Disadvantaged Communities that rely on groundwater within the
boundaries of the Agency.

o One representative of Conservation Interests within the boundaries of the Agency.

o One representative of a Private Water Company or Mutual Water Company that pumps
groundwater within the boundaries of the Agency.

6.2.2. (name of water district) Water District shall appoint the following representatives as members of
the governing board:

+  One representative of de minimus or domestic extractors that use two acre-feet or less per year;
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o One representative from mid-sized agricultural groundwater users extracting more than (list
number) acre-feet per year;

o One representative from large agricultural groundwater users, extracting more than (list number)
acre-feet per year.

6.3. Adjustment to Composition of the Governing Board. Should the circumstances change in the future, any
person or entity may petition the Members hereto to amend this Agreement so as to add or delete representatives to
the Governing Board to accurately reflect groundwater production within the boundaries of the authority.

6.4. Terms of Office. The term of office for (party name) and (party name) members for each member of the
Agency’s Governing Board is four (4) years. For the purpose of providing staggered terms of office, the term of the
initial representatives appointed by (party name), shall be for a period of two (2) years. Thereafter, the term of officer
for each representative appointed by (list party name(s)), shall be for a period of four (4) years. Each member of the
Governing Board shall serve at the pleasure of the appointing member and may be removed from the Governing
Board by the appointing members at any time. If at any time a vacancy occurs on the Governing Board, a replace-
ment shall be appointed to fill the unexpired term of the previous Board Member pursuant to (provision outlining
appointing procedure) and within ninety (90) days of the date that such position becomes vacant.

Article 7. Associate Members
7.1. Associate Member. (name party) may be an associate member of the Agency. Associate members shall be
entitled to participate in the meetings and discussions of the Governing Board but associate members shall not have
the power to vote on any action to be taken by the Agency or to become an officer of the Agency.

7.2. Removal or Addition of Associate Members. The Governing Board may remove any associate member or
appoint any party or individual as an associate member upon an affirmative vote from three quarters of Board
Members.

Article 8. Officers
8.1. Officers. The Governing Board shall select a Chairman, Vice-Chairman, Secretary, and any other officers
as determined necessary by the Governing Board.

8.1.1. The Chairman shall preside at all Governing Board Meetings.

8.1.2. The Vice-Chairman shall act in place of the Chairman at meetings should the Chairman be
absent.

8.1.3. The Secretary shall keep minutes of all meetings of the Governing Board and shall, as soon as
possible after each meeting, forward a copy of the minutes to each member and alternate of the Governing
Board.

8.1.4. All Officers shall be chosen at the first Governing Board meeting and serve a term for two (2)
years. An Officer may serve for multiple consecutive terms. Any Officer may resign at any time upon
written notice to the commission.

Article 9. Treasurer, Controller, and Legal Counsel

9.1. Treasurer and Controller. The [select specific member] treasurer shall act as treasurer and controller for
the Agency. The controller of the Agency shall cause an independent audit of the Agency’s finances to be made by
a certified public accountant in compliance with California Government Code section 6505. The treasurer of the
Agency shall be the depositor and shall have custody of all money of the Agency from whatever source. The controller
of the Agency shall draw warrants and pay demands against the Agency when the demands have been approved
by the Agency or any authorized representative pursuant to any delegation of Agency adopted by the Agency. The
treasurer and controller shall comply strictly with the provisions of statutes relating to their duties found in Chapter
5 (commencing with section 6500) of Division 7 if Title 1 of the California Government Code.

9.2. Legal Counsel. The Governing Board shall appoint legal counsel as it deems appropriate.
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Article 10. Executive Director
10.1. Appointment. The Governing Board shall hire an Executive Director who shall be compensated for his or
her services, as determined by the Governing Board.

10.2. Duties. The Executive Director shall be the chief administration officer or the Agency, shall serve at the
pleasure of the Governing Board, and shall be responsible to the Governing Board for the proper and efficient
administration of the Agency. The Executive Director shall have the powers designated in the Bylaws.

10.3. Staff. The Executive Director shall employ such additional full-time and or part-time employees, assistants,
and independent contractors that may be necessary from time to time to accomplish the purposes of the Agency,
subject to the approval of the Governing Board for any contract in excess of (list dollar amount).

Article 11. Governing Board Voting
11.1. Voting Option One. Quorum. A majority of Board Members shall constitute a quorum for the transaction
of business. In the absence of a quorum, any meeting of the Governing Board may be adjourned from time to time
by a majority present, but no other business may be transacted.

11.2. Board Member Votes. Each Board Member shall have one (1) vote. Except as otherwise specified in this
Agreement, all decisions, including the decision of whether or not to initiate litigation, shall be made by the affirma-
tive vote of a majority of Board Members.

11.1. Voting Option Two. Quorum. Two-thirds of Board Members shall constitute a quorum for the transaction
of Agency business. Any Board Member abstaining from a vote shall be counted for purposes of determining the
existence of a quorum, but shall not be deemed to be voting.

11.2. Board Member Votes. Each Board Member (or in his or her absence Alternate Board Member) shall be
entitled to one (1) vote. Any action by the Governing Board shall require a two-thirds vote of all Board Members.

Any amendment to this Agreement shall be governed by section 19.3 of this Agreement.

11.3. Committee Voting Procedures. Two-thirds of members of a committee shall constitute a quorum. All
questions and matters of any nature coming before any committee shall be determined, provided a quorum is
present, by the concurrence of 75 percent of members of such committee (as applicable) present and voting on such
matter. Any committee member abstaining from a vote shall be counted for purposes of determining the existence
of a quorum, but shall not be deemed to be voting.

11.1. Voting Option Three. Quorum. A majority of the members of the Governing Board shall constitute a
quorum for purposes of transacting business, except less than a quorum may vote to adjourn a meeting.

11.2. Board Member Votes. Each member of the Governing Board of the Agency shall have one (1) vote. With
the exception to fiscal items in section 11.3 and 11.4 below, an affirmative vote by a majority of all Board Members
is required to approve any item.

11.3. Voting on Fiscal Items. Fiscal items, including but not limited to, approval of the annual budget of the
Agency and any expenditures, shall require an affirmative vote by a majority of all the Board Members that includes
affirmative votes by all of the representatives of (name parties whose vote must be included).

11.4. Voting on Annual Contributions. Any change in annual contributions necessary to support the work of
the Agency shall require an affirmative vote of (list number) Board Members out of the total (list number) Board
Members (Example 11 votes out of 16 possible votes) that includes affirmative votes by all of the representatives of
(list parties).

Article 12. Agency Meetings
12.1. Initial Meeting. The initial meeting of the Agency’s Governing Board shall be called by (name party) and
held in (name location (ex. city or county)), California within (number of days) days of the effective date of this
Agreement.
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12.2. Time and Place. The Governing Board shall meet at least quarterly at a time and place set by the Governing
Board, and at such other times as determined by the Governing Board.

12.3. Conduct. All meetings of the Governing Board shall be noticed, held, and conducted in accordance with
the Ralph. M. Brown Act to the extent applicable. Board Members and Alternate Board Members may use telecon-
ferencing in connection with any meeting in conformance with and to the extent authorized by the applicable laws.

Article 13. Committee Formation
13.1. Internal Committee Formation. There shall be established such internal committees as the Governing
Board shall determine from time to time. Each such internal committee shall be comprised of representatives of
the Members, shall exist for the term specified in the action establishing the committee, shall meet as directed by
the Governing Board, and shall make recommendations to the Governing Board on the various activities of the
Agency. The Governing Board may delegate authority to the internal committee to administer or implement the
various activities of the Agency.

13.2. External Advisory Committee Formation. The Governing Board shall establish one or more advisory
committees comprised of diverse social, cultural, and economic elements of the population and area stakeholders
within (name of basin). The Governing Board shall encourage the active involvement of the advisory committee(s)
prior to and during the development and implementation of the Groundwater Sustainability Plan. The Governing
Board will ensure that at least one (1) member from the Governing Board or Agency employee attends and participates
in each advisory committee meeting.

Article 14. Membership
14.1. Initial Members. The initial Members of the Agency shall be (list all parties) as long as they have not,
pursuant to the provisions thereof, withdrawn from this Agreement in accordance with the terms thereof.

14.2. New Members. Additional Parties may join this Agreement and become a Member provided that the
prospective new member, (a) is eligible to join a Groundwater Sustainability Agency as provided by the Act, (b)
possesses powers common to all other Members, (c) receives an affirmative vote from a majority of Board Members,
(d) pays all previously incurred costs that the Governing Board determines have resulted in benefit to their agency,
(e) pays all applicable fees and charges, and (f) agrees in writing to the terms and conditions of this Agreement.

Article 15. Specific Projects
15.1. Projects. The Agency intends to carry out activities in furtherance of its purposes and consistent with the
powers established by the Agreement with the participation of all Members.

15.2. Member Specific Projects. In addition to the general activities undertaken by all Members of the Agency,
the Agency may initiate specific projects or litigation that involves less than all Members. No Member shall be
required to be involved in a Project that involves less than all the Members.

15.3. Project Agreement. Prior to undertaking any project or litigation that does not involve all Member Agencies,
the Members electing to participate in the Project shall enter into a Project Agreement. A Member may elect not to
participate in a specific project or litigation matter by providing notice and not entering into the Project Agreement
specific to the matter in which the Member has elected not to participate. Each Project Agreement shall provide the
terms and conditions by which the Members that enter into the Project Agreement will participate in the Project.
All assets, rights, benefits, and obligations attributable to the Project shall be assets, rights, benefits, and obligations
of those Members which have entered into the Project Agreement. Any debts, liabilities, obligations, or indebtedness
incurred by the Agency in regard to a particular Project shall be the debts, liabilities, obligations, and indebtedness
of those Members who have executed the Project Agreement in accordance with the terms thereof and shall not be
the debts, liabilities, obligations, and indebtedness of those Members who have not executed the Project Agreement.
Further, to the extent the Project is litigation, the Members who have not entered into the Project Agreement shall
not be named or otherwise listed in the pleadings and/or appear on litigation materials.
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15.4. Governing Board Approval. The Governing Board shall have the authority to disapprove any Project Agree-
ment upon a determination that the Project Agreement has specific, substantial adverse impacts upon Members that
have not executed the Project Agreement.

Article 16. Budget and Expenses
16.1. Option One. Budget. The Governing Board shall approve a budget at its initial meeting and before the
beginning of each fiscal year thereafter. Funding for the budget shall be provided in equal proportion by each Party,
except as to specific projects or litigation matters in which a Member has not elected to participate. Each Member’s
Governing Body shall authorize its funding contribution before the beginning of the fiscal year.

16.2. Each of the Parties may, but are not required to, contribute additional money, office space, furnishings,
equipment, supplies, or services as their respective Governing Boards may deem appropriate.

16.3. Funds may also be derived through State and Federal grants, or other available sources. The Agency may
also apply for available State and Federal funds and shall make new and additional applications from time to time
as appropriate. The Agency may also establish and collect various fees, leases, or rents as may be authorized by law
under the common powers of all the Parties.

16.4. The Agency may accepts and expend funds from public or private sources subject to the legal restrictions
which are set forth in the common powers of the Parties for the purpose of carrying out its powers, duties, respon-
sibilities, and obligations specified in this Agreement.

16.5. The Agency shall be limited to the making of expenditures or incurring of liabilities in the amount of the
appropriations allowed by the budget as adopted and revised by the Agency.

16.1. Option Two. General Expense Accounts. For the purpose of funding general expenses for the ongoing
operations of the Agency, there shall be established by the Governing Board and approved in connection with the
annual budget process a General Expense Account. Contributions to the General Expense Account shall be allocated
fifty (50) percent to (name of party) and fifty (50) percent to (name of party).

16.2. Project Expense. Expenses associated with each Project shall be allocated among those Members partici-
pating in the Project. The method of allocation shall me established by the participating members through the
Project Agreement.

16.1. Option Three. The Agency shall initially be funded as follows:

16.2. City and County Contributions. Annual contribution by the Cities of (list city) and County of (list county)
in the amount of ten thousand dollars ($10,000.00) each. (These entities shall not be required to pay any additional
fee or assessment, such as those described in 16.4.).

16.3. Water Agency Contributions. An annual contribution by each of those Water Agencies represented on the
Governing Board in the amount of six thousand dollars ($6,000.00).

16.4. Groundwater Extractor Contribution. An annual contribution of those water purveyors represented on the
Governing Board, other than those entities listed in subsection 16.2 above, that are actively delivering groundwater,
calculated at the rate of (list price) per acre foot of groundwater pumped from the basin.

16.5. Budgets. Within ninety (90) days after the first meeting of the Governing Board of the Agency, and thereafter
prior to the commencement of each fiscal year, the Governing Board shall adopt a budget for the Authority for the
ensuing fiscal year.

16.6. Changing Annual Contributions. The Governing Board of the Agency may, at its discretion, adjust the
funding contributions set forth in this article, subject with the voting requirements prescribed in this Agreement.

Article 17. Liability and Indemnification
17.1. Liability. In accordance with California Government Code section 6508.1, the debts, liabilities, and obliga-
tions of the Agency shall be the debts, liabilities, and obligations of the Agency alone, and not the Members.
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17.2. Option One. Indemnification. The Agency shall indemnity, defend, and save harmless the Members, their
officers, agents, and employees, from and against any and all claims and losses whatsoever, occurring or resulting
to persons, firms, or corporations furnishing or supplying work, services, materials or supplies to the Agency in
connection with the performance of this Agreement, and, except as expressly provided by law, from any and all
claims and losses accruing or resulting to any persons, firm or corporation, for damage, injury, or death arising
out of or connected with the Agency’s performance of its obligations under this Agreement. The Agency may also
acquire such policies of directors and officers liability insurance and in such amounts as the Governing Board shall
deem prudent.

17.2. Option Two. Indemnification. The members of the Governing Board, officers, and employees of the Authority
shall use ordinary care and reasonable diligence in the exercise of their powers, and in the performance of their
duties pursuant to this Agreement. They shall not be liable to the parties to this agreement for any mistake of judge-
ment or any other action made, taken, or omitted by any agent, employee, or independent contractor selected with
reasonable care, nor for loss incurred through the investment of the Agency’s funds, or failure to invest the same.

17.3. To the extent authorized under California law, no Board Member, officer, or employee of the Agency shall
be responsible for any action made, taken, or omitted, by any other Board Member, officer or employee.

17.4. The funds of the Agency shall be used to defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the Agency and any Board
Member, officer, or employee of the Agency for actions taken in good faith and within the scope of his or her authority.
Nothing herein shall limit the right of the Authority to purchase insurance or to create a self-insurance mechanism
to provide coverage for the foregoing indemnity.

Article 18. Withdrawal and Termination
18.1. Withdrawal. A Member may unilaterally withdraw from this Agreement without causing or requiring
termination of this Agreement, effective upon sixty (60) days written notice the remaining Members.

18.2. Effect of Withdrawal. Any Member who withdraws shall remain obligated to pay its share of all debts,
liabilities, and obligations of the Agency incurred or accrued prior to the effective date of such withdrawal, other than

debts, liabilities, and obligations incurred pursuant to any Project Agreement to which the withdrawing Member
is not a participant.

18.3. Termination of Agency. This Agreement may be rescinded and the Agency terminated by unanimous

written consent of all Members, except during the outstanding term of any Agency indebtedness. Nothing in this
Agreement shall prevent the Members from entering into other joint exercise of power agreements.

18.4. Disposition of Agency Assets upon Termination.

18.4.1. Surplus Funds. Upon termination of this Agreement, any reserves or surplus money on-hand
shall be returned to the Members in the same proportion said Members have funded such reserves or
surplus, in accordance with California Government Code section 6512.

18.4.2. Agency Property. The Agency shall first offer any assets of the Agency for sale to the Members
on terms and conditions determined by the Governing Board. If no such sale to Members is consummated,

the Board shall offer the assets of the Agency for sale to any non-member for good and adequate consider-
ation on terms and conditions determined by the Governing Board.

Article 19. Miscellaneous
19.1. Notices. Notices hereunder shall be sufficient if delivered via electronic mail, First-Class mail or facsimile
transmission to the addresses following the Party signature blocks hereafter.

19.2. Bylaws. At, or as soon as practicable after the first Governing Board meeting the Governing Board shall
draft and approve Bylaws of the Agency to govern day-to-day operations of the Agency.

19.3. Amendment. This Agreement may be amended at any time, by mutual agreement of the Members, provided
that before any amendments shall be operative or valid, it shall be reduced to writing and signed by all Members
hereto.
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19.4. Severability. If any provision of this Agreement is determined to be invalid or unenforceable, the remaining
provisions will remain in force and unaffected to the fullest extent permitted by law and regulation.

19.5. Execution in Counterparts. The Parties intend to execute this Agreement in counterparts. It is the intent of
the Parties to hold one (1) counterpart with single original signatures to evidence the Agreement and to thereafter

forward (# of Parties to Agreement) other original counterparts on a rotating basis for all signatures. Thereafter,
each Party shall be delivered an originally executed counterpart with all Party signatures.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto execute this Agreement on the date first written above.

<<SIGNATURE BLOCKS>>

Photo: CA DWR
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