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KERN GROUNDWATER AUTHORITY 

 
Regular Meeting of Board of Directors 

May 23, 2018, 8:00 a.m. 

1115 Truxtun Ave., Bakersfield, CA 93301 

3rd Floor – Conference Room 

 
 

AGENDA 
 

This meeting is held in accordance with the Brown Act pursuant to Section 54956 of the 

California Government Code and the Kern Fan Authority Joint Powers Agreement. 

 

1. Roll Call - Quorum Determination 

In the absence of a quorum of the Board the meeting will be adjourned. 

 

2. Public Input 

This portion of the meeting is set aside to provide the public an opportunity to bring to 

the attention of the Board matters of which the Board may not be aware and which are 

not on the current agenda.  No action can be taken on any matter raised during this 

portion of the meeting; however, a Board member may request that the matter be placed 

on any future agenda for further review and possible action.  Members of the public may 

directly address the Board of Directors on any item of interest within the Board’s subject 

matter jurisdiction, before or during the Board’s consideration of the item. The President 

may limit the time allowed for comment. 

 

3. Approval of Minutes 

 a. April 25, 2018 Regular Board Meeting Minutes* 

 

4. Treasurer’s Report 

 a. Accounts Payable/Receivable*   

 

5. Basin Coordinator/Planning Manager Report 

a. Groundwater Modeling & Woodard & Curran Peer Review Cost Share 

i. Approval of revised Participation Percentages* - exceeded 2% adjustments  

b. Approval of P&P Proposal for Grant Administration for the Prop 1 Grant* 

c. Approval of P&P Proposal for Prop 1 - Water Quality, Supply and Infrastructure 

Improvement Act of 2014 Grant (ITRC & Remote Sensing) * 

d. Presentation and Approval of Communication and Engagement Plan* 

e. Approval to send out letter – Development of Coordination Agreement* 

f. SAA#4 – Need to organize Activity Agreement Management Committee 



      
 

 

• Denotes Action Item 

g. Presentation of SGMA Litigation Expense Sharing Pool under ACWA – Ernest 

Conant 

h. Policy Coordination Meeting Update  

i. Accomplishments 

j. Forward Work Plan  

 

 

6. New Business 

This Portion of the Meeting is set aside to provide each Board member an opportunity to 

bring to the attention of other Board members and the public matters which have come to 

their attention and/or which may be appropriate for future consideration.  No action can 

be taken on any matter raised during this portion of the meeting, however, a Board 

member may request that the matter be placed on any future agenda for further review 

and possible action. 

 

7. Correspondence 

 

8. Attorney(s) Report 

 

9.   Closed Session  

 a. Conference with Legal Counsel – Potential Litigation: Closed Session 

pursuant to Government Code section 54956.9(d)(2),(e)(1) (one matter) 

 

10. Closed Session Action 

 

11. Adjournment 

 
A person with a qualifying disability under the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 may request the Authority 

provide disability-related modification or accommodation in order to participate in any public meeting of the 

Authority.  Such assistance includes appropriate alternative formats for the agendas and agenda packets. Requests 

should be made in person, by telephone, facsimile and/or written correspondence to the Authority office, at least 48 

hours before a public Authority meeting. Written materials related to an item on this agenda to be considered in 

open session that are public documents and that are distributed to board members after the posting of the agenda, 

will be made available for public inspection when they are so distribution at the office of the Authority located at 

849 Allen Road, Bakersfield, California during normal business hours.  Documents that are public documents 

provided by others during a meeting will be available at the same location during business hours after the meeting. 
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JPA Board Meeting Minutes
Kern Groundwater Authority
Wednesday, April 25, 2018

JPA DISTRICT REPRESENTATIVES AND ALTERNATES PRESENT
Raul Barraza Jr, Arvin Community Services District
Kevin Pascoe, Arvin-Edison WSD
John Gaugel, Cawelo WD
Royce Fast & Marty Milobar, KCWA
Supervisor David Couch, County of Kern
Andrew Pandol, Kern-Tulare WD
Bill Taube, Kern Water Bank Authority
Kevin Andrew, North Kern Water Storage District
Jason Selvidge & Gary Unruh, Rosedale-Rio Bravo WSD
Rick Wegis, Semitropic WSD
Jim Regan, SSJMUD
Dana Munn, Shafter-Wasco ID
Ryan Fachin, Tejon-Castaic WD
Gary Morris, West Kern WD
Greg Hammett & Rob Goff, Westside District Water Authority
Dennis Mullins, Wheeler Ridge-Maricopa WSD

JPA DISTRICT REPRESENTATIVES AND ALTERNATES ABSENT
Steve Hurlbert, City of Shafter

OTHERS PRESENT
Alan Peake, Arvin Community Services District
Jeevan Muhar, Arvin-Edison WSD
Steve Collup, Arvin-Edison WSD
Dave Hampton, Cawelo WD
Matthew Moyry, GEI Consultants
Michelle Ricker, GEI Consultants
Max Bricker, Henry Miller WD
Dick Diamond, North Kern WSD
Florn Core, Kern County Administration Office
Holly Melton, Kern County Water Agency
Gene Lundquist, ID4
Dave Beard, ID4
Mark Mulkay, Kern Delta WD
Rich Tillema, Kern Delta WD
Kevin Antongiovanni, Kern Delta WD
Costas Cecero, Kern-Tulare WD
Robert Hartsock, McMurtrey, Hartsock & Worth
Marinelle Duarosan, NKWSD
Valerie Kincaid, O’Laughlin, Paris, LLP
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Rebecca Gomez, Provost & Pritchard
Terry Erlewine, Provost & Pritchard
Patty Poire, Kern Groundwater Authority
Lori Honea, Rosedale-Rio Bravo WSD
Eric Averett, Rosedale-Rio Bravo WSD
Roland Gross, SSJMUD
Bret Sill, Sill Properties
Max Bricker, Westside District Water Authority
Tim Gobler, Wonderful Orchards
Ernest Conant, Young Wooldridge
Scott Kuney, Young Wooldridge
Devon Yurosek, Yurosek Farming
Don Wright
Craig Lynch, Lynch & Lynch, LLP
Jim Beck, Hallmark Group
Alan Doud, Young Wooldridge
Ron Kluge, McIntosh & Associates
Jeff, Barbich, Hooper, King, Dill, Hoffman

1. Call to Order – Director Mullins called the meeting to order at 8:03 a.m. after it was
confirmed there was a quorum. The Board met the threshold for a quorum under the
JPA and operated under it.

2. Public Comments – None

3. Approval of Minutes
a. March 28, 2018 Regular Board Meeting Minutes

A motion was made by Director Andrew and seconded by Director Fachin to
approve the March 28, 2018 Regular Board Meeting Minutes. The motion was
unanimously carried.

4. Treasurer’s Report
a. Accounts Payable/Receivable– Mr. Diamond presented the Treasurer’s Report

Memo for the period from March 1, 2018 through March 31, 2018. Exhibit A of
the Treasurer’s Report showed the beginning cash balance of $17,198.08.
Deposits received were in the amount of $235,264, all related to General
Account 2018 cash call #1. Billings went out to Members for Special Activities
Agreement #1 & #4. After disbursement of expenses totaling $222,153.66, the
cash balance at the end of March was $30,308.28 and a net asset balance of
539,293.39. An action was requested to approve the Treasurer’s report for the
month of March and approve payables in the amount of $51,094.77. A motion
to approve treasurer’s report and payables was made by Director Andrew and
seconded by Director Pascoe. The motion was unanimously carried.

b. Presentation of 2016 Financial Audit – Mr. Jeff King with BHK presented
financial audit for 2016 and reviewed the governance letter provided to the
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board with details of the audit process and included findings and
recommendations.  Mr. King stated his firm has performed the financial audit
over the last couple of years. There were no issues or disagreements with the
audit process or financial statements.  Mr. King complemented the financial
management system structure in place which includes an involved board and
Provost and Pritchard as another layer of management.  At the end of 2016 the
current assets were $270,703 and the unrestricted balance was $46,608. A
motion was made by Director Fast to accept the 2016 Financial Audit and
seconded by Director Selvidge. The motion was unanimously carried.

c. Approve proposal for the 2017 Financial Audit – Mr. King reviewed the proposal
provided to the board to perform financial audit for 2017.  Mr. King stated the
2017 audit will cost $6,000. A motion was made by Director Selvidge to approve
the BHK proposal to perform 2017 financial audit and seconded by Director
Andrew.  The motion was unanimously carried.

5. Basin Coordinator/ Planning Manager Report
a. Special Activities Agreement – Ms. Poire reported that the KRGSA provided a

cost share letter agreement for the TODD groundwater model for the Kern basin.
Mr. Mullins stated costs were originally anticipated back on January 17, 2017
with the proposal from TODD Groundwater to the KRGSA, Attachment 1 of the
cost share letter. The cost share letter participation percentages are based on
acreage, Attachment 2. Flexibility is needed for acreage numbers to be adjusted
as the process of SGMA continues thus a “true up” is recommended at the end
of the process. Preliminary numbers could change up to 2% depending on acre
fluctuation due to confirmation of Greenfield, McFarland and Lamont. A motion
was made by Director Selvidge to authorize the execution of Todd
Groundwater’s Agreement for cost sharing, approve participation in the
percentages that are subject to change up to 2% and approve cash call for cost
sharing of $432,000 with a “true-up” at the end of the process, seconded by
Director Wegis.  Motion was unanimously carried.

b. Approval to submit Agreement to KRGSA for RMC Peer Review cost sharing –
Ms. Poire presented a cost share letter agreement from KGA to KRGSA to
participate in Woodard & Curran RMC Peer Review for costs of $44,928. This
cost share letter agreement is for the proposal dated June 19, 2017 under
Subtask 1.2 Review of Todd’s Scope, Identify Gaps and Develop Coordination
Plan.   Participation is based on acreage, currently Greenfield, McFarland and
Lamont need to have confirmation.  Preliminary numbers can change up to 2%
depending on acre fluctuations. A motion was made by Director Fast to approve
execution of agreement on behalf of KGA for Peer Review and cost of $44,928
and seconded by Director Taube subject to confirmation of acreage and to send
to KRGSA, Buena Vista, and Olcese for their board approval to participate The
motion was unanimously carried.

c. Approval of boundary adjustment with KRGSA & Lamont PUD – Ms. Poire
presented request for boundary adjustment to take Lamont PUD lands out of
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KGA boundary and move them to KRGSA. Request will be submitted to DWR
from KGA to remove lands from KGA boundary once the KRGSA submits a
request to DWR to allow Lamont PUD lands be added to their boundary. A
motion was made by Director Pascoe to submit boundary adjustment request to
DWR and seconded by Director Barraza once KRGSA has submitted their request
to add. The motion was unanimously carried.

d. GSP Development Schedule Status – Mr. Erlewine reviewed the GSP schedule.
GSP background information is currently being prepared including groundwater
fundamentals on a basin level that is scheduled to be completed in a month.
Over the next 6 months, the contents of “chapters” will be drafted by individual
KGA members, with information on sustainable management criteria,
managements plans and supply projects. “Chapters” for districts will need to be
drafted by the end of the year and public drafts will need to be available by July
2019.  Plans will be submitted to DWR January 2020.

e. Policy Coordination Meeting Update – Director Mullins reported that the
various GSA’s meet together monthly.  Last month’s meeting focus was
workshops and outreach. Kern River is working on having a workshop scheduled
in their area this summer. Ms. Poire reported that at the policy coordination
meetings, the various GSA’s agreed to coordinate and collaborate on
communication, outreach and engagement, it is important that everyone is on
the same page and the same message is being delivered to the public at all of
workshops. KGA’s first workshop will be tomorrow night, April 26th in Shafter at
the Veteran’s Hall. Self Help assisted in preparation and coordination.  Outreach
is a major component of the SGMA process. All GSA’s are required to participate
in outreach. The Outreach & Communication Plan will be available for review at
the Coordination Committee meeting for comments prior to the KGA Board
meeting. Workshops are advertised through email blast and posts; City of
Shafter has posted the workshop all over Shafter and Wasco.  Kern County Farm
Bureau and Water Association of Kern County sent an email blast to over 3,000
of their members notifying them of the workshop. Self Help has reached out to
the Spanish speaking community as well. The outreach and communications
plan will be available for review at the next board meeting.

f. Accomplishments – Mr. Erlewine stated the accomplishments memo included in
the board package for reference.

g. Forward Work Plan – Mr. Erlewine stated the forward work plan is included in
the board package for reference.

6. GSP Basin Setting Narrative – Matt Mayry with GEI stated the basin setting draft is
done and has gone through senior review. Sections to be finalized this week include
water level data, seasonal high contour map for Spring of 2015 and seasonal low map,
change in storage calculations based on KCWA and CASGEM water level data for
calculations. Over all completed data include geology regional basin settings, the
physical properties of the principal aquafers the mapping physical characteristics of the
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basin including lateral extents in base of the aquifers, soils, recharge areas, surface
water bodies, topography and groundwater and eco-systems.

7. New Business – No new business to report.

8. Correspondence – No correspondence to report.

9. Attorney(s) Report – Ms. Kincaid stated that work will continue with Kern River GSA on
the Prop 1 cost sharing agreements.

10. Adjournment – Director Mullins adjourned the board meeting at 8:58 a.m.









































































































130 N. Garden Street 

Visalia, CA 93291-6362 

Tel:  (559) 636-1166 

Fax:  (559) 636-1177 

www.ppeng.com  

 

Engineering  Surveying  Planning  Environmental  GIS  Construction Services  Hydrogeology  Consulting 

Fresno    Bakersfield    Visalia    Clovis    Modesto    Los Banos    Chico    Merced   

Memorandum 
To:   Kern Groundwater Authority Board of Directors 

From:   Trilby Barton, Public Outreach Coordinator, Provost & Pritchard Consulting Group 

Subject:  Stakeholder Survey Results – Monthly Progress Report 

Date:   May 23, 2018 

The Kern Groundwater Authority’s Stakeholder Survey was finalized during the week of April 16, 
2018.  Hard copies and the link to the online version of the survey are being circulated 
throughout Kern County.  A Spanish version of the survey is also available online. To date, Kern 
Groundwater Authority has received 57 responses.  This memo summarizes the responses 
received to date.   
 

Progress Report of Kern Groundwater Authority Stakeholder Survey Results   
Stakeholder Type: (57 responses) 

Agricultural User 36 Domestic Well Owner/User 24 

Municipal Well Operator 3 Public Water Systems 9 

Local Land Use Planning Agency  Environmental User 2 

Surface Water User 15 Native American Tribe 1 

Disadvantaged/Rural Community 
Resident 

5 City Resident 14 

Food Processor 2 Industrial User/Oil Producer 1 

Entity monitoring and reporting groundwater elevations in all or part of the 
groundwater basin 

2 
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1. Are you familiar with Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) regulations?  
(57 responses) 

 
 

2. Are you currently working on or discussing groundwater management in this region?  
(57 responses) 

 
 

3. Do you own or manage/operate land in this region? (57 responses) 
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4.  Where are you getting your water supply? (55 responses) 

 
 

5. Agriculture & Domestic Well Users:  What is your well(s) depth? (45 responses) 
• 1000 ft • We have many wells at different depths 

• 1200 ft. • 700' 

• 670' • Aprox. 400 ft. 

• 600 Feet  • 450 Ft. 

• multiple wells over 1000 ft deep, water is 
drawn from 400 ft 

• 750-950 

• 900 feet, 500, 950, 850 • 600 feet 

• 1800 • 600-1,020 feet depth, 440-520 feet pump 
depth 

• 600' • 600-1020 feet depth and pumping depth 
440-520 feet 

• Between 300 and 800 feet • 540, 850, 750, 900 

• 600ft up to 1,020ft • 100-1300 

• 600ft • 488 

• Varies • varies 

• 120ft • several wells, 400' - 1400' 

• 800ft • 260' to 1200' 

• 800ft • 1300 feet 

• 1000ft • Private 700, public 500, 350, public 
community water 

• 600' - 1000' • 500' 

• 400ft • 800' 

• good question • two ranches only getting ground water. 

• 800-1200' • 875 feet 

• 600 ft • Varies 

• 2000 ft •  
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6. Agriculture & Domestic Well Users:  Has your well(s) ever gone dry?  (47 responses) 

 
If yes, when? (12 response) 

• 3 in the last 5 years 

• July 2016 

• various months and years 

• 06/2015 

• We have had several domestic and farm wells go dry in the last 
couple years 

• 2015 

• 2015 

• 201,320,142,015 

• 2014 

• July 2015 

• 1997 

 
7. If you are an Agricultural User, do you: (38 responses) 
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8. How reliable is your current groundwater supply? (48 responses) 
• Very (other than some high arsenic 

levels) 
• very 

• Very reliable • Good 

• Prior to SGMA, very reliable • Somewhat 

• excellent  • pretty good 

• Unknown given the state undelivered 
water 

• As reliable as the rain. 

• very reliable • Reliable in conjunction with surface water 

• Reliable • Reliable in conjunction with surface water 

• Reliable  • reliable-  because I've spent money on 
them  and have maintained them 

• Good • Arvin CSD has sufficient wells 

• Our wells are good, so currently the 
supply is very reliable 

• good 

• relatively reliable. Had to extend bowls on 
one well.  

• very 

• Satisfactory • Water level is ok for now but has dropped 
some the last several years 

• Extremely reliable  • very, so far.  Currently receiving decent 
district water so not pumping too much, 
although its early in our season 

• Fairly reliable. • good 

• Good • very 

• It has been reliable - serves small 
residential units that do not have yards 1 
room units, 1 bedroom unites, no washer 
hookup, serves retired and migrant 
workers. 

• sufficient for supplemental supply for 
surface water in most years 

• very • 100% 

• It is reliable, however lower aquifer levels 
increase contamination levels for nitrates, 
which recently forced us to shut down a 
municipal well. 

• very reliable 

• Water supply is not a problem it is basin 
standards not met. 

• good 

• Our water districts have historically done 
a good job providing water to our ranches.  
While our water levels have dropped, they 
are still providing adequate water.  

• well is for domestic use only, poor quality 
water but reliable 

• Water quality concerns are becoming 
more important each year for the current 
groundwater supply. 

• Fairly reliable as we invested significant 
capital in 2013 and 2014 to rehab most of 
our older wells.   

• good • reliable 

• currently reliable • Reliable. 

• Reliable • good 

• Good  
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9. If you grow crops, do you use irrigation for frost protection? (44 responses) 

 
 

10. Do you manage water resources? (52 responses) 

 
If yes, what is your role? (35 responses) 
• District Manager • Farm Manager/Owner 

• Conservation Practices • Farm owner, and leasee 

• Irrigation scheduling • decide with managers what sources to use 

• Owner Operator  • V.P. of Production 

• We do not over water to save costs • Farmer/Resident 

• Operator • Farmer/Resident 

• Oversight and planning • irrigator and advisor 

• Irrigation scheduler • 2 wells, 2 storage tanks, 2 pumps, 1 
pressure tank 

• Owner, decision maker • Assist. Gen Mgr KDWD 

• On farm recharge. • Owner Water Logic LLC 

• Making sure tenants don't waste water.  • use surface water to greatest extent 
possible and to minize groundwater use 
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• Schedule Irrigation on ag land.  • Farmer/Owner 

• General Manager of Shafter Wasco 
Irrigation District 

• Manager 

• Public works director • make decisions for business & personal 
water use 

• senior agronomist • Owner / Operator 

• I monitor all irrigation and scheduling of 
my properties.  

• To minimize use of water to avoid any 
wastage of water. 

• manager and irrigation • Property and Contract Management 

• Farm owner and manager • Varies by person. We have dedicated staff 
to manage natural resources. 

 

11. What is your primary interest in land or water resources management? (49 responses) 
• Making sure we have enough water to 

provide the residents of the city 
• We make our living by growing crops.  We 

have land payments, taxes, high costs in 
well drilling that we must pay for.  There 
fore we must be able to continue to farm 
so we continue to use our resources in a 
productive yet no wasteful manner.  

• Conservation • Farming 

• Agriculture  • Small disadvantaged community with 1 
well and 18 connections.  

• to preserve as much as possible for the 
future  

• Conservation 

• Safety, Health and Environmental 
Professional 

• Irrigated crops 

• Sustainability and cost  • To be able to continue farming 

• Finite and necessary resource • Security and reliability of operations 

• Regulation and water  • Ensuring flexible, reliable long-term water 
supplies. 

• Ensuring our farming operations 
continue to have access to irrigation 
water to maintain our crop production. 

• To irrigate all the permanent crops, trees 
and vines with maximum efficiency in use 
of available water so that I do not sun short 
of water and that trees do not suffer in any 
way. 

• Farm Management for future 
generations.  

• That I be able to continue to irrigate my 
crops 

• Future availability for my ranch and all 
other farmers. 

• That it is not sold out of our district 

• Why do residents have to ration water, 
(weekly watering schedules) while our 
groundwater is being pumped into CA 
Aqueduct and sent to LA or elsewhere.  

• To ensure we have water supply for 
farming 

• To protect Kern Ag variability to the 
farmer.  

• having enough water to farm our ground 

• Ability to farm. • To be good stewards of both 

• Future water availability. 
Restrictions on pumping groundwater. 

• To continue to farm without fallowing 
acreage 
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• Quality of water. • To continue to farm without fallowing 
acreaged 

• To continue uninterrupted municipal and 
farm use. 

• efficiency and no waste 

• Continuing to secure, affordable, reliable 
and high quality groundwater for the city 
of Wasco. 

• Making sure small systems needs are met 
and not forgotten alongside larger water 
users. 

• In a community that has a well for our 
only water source. 

• Farming 

• We need water to be able to farm in the 
central valley. 

• To conserve options for water usage when 
consider crops 

• Follow up with membership in water 
coalitions. 

• domestic water for low income families 

• I have a strong interest in water resource 
management as we farm a large number 
of permanent planting acreage.  We 
have invested a lot of money into the 
development of permanent crops and 
have made efforts to effectively manage 
our water use as efficiently as possible. 

• To know & understand the rules/regs up & 
coming.  Also to connect with others that 
are interested in monitoring solutions as 
we're in this business. 

• That we always have clean and sufficient 
water 

• for water resources to get used properly 

• compliance • survival of business 

• Irrigating Farmland • that water remains available for irrigation 

 

12. Do you have concerns about groundwater management? (48 responses) 

 
      If so, what are they? (44 responses) 

• Overpumping, and the subsequent legislation.  Over regulation. 

• Long term quantity and quality 

• what will be the end result in restrictions and when   

• Delivery system statewide 

• I think evapotranspiration satellite technology will help balance our water use with taxation to 
the land user for overuse then trying to meter and police all our wells 

• Government regulations and involvement  

• Will we have water. What regulatory issues. Loss of production of farm land  
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• Will we get to use any in the future. 

• Is SGMA going to limit our availability to access groundwater as a source of agriculture 
irrigation water.  If it does, how will we obtain water in order to maintain our permanent crops of 
almonds and pistachios? 

• Making sure that the rights of property owners are not over looked to solve this issue.  

• Will there be a prioritization? Others vs Food? Who decides my future? 
Will I have enough water to grow my crops? 
If my surface water is curtailed outside of my control. Will I be able to make up for that short fall 
by using my well as needed?  
Weill there be a water market developed to purchase extra water? 

• Individuals vs. subbasin 

• Future groundwater pumping restrictions 
Who is going to mandate groundwater pumping restrictions 

• Quality of water. 

• Subsidence in Tulare County reducing Friant Kern Canal Capacity 

• As the Public Works Director of a city that provides municipal water I have a direct interest in 
groundwater.  All of our water is supplied via groundwater wells. 

• The limits will be put on small domestic users that my not be large enough to be heard. 

• We already do a good job with conservation in agriculture.  Any more reduction in groundwater 
supply will have a direct correlation to a reduction of jobs.  It would decimate many 
communities throughout the valley. 

• I understand we must manage our groundwater, I don not understand why some districts have 
been able to pump water out from underneath us and send it to LA.  also growers that have 
been allowed to plant on the westside where there has never been ag. only to help drain our 
droundwater. Those of us that have paid high dollars for ground that has both ground and 
surface water are now being punished.  

• Quality and supply 

• We are approaching the deadline for monitoring each location.  Self Help will be helping us.  
Our concern is always the cost. My second concern is it requires a great deal of time for small 
mutual water companies to comply with all the regulations.  

•  

• Need more surface water and stop sending rain fall off out to the pacific ocean. 

•  

• Granite Construction has several rural sites which depend exclusively on groundwater 
resources.  Our concern is primarily that as SGMA rules are implemented our sites operations 
are not materially impacted.   

• Lack of flexibility upon GSP implementation. 

• As a white zone owner, I am concerned about how we are going to reach sustainability and still 
make a living 

• We need more surface water 

• Same as #11 

• Will we get enough water 

• Government involvement  

• SGMA, Sacramento Politicians, Water Quality Control Board, DWR, etc. 

• SGMA, Sacramento Politicians, Water Quality Control Board, DWR, Oil Industry 
Contamination, etc. 

• government interference 

• I fear the overdraft is too big of a problem in the Valley.  Subsidence is another major concern. 
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• If we can actually get a plan in action in time 

• Running out of water and creating an enforcement where smaller growers can't compete 

• The irrigation canal that has replenished water lever for 100 years has been dry the last 
several years. 

• That the water is protected from any type of contamination 

• monitor the oil wells as they can pollute the entire underground water system 

• to know what the water level is and how much water we can use and for how long 

• What costs will be involved to comply.  What limits will be & on what acreage. Monitoring & 
monitoring, reporting regs. 

• government control 

• Scientifically based determination of sustainable yield of basin/sub-basin & management areas 

• Sustainability 

• concerned that private land owners will be burdened with record keeping and reporting to 
regulatory agencies 

• I am concerned with our ability to continue to farm the permanent acreage we have developed.  
I am concerned that a GSP might lack a certain level of flexibility to allow for the transfer of 
pumping credits across the County or not allow for a proper phase in period that would allow a 
market to develop for water and / or water credits.  

 
13. Do you have requests or recommendations regarding groundwater management?  (44 

responses) 

 
If so, what are they? (29 responses) 
• Please continue providing information on SGMA and how it will effect day to day farmers who 

may not be as inclined to "self-education" as most. 

• Get the state water infrastructure brought up to present day needs and standards. 

• Make is cost effective 

• Leave as is just monitor 

• Not at the time being. 

• Develop a water market! 
Allow water transfers among other water users, farmers.  Require the enviros to play their part.    

• Quality of water. 

• Request to be kept in the loop on any issues that may affect the city of  
Wasco Water Supply. 

• The small domestic users keep their water rights. 
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• While M&I and ag need to work together, it can't turn into a situation where ag just gets the 
leftovers that environmental and M&I don't want.  

• We need to be able to go into this cautiously and not make big cuts at once.  

• Possibly opening up a resource or management division for small water mutuals. 

• Stop watering the fish.  

• The above is the solution to ground waters problem.  when we get plenty of surface waters no 
one would like to pump ground water by spending so much money in drilling deep wells and 
electric motors. 

• Rural operations and construction projects often only have access to groundwater for 
operations/dust suppression.  We are interested in flexibility in points of extraction (for 
construction purposes) and insuring that evaluations of current usage include both our 
construction and mining operations (this is often overlooked in basin usage evaluation as we 
are neither an Agricultural nor Residential/Municipal Service user) 

• We want to see resource management at the basin-level with uniform and consistent 
methodologies (e.g., accounting, analysis etc.) Sufficient stakeholder engagement and 
facilitation are of concern as well. 

• More water storage reservoirs 

• Less government involvement and flawed environmental agendas 

• Increase surface flows so we are less dependent on groundwater 

• Increase surface water flows to reduce dependency on ground water 

• An even playing field for all participants 

• I admire the GSA's efforts and urge the GSA to continue involving the diverse set of 
stakeholders that have been engaged so far. 

• How will the city manage groundwater so residential usage is managed - not just taxed.  Crops 
before grass 

• Involve the small communities in decisions 

• to work together to create a plan for a sustainable aquafer  

• Keep us involved, keep us informed! 

• continue communication 

• Better communication of GSP development/GSA communication with individual grower 

• Rely on Water Districts 

• Focus on maximum flexibility that will still obtain groundwater equilibrium.  GSA should help 
(where possible) to establish a free market where water and / or water credits can trade among 
land owners.  

 
14. Any other information the Kern Groundwater Authority should be aware of or take into 

consideration while developing the Groundwater Sustainability Plan? (21 responses) 
• Thank you in advance for you work.  You are doing a great service for our industry.  It does not 

go unnoticed.  

• the loss of jobs, complete industries the tax base from the working class, housing 
developments, consumption the more home the less water for Ag.  

• Our situation took a long time to develop and will take commitment, patience and time to 
resolve. 

• Don’t have us do unnecessary paperwork , some of us are just small entities and just want to 
make a living. 

• With so many different standing water depths across the country don't take a one size fits all.  
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• Small rural county communities need access to potable water - much of the water is naturally 
or chemically contaminated.  Large cities deal with the problem better due to financial ability.  
Small systems cannot.   

• Yes, Now will small growers be able to meet the need of the crop if mandate limits how much 
water we can pump.  Large growers and farmers can leave part of their land fallow and use 
that water on another area of their ranch to meet their water needs. 

• Quality of water. 

• Without the help from Self Help Enterprises, we would be out of water and no hope since it is a 
disadvantaged community.  Elizabeth B. has been a wonderful helper. 

• yes, start campaigning to do away with saving the delta smelt. 

• The above is the only solution to solve groundwater problem.  Second thing i want to suggest 
is that no restrictions should be put on pumping ground water from those orchards and 
vineyards which do not get any district irrigation water otherwise those orchards and vineyards 
will die and part of California will become desert.  That will be a big state and national loss.  

• That producing food products are crucial to people of our state and country, whether they 
realize it or not, and should be protected the best we can  

• Use common sense, not agenda driven emotions.  

• Conservation should be for all . 

• Is land that is converted from ag to homes helpful for the district? 

• not at this time 

• no 

• The required amount of water to farm different crops should not be determined by the GSA or 
the districts.  Farmers/Users should have that right. 

• Integration of management areas within basin those with surface vs those dependent on gw 
only 

• should be district based not basin based 

• Continue to provide as much feedback as possible in regards to possible direction of GSP so 
that we are able to better plan for future knowing how / if a market for water will be developed. 
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1800 30th Street, Suite 280, Bakersfield, CA 93301 • Tel: (661) 479-7171 • Fax: (661) 616-5890 • www.kerngwa.com

May 22, 2018

Eastern Tule GSA
c/o City of Porterville
291 N. Main Street
Porterville, CA

The Kern Groundwater Authority (KGA) is developing a groundwater sustainability plan

(GSP) for its members in the Kern Subbasin.  The KGA GSP will address sustainable

groundwater management within the Kern Subbasin, including development of

sustainable management criteria.

The Tule Subbasin Hydrologic Conceptual Model and Water Budget of the Tule Subbasin

indicates that subsurface flows, estimated at 21,021 acre-feet in 2010, are now occurring

from the Kern Subbasin into the Tule Subbasin that have likely been caused or

exacerbated by groundwater pumping in the Tule Subbasin. The decline in groundwater

levels in areas of the Tule Subbasin that are adjacent to the Kern Subbasin essentially

takes a part of the Kern Subbasin’s Sustainable Yield, making it more difficult to address

sustainability indicators that may result in undesirable results.

The Eastern Tule GSA should consider the effects of its groundwater pumping on water

levels, storage, subsidence and other sustainability indicators both within the Tule

Subbasin and in adjacent Subbasins, like the Kern Subbasin, as it develops its GSP. The

KGA is interested in working with the Eastern Tule GSA as it develops its GSP and would

like to schedule a meeting to begin the coordination process between the adjacent

groundwater basins.   Please contact Terry Erlewine, Basin Coordinator or Patty Poire,

Planning Manager to schedule the meeting.

Sincerely,

Dennis Mullins
President
Kern Groundwater Authority
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Memorandum

To: Kern Groundwater Authority Board of Directors

From: Terry Erlewine; Basin Coordinator/Patty Poire, Planning Manager

Date: May 23, 2018

Subject: Accomplishments and Forward Work Plan

Accomplishments

· Conducted two outreach workshops for stakeholders, with initial emphasis on
disadvantaged communities

· Held a workshop at the Coordination Committee meeting on the Communications and
Outreach Plan.   Preparation for adoption by KGA Board of Directors

· Held monthly meeting of Kern Policy Coordination Group including Kern Groundwater
Authority, Kern River GSA, Buena Vista WSD and Henry Miller WD.

· Developed cost sharing agreements for groundwater modeling and related activities
with Kern River GSA and other Kern Sub-basin GSAs

· Made Presentation on KGA GSP development activities to Almond Board of California
· Held a Manager’s Workshop on status of TODD’s modeling efforts and Woodard and

Curran’s (RMC) Peer review

Forward Work Plan

· Prepare complete drafts of Basin Setting narrative for GSPs
· Work with County of Kern and interested stakeholders in addressing White Area

issues
· Distribute invoices for Todd Groundwater Modeling and Cost-Shared portion of RMC

Peer Review
· Coordinate with KGA Districts on developing sustainable management criteria and

management actions to be described in GSP
· Prepare for Grant 1 process to review and make necessary adjustments with DWR
· Work with the KRGSA to establish an agreement for the administration work on the

Prop 1 Grant
· Submit first quarter of the Prop 1 Water Use Efficiency Grant Program (ITRC) and

work with DWR to make adjustments to the requirements



  

  GEI Consultants, Inc. 
  5001 California Avenue, Suite 120, Bakersfield, CA 93309 
  661.327.7601     fax: 661.327.0173 
   

www.geiconsultants.com 

Activity Report 
Professional Services for through the month of April 2018 

To: Kern Groundwater Authority 
From: GEI Consultants, Inc. 
Date: May 23, 2018 

 
 
 
SUMMARY 
 
This report summarizes the activities performed by GEI Consultants, Inc. (GEI) for the Kern 
Groundwater Authority (KGA), under Professional Services Agreement No. KGMC-001.  
Activities are broken out by active Task Order (TO) below. 
 
TO-7: Project Management, Meetings, and As-Requested Services 

This TO covers GEI’s project management, participation in KGA Board and Committee 
meetings, and other as-requested services for CY 2017.   

• Project Management:  
o Provided general project management support and coordination with 

Terry Erlewine and Patty Poire.  
o Coordination with the Kern Sub-basin consulting team 
o Provided support and interaction on the development of sustainable 

management criteria 
• KGA Meetings: 

o Attended and participated in the following KGA meetings: 
• Coordination Committee on April 2, 2018 
• Sustainable Management Criteria Meeting on April 23, 2018 
• KGA Board Meeting on April 25, 2018 
• KGA Public Outreach Meeting on April 26, 2018 
• Attend no-districted coordination meetings 

• As-Requested Services:  
o None.  
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• TO-12: Remote Sensing Post Processing.   

Under this Task Order, GEI has provided support for the processing and distribution of 
evapotranspiration (ET) developed by the Cal Poly Irrigation Research and Training 
Center (ITRC).   

o GEI has been processing requests for additional data from various 
districts.  

 
• TO-16: Water Supply Accounting and Reconciliation   

Under this Task Order, GEI is compiling all surface water deliveries to Districts in the 
Kern Sub-basin from the period 1993 to 2016, and reconciling the data to ensure all 
surface water supplies are accounted for and there is no double counting.  This data will 
be used to support the groundwater modeling effort.   

o GEI has completed compiling all available data by district and has 
submitted that data for verification by each district.  

o GEI has worked with districts to reconcile and fill in data gaps. 
o GEI has provided all completed data to Todd Groundwater for inclusion 

in the groundwater model.   
 
TO-17: Development of KGA Umbrella Elements – Part 1  

Under this Task Order, GEI is developing a draft KGA Umbrella level Basin Setting section 
and initial Sustainability Indicator criteria and processes.   

• Task 1 – Basin Setting  
o Work is nearly complete on a draft KGA Umbrella level Basin Setting 

section.  This will serve as a general description of the Kern Sub-basin 
and can be used by each member of the KGA in the development of their 
specific Basin Setting Section. 

• Task – Develop Additional KGA Umbrella GSP Elements 
o GEI has developed draft Sustainability Indicator Process descriptions and 

continues to work with Terry Erlewine to developed more detailed 
process for each of the six Sustainability Indicators.  

o GEI develop a draft write up and supporting maps of the existing 
monitoring program in the Kern Sub-basin.  These maps are currently 
supporting evaluation of potential well site for submission to a State 
funding program. 
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CURRENT EXPENDITURES 

The table below compares GEI expenditures through the end of April 2018 to the total 
authorizations for active  Task Orders.   

 
 
 
 GEI Expenditures

TO # Description
Total 

Authorization
Previous 
Billings

Current Bill
(May 2018)

Remaining 
Authorization

7 PM, Meetings, As-Requested Srvcs 20,000$            13,140$          5,686$             1,174$               
12 Remote Sensing Post Processing 47,000$            45,483$          142$                1,375$               
16 Water Supply Accounting 75,000$            72,712$          1,635$             653$                   
17 KGA Umbrella Elements 110,000$          28,497$          55,625$          25,878$             

-$                        

252,000$          159,833$        29,080$             
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