WATER RESOURCES ASSOCIATION OF YOLO COUNTY
P.O. Box 8624, Woodland, CA 95776
Phone: (530) 666-2733
Website: www.yolowra.org

Fax: (530) 666-4257
Email: info@yolowra.org

November 12, 2015
BOARD MEETING: WRA Board of Directors– November 16, 2015
Enclosed you will find the Agenda for the upcoming Board meeting.

Monday, November 16, 2015
3:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m.
MEETING LOCATION:
Woodland Community & Senior Center
2001 East St., Woodland, Rooms 2 & 3
The full agenda packet can be accessed on-line by the Friday before the Board Meeting
at: http://www.yolowra.org/meeting_directors.html
Please contact us should you have any questions.
William L. Marble, WRA Chair
Donna Gentile, Administrative Coordinator
The November packet includes the following:
• Agenda for November 16, 2015 WRA Board Meeting
• Consent Items:
- Approve September 14, 2015 Meeting Minutes
- Receive Minutes of the Executive Committee: 9/1, 10/5/15
- Receive Minutes of the Technical Committee: 9/3,10/1/15
- Receive Financial Reports: September -October 2015
- Nominating Committee Recommendations for 2016 Board Officer Elections &
Appointments
• Informational Items:
- Report from the WRA Chair
• Presentations/Discussion/Reports:
- Receive Audit Report Fiscal Years Ending 6/30/14 and 6/30/15
- Water Legislation & Regulatory Issues Update
- WRA Technical Committee Update
- SGMA Implementation: Facilitated Public Outreach Update, Other SGMA related issues
- City of Woodland’s Aquifer Storage & Recovery Project Presentation

BOARD OF DIRECTORS’ MEETING
WATER RESOURCES ASSOCIATION OF YOLO COUNTY

AGENDA
Online agenda: www.yolowra.org/meetings.html
DATE/TIME: Monday, November 16, 2015, 3:00 to 5:00 p.m.
LOCATION: Woodland Community Center, 2001 East St., Woodland, Meeting Rooms 2-3
3:00

1.

CALL TO ORDER and INTRODUCTIONS

3:02

2.

APPROVE AGENDA and ADDING ITEMS TO THE POSTED AGENDA- In order to add
an agenda item, it must fit into one of the following categories: a) A majority determination that an emergency
(as defined by the Brown Act) exists; or b) A 4/5ths determination that the need to take action that arose
subsequent to the agenda being posted.

3:03

3.

PUBLIC FORUM –The Public may address the WRA relating to matters within the WRA’s jurisdiction.

3:10

4.

CONSENT ITEMS
a.
b.
c.
d.

Approve minutes: September 14, 2015 Board meeting, pages 3 – 8
Receive minutes of Executive Committee: 9/1, 10/5/15, pages 9 - 14
Receive minutes of Technical Committee: 9/3, 10/1/15 pages 15 - 25
Receive financial reports: September-October 2015 pages 26 - 31
e. Nominating Committee Recommendation for Annual Board Officer Elections and Appointments
for 2016, Committee Report, page 32

3:15

5.

INFORMATIONAL ITEMS:
a. Report from the WRA Chair

3:20

6.

RECEIVE AUDIT REPORT: Fiscal Years Ended 6/30/15 and 6/30/14
Rick Johnston, CPA, Perry Bunch & Johnston, Inc., pages 33 - 47

3:30

7.

UPDATE ON WATER LEGISLATION & REGULATORY ISSUES
a. Delta Update, Cindy Tuttle, Yolo County
b. Legislation and Regulatory Update, David Guy, Northern CA Water Association

3:45

8.

WRA TECHNICAL COMMITTEE UPDATE, Elisa Sabatini, Committee Chair
a. Technical Committee (TC) Activities and Westside IRWMP Update, page 48
b. Project Update: Yolo Bypass Integrated Action, Robin Kulakow, Yolo Basin Foundation

4:00

9.

SUSTAINABLE GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT ACT, Tim O’Halloran, YCFCWCD
a. Facilitated Public Outreach Update, pages 49 - 59
b. Other SGMA related issues (i.e. SB 13, groundwater basin boundary adjustments etc.)

4:20

10.

AQUIFER STORAGE & RECOVERY (ASR) PROJECT, Tim Busch, City of Woodland
Informational presentation on the City of Woodland’s ASR program to help address its water supply
need during periods of peak demand and/or drought.
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4:50

11.

MEMBERS’ REPORTS & FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS: WRA Members are invited to
briefly report on important current issues and recommend topics for future WRA Board meetings.

5:00

12.

NEXT MEETING: Monday, January 11, 2016, 3-5 p.m., Woodland

5:00

13.

ADJOURNMENT

Consideration of items not on the posted agenda: items in the following categories: 1) majority determination that an emergency (as defined by the Brown Act)
exists; or 2) a 4/5th determination that the need to take action arose subsequent to posting of the agenda. I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing
agenda for the November 16, 2015 meeting of the Board of Directors for the Water Resources Association of Yolo County was posted by November 13, 2015 in
the office located at 34274 State Highway 16, Woodland, CA and was available to the public during normal business hours.
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MINUTES OF THE SEPTEMBER 14, 2015
BOARD OF DIRECTORS’ MEETING
WATER RESOURCES ASSOCIATION OF YOLO COUNTY

DRAFT
1. CALL TO ORDER & INTRODUCTIONS
The meeting was called to order at 3:00 p.m. by Chair, Bill Marble.
Board members present:

Alternate members present:

Associate members present:
Member agencies absent:

Public & Agency Staff:

Bill Marble - City of Woodland, Chair
Cecilia Curry – City of Winters, WRA Vice-Chair
Robb Davis – City of Davis
Duane Chamberlain - Yolo County
Beverly Sandeen – City of West Sacramento
Sid England – University of California Davis
Roger Cornwell – Reclamation District 108
Tim O’Halloran – Yolo County Flood Control & WCD, WRA Treasurer
Kurt Balasek – City of Winters
Lewis Bair - Reclamation District 108
Jeanette Wrysinski – Yolo County Resource Conservation District
Nancy Ullrey – Cache Creek Conservancy
Reclamation District 2035
Dunnigan Water District
Elisa Sabatini - Yolo County, WRA Technical Committee Chair
David Guy - Northern California Water Association (NCWA)
John Young – Yolo County
Casey Liebler – Yolo County
Christine Crawford – Yolo County LAFCO
Betsy Marchand – Yocha DeHe Wintun Nation
Brent Meyer – City of Woodland
Les Canter – River Garden Farms
Marty Stripling – River Garden Farms
Evan Jacobs – Cal-Am Water
Katie Dahl – Association of CA Water Agencies (ACWA)
Mary Fahey – Colusa County
Dave Pratt
Shane Tucker
Lynnel Pollock

2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA: Item #9 was moved up on the agenda after Item #5 at the request of a
few Board members that needed to leave the meeting before 4:30 pm. The Board motioned, seconded
and unanimously approved the agenda with the change requested.
3. PUBLIC FORUM: Shane Tucker is a walnut and almond farmer in Yolo County and he addressed
the Board on two subjects. First he addressed a common sense application that could reduce the
potential conflict between rural, residential and agricultural water uses. Local agencies could
consider establishing “zones of water” reserved for rural/residential versus agricultural users. Most of
the rural/residential wells access water between 100 to 200 feet. Conflicts for use could be reduced by
allowing an agricultural user to only access the aquifer beyond 200 feet. Often the water in the
aquifer above 200 feet is lower quality water. Secondly, in addition to the development of a
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sustainable groundwater plan, he suggested we should also be working on increasing the availability
of groundwater supplies and improving the quality of groundwater. He has spoken with Tim
O’Halloran and is aware of the District’s efforts. Obviously, money is needed to develop these
planning efforts. Agriculture is one way that money flows into Yolo County. Yolo County is
experiencing an increase in agricultural land values because of the increase in acreage of high value
permanent crops due in large part to the availability of groundwater. Increased land values translate
into increased property taxes as described by John Young at the last WRA Board meeting. Shane
asked that the WRA Board consider identifying funding sources to improve groundwater resources
and sustainability.
4. CONSENT ITEMS: The Board motioned, seconded and unanimously approved the consent items.
a. Approved minutes: June 15, 2015 Board meeting (with the correction to Christine Crawford’s
name on page 4).
b. Received minutes of Executive Committee (EC): 6/1, 7/7, 8/3/15
c. Received minutes of Technical Committee (TC): 6/4, 7/2, 8/6/15
d. Received financial reports: Final Fiscal Year End 6/30/15
e. Received financial reports: July-August 2015
f. Approved Associate Membership request from the Putah Creek Council
5. INFORMATIONAL ITEMS
a. Report from the WRA Chair: Chair Marble introduced Katie Dahl from ACWA and invited her
to talk about their upcoming Region 4 program and tour on “Achieving Solutions through
Regional Cooperation”. Informational fliers were available at the meeting. They will tour the
Davis-Woodland Water Supply Project’s water treatment plant site and Reclamation District
2035’s Joint Intake and Fish Screen Project.
b. Correspondence Sent: A support letter for AB 568 was sent and included in the agenda.
6. UPDATE ON WATER LEGISLATION & REGULATORY ISSUES
a. Delta Update: Elisa provided the following update from Cindy Tuttle. On 9/2/15, Supervisors
Villegas and Provenza attended the inaugural meeting of the Yolo Bypass Partnership. This is a
continuation of the implementation of the Corridor Management Framework Plan, which is an
outgrowth of the Regional Flood Management Plan. This is the first time local government has
had a seat at the table. The Partnership is a significant local, State and Federal agency effort that
includes representatives from Yolo, Solano, and Sacramento counties, the Natural Resources
Agency, US Army Corps of Engineers, Bureau of Reclamation, CA Department of Fish and
Wildlife, National Marine Fisheries Services and the Central Valley Flood Protection Board. The
Partnership will focus on integrating flood and habitat projects in the Yolo Bypass and aligning
related efforts at all three levels of government. Its work will also include cooperatively
addressing local concerns relating to agricultural and economic impacts, local flood and habitat
issues, and assurances for affected landowners and local agencies. With guidance from the Delta
Subcommittee, staff has been working with State and Federal agency representatives to formalize
the Partnership through an MOU framework that may later be replaced by a detailed MOU. Both
will be presented to the Board of Supervisors for consideration. Phil Pogledich and Cindy Tuttle
are the Yolo County staff contacts for this process.
b. Legislation and Regulatory Update: David Guy, Northern California Water Association,
complemented all the water managers at the end of what has been a challenging harvest season.
As the fall season begins, NCWA is working with all the water users and regional organizations
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to maximize water supply and habitat for the Pacific Flyway. NCWA continues to work with the
SWRCB’s process to lift curtailments as demand changes with the seasons. David mentioned a
series of Fish & Wildlife Service programs designed to provide additional funding for water
including groundwater pumping where needed. There are a variety of programs that have
emerged in Yolo County as part of the Salmon Recovery Program (handout). NCWA continues to
support collaboration to plan for dry years and translate what was learned into policies (“Planning
for a Dry Year in the North State” handout). Handouts are available for download
at: www.yolowra.org/meeting_directors.html
David discussed several pieces of California legislation of interest to WRA members.
• AB 568 (Dodd) - Gives RD 108 the same hydro authorities as other RDs in the region. It
does have a sunset date of 2021. Bill was signed.
• AB 401 (Dodd) – Plan for a low income water rate assistance act for either public or
private agencies. The plan would be established by Jan. 1, 2018. Bill on Governor’s desk
• SB 385 (Hueso) –Allows the SWRCB to give public agencies more time to comply with
chromium-6 regulations. Bill was signed.
• SB 555 (Sen. Wolk) – Requires urban water supplies to conduct water loss audit report to
increase water supply reliability. Bill on Governor’s desk.
• AB 1390 (Alejo) & SB 226 (Pavley) – Bills to allow a streamlined groundwater
adjudication process are going to the Governor’s desk.
• DWR is working on an expedited process to provide groundwater funding to counties to
assist with SGMA implementation under Proposition 1.
• AB 647 (Eggman) – A 2-year bill on conjunctive management that didn’t move forward,
hoping to further this bill in the next session.
In Federal legislation, the House passed their drought bill earlier this year that is awaiting further
review by the Senate. Senator Feinstein introduced her drought bill that has a lot of similar
provisions to the House bill. Senate committee hearings are planned for both bills in October to
hopefully reconcile the best of both bills. David answered questions.
Chair Marble asked David what he thought were the looming issues for Northern California
related to SGMA. Coordinating the management issues of the special districts and counties to
resolve any conflicts while respecting each other’s authorities is the biggest issue.
A few other items that David mentioned were SB 20 (Pavley) a potential public goods charge on
water, potential accelerated SGMA timelines for critically over-drafted groundwater areas, and
the legislature “cleaned-up” some of the SGMA language.
7. WRA TECHNICAL COMMITTEE UPDATE, Elisa Sabatini, Committee Chair
a. Technical Committee (TC) Activities and Westside IRWMP Update – The report included with the
agenda provided an update for the Board.
b. Approve FY2015-16 Project Fund Budget allocations recommended by TC: Elisa brought the
Board’s attention to the TC’s recommendations for FY2015-16 project fund budget allocations on
Agenda page 48. There are eight diverse projects recommended. She highlighted two projects,
the Davis-Woodland Schools & Parks Water Conservation and the Yolo County RCD’s technical
workshop for growers on nitrogen and irrigation BMP’s for orchards. The WRA and several
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member agencies are cooperatively funding a Subsidence Network Monitoring Event that has not
been conducted since 2008. The WRA Board motioned, seconded and unanimously approved
the TC’s FY2015-16 Project Fund Budget as presented in the Board agenda.
8. The “YEAR of GROUNDWATER”, Tim O’Halloran, Yolo County Flood Control & WCD
a. Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) Implementation Update: Tim acknowledged
that although Denise Sagara, Yolo County Farm Bureau, was unable to attend today, she has been
part of all the SGMA discussions and the YCFB is in full support of the recommendations being
made. He gave a brief background on the 2014 SGMA legislation. The WRA’s current focus is
on the formation of a GSA, while simultaneously giving thought to the development of a GSP.
The core functions of a GSP are already in place in Yolo County. Groundwater management has
been the focus of attention over the past 10 years with the establishment of the Yolo County
Groundwater Monitoring Program, development of a groundwater model (IGSM) and several
subsidence monitoring projects. Tim explained that there are two key questions to be answered in
this process. Has Yolo County’s groundwater been sustainable and will it remain sustainable in
the future especially with changing agriculture – crop shifts and related water use variables? One
advantage in Yolo County is that we have opportunities to improve water management and to
increase storage by injecting water into the groundwater basin. Tim expressed his optimism that
our region can move through the implementation of the SGMA rather expediently and with a
successful collaborative process resulting in the selection and formation of a local GSA.
• Approve facilitation support services recommendation: Tim reviewed the request before the
WRA Board to approve the facilitation support services recommended on agenda page 49. He
summarized the WRA’s earlier effort to begin the facilitation solicitation process and
subsequent discussions that have developed with DWR about the opportunities available for
their in-kind support services. The Board motioned, seconded and unanimously approved the
following two part recommendation for moving forward.
1) The WRA Board approved entering into an agreement with DWR to use the Center for
Collaborative Policy (CCP), under the management of Dave Ceppos, for facilitation
services for development of a Groundwater Sustainability Agency (GSA) for the Yolo
County region;
2) The WRA board approved establishing an ad hoc committee (composition as outlined in
the committee report on agenda page 49) to develop the final scope-of-work based upon the
March 2015 request for Statement of Qualifications. The ad hoc committee will be
appointed by the WRA Chair. The final scope-of-work will be approved by the ad hoc
committee that will used to direct the work of the CCP.
• Groundwater Basin Boundary Adjustments: Tim discussed the process for modifying
groundwater basin boundaries with DWR. The boundary will need to be defined for Yolo
County for the GSA and the GSP. The SGMA legislation is currently using the Bulletin 118
defined boundaries. There are four sub-basins in Yolo County under Bulletin 118. Tim
illustrated with a map outlining the sub-basins as named: Yolo and Capay Valley which are
completely within the county and then Solano and Colusa that have a small portion of their
basins within Yolo County. Tim explained why we have asked DWR to consider adjustments
to our basin boundaries to include political and governance considerations. DWR has received
input from a broad group of stakeholders that are making the same request. The draft
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regulations by DWR will become final on December 31, 2015. Then there will be a 90 day
window to request basin boundary refinements. The basin boundary discussion cannot wait
for the GSA to be formed. It must happen concurrently.
Current consensus is to request using the Yolo County boundary as the basin boundary. From
a land use jurisdiction perspective, it makes sense to keep a county line based boundary. Most
of the areas in our region’s basin are managed by WRA member agencies or agencies that
could be part of the WRA. There are a few small areas that are not covered under any
jurisdiction. We will have to discuss as a group how to these areas will be governed during
our SGMA implementation process. No matter where the basin boundaries are designated,
SGMA requires coordinating agreements between neighboring basins were applicable. Tim
answered questions. Lynnel Pollock reminded that the Colusa Drain Mutual Water Company
wanted to become a WRA member agency a few years ago, but was unable to join because the
WRA’s bylaws only accept public agencies as members. Tim explained the WRA’s bylaws
would need amending if it became the region’s GSA, thereby likely expanding the
membership requirements. Issues like this will be part of the GSA formation discussion.
9. COLUSA COUNTY WELL PERMIT MORATORIUM, Mary Fahey is the Water Resources
Coordinator for Colusa County. The County recently approved a 6 month moratorium on new well
permits. Mary reviewed the content of the ordinance, the reasons for implementing and the County’s
plans during and after the 6 month period. The urgency ordinance is effective from June 30, 2015 to
January 31, 2016. At that time the County Supervisors could renew the moratorium for another 6
months with a public hearing, revise it with a public hearing, or let it sunset. Well permit exemptions
are granted for all well repairs, expansion or deepening of Domestic/residential wells, or expansion or
deepening of irrigation wells with an existing crop and no other source of water. She explained two
amendments were adopted for situations that arose. Domestic, agricultural, or industrial wells that
cannot be deepened can be replaced with destruction of the old well within 30 days. Any repairs or
replacements cannot increase the capacity of the old well to extract water.
The decision to implement the ordinance was based on a combination of factors based on the best
available groundwater measurement data and on the ground observations. Data was showing a 10year downward trend in groundwater levels in some areas. Physical evidence included domestic well
outages, new wells being drilled deeper, and signs of subsidence. She gave some well statistics over
the years and the problems caused by the drought and subsidence that factored into the County’s
decision to take action.
Current activities with the moratorium in place include a contract with Davids Engineering to conduct
a county-wide groundwater assessment. He will develop a detailed water balance in the “area of
concern” identified by Colusa County. This information will also assist in understanding the extent to
which ongoing groundwater level declines are related to drought versus current land and water use
practices. This assessment will help the County make an informed decision whether to renew the
moratorium. This information will also be useful with their GSA formation discussions. Their
Environmental Health Department is also working on updating the County’s Well Ordinance. The
County will also be coordinating a public outreach effort to inform stakeholders about their SGMA
implementation process.
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Mary discussed reactions Colusa County has received to the moratorium. Since the moratorium went
into effect NASA released their subsidence report. Glenn County also issued a county-wide well
moratorium last month. Tehama and Sutter counties are considering something similar, but no action
has been taken in those counties to date. Mary answered questions from the Board and public. She
asked the WRA Board for their comments/input on the County’s actions on the moratorium.
10. MEMBERS’ REPORTS & FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS: Nothing was discussed.
11. NEXT REGULAR MEETING: Monday, November 16, 2015 from 3-5 pm, Woodland Community
& Senior Center.
12. ADJOURNMENT: The meeting adjourned at 5:00 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,
Donna L. Gentile
Board Secretary & Administrative Coordinator

ACRONYMS and ABREVIATIONS
ACWA – Association of California Water Agencies
DWR – California Department of Water Resources
GSA – Groundwater Sustainability Agency
GSP - Groundwater Sustainability Plan
IRWMP – Integrated Regional Water Management Plan
MOU – Memorandum of Understanding
NCWA – Northern California Water Association
SGMA – Sustainable Groundwater Management Act
SOQ – Statement of Qualifications
SWRCB – State Water Resources Control Board
YCFB – Yolo County Farm Bureau

8

MINUTES of Executive Committee (EC) Meeting
Water Resources Association of Yolo County
September 1, 2015, 12:00 - 1:00 pm

Present: Bill Marble, Cecilia Curry, Tim O’Halloran, Donna Gentile, Elisa Sabatini
Absent: Kurt Balasek
1. Call to Order: Meeting was called to order by Bill Marble at 12:00 pm.
2. Approve Agenda and Adding Items to the Posted Agenda: Agenda approved as presented.
3. Public Comment: No public in attendance.
4. Administrative Items:
a) August 3, 2015 EC minutes were approved.
b) Financials: The EC reviewed the final fiscal year end June 30, 2015 financials. The auditor is
working on the 2-year audit that will be presented to the Board in November for FY2014 and
2015. The WRA had approximately $143,200 in assets in all combined bank accounts. This
amount included $80,500 of unexpended project budget funds that will be carried over to FY1516. This leaves approximately $62,708 in net assets for the year.
The EC reviewed the July-August 2015 financials. All but one member agency has paid their
dues. If not received within the next week, Donna will make an inquiry. When all dues are
received Tim and Donna will transact a large funds transfer to the LAIF account. Also the WRA
will give the YCFCWCD the annual Groundwater Monitoring Program contributions received
with the membership dues payments. The general liability premium was increased by $269 from
last year’s premium without proper legal noticing. The WRA’s insurance broker is assisting in
investigating this unexpected increase. Donna only paid a quarter of the total premium for the
first FYquarter until this is resolved. Donna expects reduced expenses for copies and postage now
that almost 50% of the WRA’s distribution list agreed to receive the Board agendas digitally
instead of mailed. The QuickBooks Project Fund Budget allocations will be itemized by project
once the Board has formally approved the TC recommendations at the September Board meeting.
c) Payments to approve - All payments were approved
d) Other discussion: Bill informed that the City of Woodland city council will be approving an
authorizing letter to the US Army Corps of Engineers tonight to express support for the Corps to
study a Locally Preferred Plan for the Lower Cache Creek Feasibility Study.
Donna reported that the RD 2035 Board has officially designated Mike Hall as their alternate
WRA Board representative.
5. Update on Water Legislation & Regulatory Issues
Tim shared an update from David Guy, NCWA, on three pieces of legislation that are being
monitored: streamlining the groundwater adjudication process (process moving slowly), redefining
beneficial use of water recharged into the groundwater basin (process moving slowly), and extending
the July 1, 2015 deadline for complying with the new chromium 6 standard until 2020 as long as
water suppliers show progress toward implementation (bill is on Governor’s desk for signature).
Elisa reported on a conversation with Christine Crawford, Yolo LAFCO, regarding possible
formation of a working group on chromium 6 issue resolution. Christine spoke with John Donlevy,
Winters city manager, who expressed interest in collaborating with other local agencies with the same
challenges to chromium 6 compliance. Elisa will inquire at the Westside Coordinating Committee
and WRA Technical Committee meetings that are scheduled this week to see if there is any interest.
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Winters is the only city with concerns to be addressed in Yolo, other cities/areas with issues are
Dixon and Lake County. Cecilia offered to ask Assemblymember Dodd about other areas with
compliance issues.
6. SGMA Planning & Implementation Process
a) Update on funding for Facilitation Support Services: Tim reported on some of the reasons why
initiation of facilitation support services between the WRA and DWR has been delayed. He
believes it has all been resolved and the contracting process with the Center for Collaborative
Policy should start soon. Tim envisions the public outreach sessions could start within six
weeks with a goal of forming a GSA by or before June 2016. Elisa and Donna will prepare a
letter to the firms who submitted an RFQ to the WRA to update them on our intentions and
process. Tim and Elisa will continue to coordinate this process with DWR and develop a scope
of work with Dave Ceppos.
b) Other Related Updates: Tim reported on discussions about the Basin Boundary Regulations
modifications for Yolo County. He has spoken with Chris, Solano County Water Agency, and
feels he is in agreement with Tim about using county boundary designation. Tim will also
check-in with Lewis, RD108 and Colusa County to be sure we are all on the same page. Tim is
determining what information DWR wants to substantiate the boundary modification. The
WRA TC will likely follow a parallel track for GSA (Agency) formation and development of a
GSP (Plan).
7.

Technical Committee Update:
a) TC Activities & FY15-16 Final Project Fund Recommendations: Elisa and Tim reported on the
final projects recommended for funding for FY15-16. The TC discussed and agreed to fund a
Subsidence Network Monitoring event in 2015, which is overdue and timely with drought
conditions.
b) Westside IRWMP Activities: The Westside IRWM Coordinating Committee (CC) has some
funding remaining from the previous year(s) Westside IRWMP MOU partner contributions. The
Westside CC is in the process of preparing an annual report, work plan and budget. The
accounting of these funds should be presented to each of the MOU partners.

8. WRA Board Meeting
a) September 14, 2015 Board meeting agenda items: The EC finalized topics and presentations for
September:
• Basin Boundary Regulation Adjustments Presentation – Tim and/or Elisa
• SGMA Facilitation Support Services Selection through DWR - Tim and/or Elisa
• Colusa County moratorium on well permits, Mary Fahey – Tim contacted Mary (confirmed)
• Board approve TC recommendations for FY15-16 Project Fund Budget allocations
• Legislative/Regulatory Update – Tim will verify whether David Guy will give the update
November meeting topics:
• Desalinization projects – Kurt will investigate potential speaker(s)
• Effects of Fire on the Watershed – Kurt inquiry to Rich M. re: last year’s fire studies
• Mercury 1995 Study Update released in Aug or Sept, Dr. Slotton/UCD – Elisa will contact
• Audit Report FY’s ending 2014 and 2015
• Yolo Bypass Integrated Action Update by Robin Kulakow, Fisheries Management Program
Updates – Donna can contact Robin
• Nominating Committee for 2016 officer elections & appointments
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b) Future Board Meeting Topics – On-going list (alphabetical):
•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Agricultural conversion trend to permanent crops and land use impacts/economics (Grant Davids/John
Young)
Annual Water Resources Conditions - Tim O’Halloran
Bay Delta Conservation Plan (BDCP) Updates
Central Valley Flood Protection Plan - MWH/DWR (Janet Atkinson 916-803-4779)
Davis-Woodland Surface Water Supply Project Update, WDCWA
Delta Counties Coalition update
Delta updates, allow time to discuss at each meeting
Drought Conditions Update
Flood Update – pending TC discussions and recommendations on what/who to present
floodSAFE Yolo (who?)
Lower Cache Creek Feasibility Study Update (Tim Busch/City of Woodland)
Member agency concerns, such as West Sac and flood protection
Mercury issues and TMDL’s (subcommittee report)
North Bay Aqueduct Project (David Okita)- progress updates
RD 2035 Joint Intake project update
RWA, John Woodling, Update on priority issues for the
Speakers representing positions/interests seen as potential threats to our region
Underground well conditions update
Water quality
Water rate studies - sharing results of
Water re-use projects
Westside IRWMP process updates - ongoing
WRA Board Strategic Planning Session: FY15-16 dues increase? (3%?)
WRA funded projects, lead partners update (at end of FY)
Yolo IRWMP Foundational Actions update
Yolo IRWMP Foundational Actions Update by TC (tie-in to FY budget process)

8. Other Updates & Future Executive Committee Agenda Items – Nothing discussed
9. Next Executive Committee Meeting Date: Monday, October 5, 2015, 12:00 pm
10. Adjourned at 1:00 pm
Respectfully submitted,
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MINUTES of Executive Committee (EC) Meeting
Water Resources Association of Yolo County
October 5, 2015, 12:00 - 1:00 pm

Present: Bill Marble, Tim O’Halloran, Elisa Sabatini, Kurt Balasek, Donna Gentile
Absent: Cecilia Curry
1. Call to Order: Meeting was called to order by Bill Marble at 12:00 pm.
2. Approve Agenda and Adding Items to the Posted Agenda: Agenda approved as presented.
3. Public Comment: No public in attendance. Donna reported on an email sent to the WRA today
regarding groundwater supply concerns and overwatering at the Yolo Fliers Club. The gentleman
wanted to know where to file a complaint. Donna will forward this email to Elisa to respond.
4. Administrative Items:
a) September 1, 2015 EC minutes were approved.
b) Financials: The EC reviewed the September 2015 financials. All member agency dues have been
received. Donna will coordinate with Tim to make the annual wire transfer into the LAIF
account.
c) General Liability Insurance: Donna reported on the progress of the WRA’s insurance broker to
determine the $269 premium increase without proper notification and to shop for other quotes.
Insurance companies for small business like the WRA have had a minimum $500 annual
premium. Liberty Mutual’s recent renewal rate was $769 for July 2015 to July 2016. Other quotes
requested were all above $1,000/year. One company declined to offer Directors & Officers
coverage and responded, “Due to the client’s operations are outside of our appetite and comfort
level for D&O. Water and land/mineral rights have become a hot-button issue lately with an
increased exposure of litigation. Based on the applicant’s proposed purpose of water resources
management planning, we will be declining to offer a D&O proposal.” Another company’s
quote with D&O was $16,508/year. Therefore, the WRA will remain with Liberty Mutual and
Donna will increase the General Liability Insurance budget item to $800.
d) Payments to approve - All payments were approved
5. Update on Water Legislation & Regulatory Issues
Tim reported that he had no additional news with the legislature in recess. A new bond is being
proposed, but it is in the beginning stages of development.
6. SGMA Planning & Implementation
a) Facilitation Process Update: Tim reported that the ad hoc subcommittee is scheduled to meet
October 20 and 30th along with the facilitator and Hong Lin to finalize the facilitator’s scope of
work for the GSA formation process. Tim and Elisa summarized the Solano County Water
Agency (SCWA)’s Solano SGMA meeting that they attended as guests. SCWA got more push
back from local stakeholders on the transparency of their process than anticipated. Tim and Elisa
gave feedback to SCWA on our preferred basin boundary modifications. We will continue to
coordinate with our neighboring and Westside IRWMP partners.
b) Review of Discussion Papers by TC: The TC began a review of DWR’s “Wheel of
Sustainability” topics (ten) related to the SGMA process. The topics will be a standing item on
the agenda until all topics are reviewed. Hong Lin, DWR, gave a good presentation on the first
two topics at the October TC meeting. The TC had very good attendance by agencies and
stakeholders in October.
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MINUTES of Executive Committee (EC) Meeting
Water Resources Association of Yolo County
October 5, 2015, 12:00 - 1:00 pm
7.

Technical Committee (TC) & Westside IRWMP Update: Elisa had nothing additional to report
on TC activities. The Westside IRWMP Coordinating Committee will be providing financial
reporting through 6/30/15 on expenses and remaining funding as requested by Elisa and the other
partners. This information will be provided by SCWA who has been the handling the financials and
chairing the Committee for the last two years.

8. WRA Board Meeting
a) November 16, 2015 Board meeting agenda items: The EC discussed potential topics and
presentations for November:
• SGMA Facilitation & Public Outreach Process Outline - Tim O’Halloran, Dave Ceppos/CCP
• ASR Project Presentation – Tim Busch, City of Woodland (Donna will confirm)
• Nominating Committee Report - recommendations for 2016 Board Officers & Appointments
• Audit Report FY Ending 2014 and 2015 – Rick Johnston, PBJ (Donna coordinating)
• Yolo Bypass Integrated Project & Fisheries Management Programs Updates – Robin
Kulakow (acknowledge that Robin is retiring at end of year) (Donna will contact & confrim)
Donna will email the EC with information on the 2014 nominating committee members, so the Chair
can appoint a 2015 Nominating Committee. The Committees recommendations will be presented to
the WRA Board in November for election and appointment.
b) Future Board Meeting Topics – On-going list (alphabetical):
New meeting topics discussed in September:
• Desalinization projects – Kurt will investigate potential speaker(s)
• Effects of Fire on the Watershed – Kurt inquiry to Rich M. re: last year’s fire studies
• Mercury 1995 Study Update released in Aug or Sept, Dr. Slotton/UCD – Elisa will contact
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Annual Water Resources Conditions - Tim O’Halloran
Bay Delta Conservation Plan (BDCP) Updates
Central Valley Flood Protection Plan - MWH/DWR (Janet Atkinson 916-803-4779)
Davis-Woodland Surface Water Supply Project Update, WDCWA
Delta Counties Coalition update
Delta updates, allow time to discuss at each meeting
Drought Conditions Update
Flood Update – pending TC discussions and recommendations on what/who to present
floodSAFE Yolo (who?)
Lower Cache Creek Feasibility Study Update (Tim Busch/City of Woodland)
Member agency concerns, such as West Sac and flood protection
Mercury issues and TMDL’s (subcommittee report)
North Bay Aqueduct Project (David Okita)- progress updates
RD 2035 Joint Intake project update
RWA, John Woodling, Update on priority issues for the
Speakers representing positions/interests seen as potential threats to our region
Underground well conditions update
Water quality
Water rate studies - sharing results of
Water re-use projects
Westside IRWMP process updates - ongoing
WRA Board Strategic Planning Session: FY15-16 dues increase? (3%?)
WRA funded projects, lead partners update (at end of FY)
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MINUTES of Executive Committee (EC) Meeting
Water Resources Association of Yolo County
October 5, 2015, 12:00 - 1:00 pm
•
•

Yolo IRWMP Foundational Actions update
Yolo IRWMP Foundational Actions Update by TC (tie-in to FY budget process)

8. Other Updates & Future Executive Committee Agenda Items – Nothing discussed
9. Next Executive Committee Meeting Date: Monday, November 2, 2015, 12:00 pm
10. Adjourned at 12:45 pm
Respectfully submitted,
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Water Resources Association of Yolo County
Technical Committee (TC) – September 3, 2015, 8:30 – 10:30 am

Yolo County Flood Control & WCD, 34274 State Hwy. 16, Woodland
Committee Members:
Elisa Sabatini, Yolo County, TC Chair
Carol Scianna, City of Winters
Max Stevenson, YCFC&WCD
Kristin Honeycutt, CA DWR
Paulina Benner, City of West Sacramento
Tim Busch, City of Woodland
Other Attendees:
John McKean
Casey Liebler, Yolo County
Member Agencies Absent:
UC Davis
RD 2035

Tim O’Halloran, YCFC&WCD
Dawn Calciano, City of Davis
Nancy Ullrey, Cache Creek Conservancy
Jeanette Wrysinski, Yolo County RCD
Ryan Burnett, City of West Sacramento
Donna Gentile, WRA
Dave Pratt

RD 108
Dunnigan Water District

1. CALL TO ORDER & Introductions at 8:30 am by Elisa Sabatini. Paulina Benner introduced Ryan Burnett who is
the City of West Sacramento’s new water conservation coordinator.
2. APPROVAL AGENDA & Adding Items to Posted Agenda: Agenda approved as presented.
3. APPROVE MEETING MINUTES: Previous meeting minutes were emailed to the TC for review with today’s
agenda. Comments on the draft 8/6/15 minutes are due by 9/4/15.
4. PUBLIC COMMENT: Tim Busch reported that the City of Woodland is holding an EIR/EIS public scoping
meeting at 4 pm today at the Woodland Community Center for the Lower Cache Creek Flood Risk
Management Feasibility Study in conjunction with the US Army Corps of Engineers. Elisa asked Tim to give a
short summary of the project’s history and the alternatives that are being evaluated to reduce flood damage
to the City and improve the conveyance of the hydraulic system in the Lower Cache Creek Basin. A Draft EIS
was originally submitted in 2003, but the process was paused after public comments and a determination of
the need for additional technical, environmental and economic evaluations. The City reinitiated the study
with the Corps in 2011 after further coordination with stakeholders and interested parties. A supplement to
the 2003 EIR is being prepared due to significant new circumstances and information relevant to the proposed
action and its impacts.

5. CALIFORNIA DEPT. OF WATER RESOURCES (DWR) Update: Kristin Honeycutt, DWR, gave updates on the
following items.

IRWM

Implementation Grants
 DWR is currently reviewing
 Announce draft funding recommendations for Public Review and Comment in early Nov.
 Announce Final Awards by middle of Dec.

Water-Energy Grant (SB 103)
 Drafting up Grant Agreements

EDA Mapping Tool (http://gis.water.ca.gov/app/edas)
 Map includes municipality population, density, unemployment rate layers
 Applies to Prop 1 Grant Program
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EDA (CWC 79702) = municipality (inc. or uninc. Areas with entities that provide public services) with <20,000 people, a
rural county, or a reasonably isolated and divisible segment of a larger municipality where the segment is <20,000
people
 Annual MHI <85% statewide MHI
 With one of the following conditions determined by DWR: 1) financial hardship, 2) unemployment rate at least 2
percent > statewide avg (7.5% 2014), 3) low pop density (100 ppl/sq. mi.)
 Next is public release of final instructions and mapping tool
Proposition 1 Funding ($37 for Sacramento River Area/ $510M)
 Public scoping workshop expected for September 18, 2015 at 10 a.m. at
CalEPA: http://www.water.ca.gov/irwm/grants/prop1index.cfm
 After workshop will begin drafting Guidelines and PSP for public comment period and public meetings; applicant
workshop; draft award public comment period and meeting…
 Stakeholder Engagement and Advisory Committee was created for input on the development of Prop 1 IRWM Grant
Program: 20 member advisory group




Sustainable Groundwater Management

Sustainable Groundwater Planning Grant Program – Draft Guidelines for Sustainable Groundwater Planning Grant Program
($100M available overall) and draft PSP for Counties with Stressed Basins solicitation funded by Proposition
1: http://www.water.ca.gov/irwm/grants/sgwp/guidelinespsp.cfm
 Contact Laura McLean: Laura.Mclean@water.ca.gov or 916.651.9212
 $10M available for Counties that are CASGEM compliant and considered Critically-Overdrafted basins or groundwater
levels within the basin are declining or fluctuating causing impacts including reduced groundwater storage, seawater
intrusion, threatening or degrading water quality, land subsidence and/or surface water depletion
 County government is the applicant

Draft Basin Boundary Emergency Regulations: http://www.water.ca.gov/groundwater/sgm/basin_boundaries.cfm#regs – public
workshops this week; recording of the webcast from Monday on the website. Public comment period closes Friday, September
4: http://www.water.ca.gov/groundwater/sgm/basin_boundaries.cfm

Draft List of Basins in Critical Overdraft (21 basins and subbasins) – informational meeting August 25 and webcast on August 26 –
SGMA directs DWR to identify basins subject to critical conditions of overdraft. Public comment period closes Sept 25 – Finalized
list posted October : http://www.water.ca.gov/groundwater/sgm/cod.cfm

Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) Draft Regulation Issues – Batch 3 Information meeting and webcast September 21
 Water Budgets and Coordination
 State Agency Coordination
 Data Collection, Management, and Reporting
 Adaptive Management and Focus Areas

DWR released an interactive map showing all elected Groundwater Sustainability Agencies (GSAs) that have sent in notices to
DWR

Facilitation support services available for local public agencies working to meet requirements of SGMA; majority of available
support is reserved for forming GSAs and developing GSPs; priority given to newly forming groups and groups that have not
received financial support in the past
FLOOD

Preseason Flood Coordination Meetings Schedules – County OES in partnership with State-Fed Flood Ops Center – provide
regional and local updates on annual preparedness activities
o Oct 15 – Sutter (Yuba City)
o Oct 22 – Sacramento (Rancho Cordova)
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MISCELLANEOUS

NASA – DWR released a report showing land in the SJV sinking faster than ever previously recorded due to groundwater
pumping; noted subsidence near Yolo and Arbuckle
o Please refer calls as follows:

Satellite data – Tom Farr, Tom Farr Earth and Space Sciences Division
MS 300-233
phone: 818-354-9057
Jet Propulsion Lab
fax: 818-354-9476
Pasadena, CA 91109 tom.farr@jpl.nasa.gov

Aircraft (UAVSAR) data – Cathleen Jones cathleen.e.jones@jpl.nasa.gov, 818.354.4321



CFCC webcast Sept 23: register at http://cfcc.ca.gov/funding_fairs.htm
DWR’s toilet rebate and turf replacement programs: http://www.saveourwaterrebates.com/
o Toilet: http://www.water.ca.gov/toiletretrofit/
o Turf - http://www.water.ca.gov/turf/

6. FUNDING UPDATES: Jeanette reported that in conjunction with Yolo County, the Yolo County RCD and the
Cache Creek Conservancy put together a ~ $500,000 proposal to the River Parkways Program to do
restoration, bank stabilization and some interpretive planning at the Capay Open Space Park to improve usage
of this somewhat forgotten park.
Nancy Ullrey discussed her request to amend the Cache Creek Conservancy’s WRA Project Fund request for
the Nature Bowl education project. Since the last TC meeting, the Nature Bowl organizers rescinded their
offer to the Cache Creek Conservancy to be a Nature Bowl site. However, the Conservancy has another
watershed educational event called Wacky Wilderness Days. They are requesting that the $11,000 WRA
funding be utilized for this project instead. This event continues to grow in popularity and they would like to
expand the event. The WRA funds would still be used to purchase environmental educational equipment to
support the event’s activities as detailed in their amended Project Fund Request included with the agenda
under Item 9a. The TC does not have any protocol or precedence for substitution requests. The TC discussed
the request and there were no objections to funding this alternate project. The TC formally agreed to fund
Wacky Wilderness Days instead of the Nature Bowl project for FY15-16.
Jeanette reported on 3 additional grants that the RCD is preparing.
• Proposition 1: Bay Delta Program for the Yolo Bypass Wildlife Area, Concept proposal for restoration
• Proposition 1: Dept. of Fish & Wildlife for site specific creek & slough plantings on projects already
cost-shared with NRCS and provide money for maintenance
• Bureau of Reclamation & US Fish & Wildlife Habitat Restoration Grant: RCD and the Yolo Habitat
Conservancy are considering applying for a very specific grant for tiger salamander protection in the
Dunnigan Hills. Jeanette is trying to identify landowners who are willing to participate in an easement
in order to apply for this grant.
Westside-Sacramento IRWM Update: Max gave an update on the Westside-Sacramento’s 2014 Drought
Emergency Grant ($7.5 M) award. He listed the projects from the City of Woodland, YCFC&WCD and Lake
County receiving funding. A new grant proposal was submitted for projects in Napa and Solano counties for
the last round of IRWM implementation funding with final award announcements anticipated by December
2015. He also gave an update on activities of the Westside Coordinating Committee (CC) that met yesterday
at the YCFC&WCD office. DWR reimbursed the Westside CC for grant preparation and now the CC is
considering using a portion of those funds for a small grant program to fund local projects much like the
WRA’s project funds. The CC is reviewing procedures and guidelines for applying for their small grant funds
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(draft form pending). In order to apply, a project must already be in the Westside-Sacramento IRWMP (the
open-enrollment form can be accessed here: http://www.westsideirwm.com/projects.html). The Westside CC
is also in the process of preparing a first-time annual budget report and other annual documents.
7. WATER LEGISLATION & REGULATORY ISSUES UPDATE:
a) Delta updates & FloodProtect Update: A Woodland flood-related update was given earlier in the meeting
by Tim Busch. The County monitors and reports on Delta and State flood program activities.
b) Legislation and Regulatory Updates: Tim O’Halloran informed that the legislative session ends on 9/11.
He has been tracking groundwater legislation, such as an adjudication bill and spot bills, although he
doesn’t anticipation any major movement for the end of the session. Carol Scianna and Tim Busch
discussed that the chromium 6 compliance/violation reporting requirements have been extended to 5
years and how that benefits local agencies.
8. The YEAR of GROUNDWATER (Tim O’Halloran)
a) Groundwater Legislation Activities Update: Tim acknowledged his participation in DWR’s Practioner
Advisory Panel (PAP) process which is very well thought out and managed. He summarized the WRA’s
process to solicit for Statement of Qualifications for facilitator support services to assist with the
WRA/Yolo County Farm Bureau’s Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) public outreach
process for formation of a local Groundwater Sustainability Agency (GSA). Subsequent to sending the
solicitation and receiving the proposals, DWR formalized their facilitation support services process. The
WRA received seven proposals in March, but the selection process was put on hold to review DWR’s inkind options. DWR contracts with the Center for Collaborative Policy (CCP) and Montgomery Watson
Harza for facilitation services. Yolo, Colusa and Glenn counties have shared responsibility of the basin(s)
and are individually requesting facilitation support from DWR.
Tim outlined one of the next steps, which is technical work to determine the groundwater basin boundary
revisions. The local preference is a county-wide boundary versus a Bulletin 118 defined boundary.
b) SGMA Implementation and Outreach Update:
• Center for Collaborative Policy Facilitation Services Update: Tim and Elisa explained the gist of some
preliminary miscommunications between CCP and DWR and Yolo regarding the initiation of
contracting services. Tim felt from his conversations with David Gutierrez, DWR SGM Program
Manager, that everything has been resolved so that we can move forward with our process. The
WRA/YCFB will be requesting Dave Ceppos from the CCP for our facilitation support. Tim will develop
a scope of work (SOW) with input from Dave. Our goal is to have a GSA formed by 6/30/16. On
September 14th, the WRA Board will be asked to approve the WRA entering into an agreement with
DWR for CCP facilitation services.
• Stakeholders and Issues Identification: Elisa asked the TC for input on what kinds of issues are being
discussed by stakeholders. She has received some interesting phone calls about misinformed SGMA
concerns. TC members shared a few of the facts being misconstrued: well metering, fees, well
pumping authority/control, protection of stored groundwater. Tim said that a website has been
reserved for Yolo County Groundwater.org to help keep the public and stakeholders accurately
informed. Yolo County OES continues to track wells that are going dry and the resulting lost revenue
in Yolo County.
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9. WRA PROJECT FUND BUDGET:
a) FY2015-16 Project Fund Allocation: Donna reviewed the FY15-16 allocations to be presented to the WRA
Board for approval on September 14th (see attached table included in agenda). An updated Project Fund
Budget Expectations/Timeline was included for informational purposes for the agencies receiving funding.
• Project proposal for substitution request from Cache Creek Conservancy: This item was discussed
under Agenda Item #6. The TC approved the project substitution for the same allocation amount.
b) Update on Subsidence Network Monitoring Project for FY15-16: Donna pointed out the boxed detail on
the table for the proposed subsidence project funding. Elisa thanked the City of Winters for delaying their
FY15-16 funding in lieu of supporting the advancement of this project. Tim O’Halloran will coordinate an
offline conversation between the YCFC&WCD, City of Woodland and Yolo County for the resolution of
FloodSafe Yolo Pilot Program funding that remains unexpended (~$21,000 divided by the 3 partners). He
proposed that some of this funding might be used toward the subsidence project, although Woodland
may want to use their portion for their Flood Risk Study public outreach.
10. MEMBER INFORMATION & FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS: Yolo County, Winters, Woodland, West Sacramento
and YCFC&WCD gave short updates on activities.
11. NEXT REGULAR TC MEETING DATE: October 1, 2015, 8:30 - 10:30 a.m., Yolo County Flood Control & Water
Conservation District Board Room.
12. ADJOURN at 10:30 am
Respectfully submitted,
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Committee Members:
Elisa Sabatini, Yolo County, TC Chair
Carol Scianna, City of Winters
Max Stevenson, YCFC&WCD
Kristin Honeycutt, CA DWR
Ryan Burnett, City of West Sacramento
Bryan Busch, RD 108
Donna Gentile, WRA
Other Attendees:
John McKean
Dave Pratt
Monique Day, West Yost Associates
Jordan Power, City of Woodland
Member Agencies Absent:
UC Davis
RD 2035

Tim O’Halloran, YCFC&WCD
Dawn Calciano, City of Davis
Nancy Ullrey, Cache Creek Conservancy
Hong Lin, CA DWR
Tim Busch, City of Woodland
Stephen McCord, MEI
Casey Liebler, Yolo County
Esther Conrad, Stanford Water in the West
Atley Keller, MEI
Dunnigan Water District

1. CALL TO ORDER & Introductions at 8:30 am by Elisa Sabatini.
2. APPROVAL AGENDA & Adding Items to Posted Agenda: Agenda approved as presented.
3. APPROVE MEETING MINUTES: Previous meeting minutes were emailed to the TC for review with today’s
agenda. Comments on the draft 9/3/15 minutes are due by 10/2/15.
4. PUBLIC COMMENT: John McKean commented on recent news about a new water bond proposal that
California environmentalists are planning to file as discussed by Jerry Meral who is now representing water
issues for the Natural Heritage Institute.

5. CALIFORNIA DEPT. OF WATER RESOURCES (DWR) Update: Kristin Honeycutt, DWR, gave updates on the
following items.

Integrated Regional Water Management
 Implementation Grants
 Announce draft Prop.84 Round 2 funding recommendations for Public Review and Comment – early Nov. and
final awards by middle Dec.
 EDA Mapping Tool (http://gis.water.ca.gov/app/edas)
 Map includes municipality population, density, unemployment rate layers
 Applies to Prop 1 Grant Program
 EDA (CWC 79702) = municipality (inc. or uninc. Areas with entities that provide public services) with <20,000
people, a rural county, or a reasonably isolated and divisible segment of a larger municipality where the
segment is <20,000 people
 Annual MHI <85% statewide MHI
 With one of the following conditions determined by DWR: 1) financial hardship, 2) unemployment rate at least 2
percent > statewide avg (7.5% 2014), 3) low pop density (100 ppl/sq. mi.)
 Next is public release of final instructions and mapping tool


Proposition 1 Funding ($37/$510M)
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Public scoping workshop September 18 – presentation from
meeting: http://www.water.ca.gov/irwm/grants/docs/P1Index/Proposition1IRWMGrantProgramPublicScoping
Meeting_Final.pdf
 December 2015 – release for public review and comment
 Draft IRWM Program Guidelines
 Draft Planning Grant PSP
 Draft DAC Involvement RFP
 Draft DAC Project PSP
 February 2016 – Public meetings
 March 2016 – Issue final documents; commence Planning Grant and DAC involvement solicitations
 New Legislation related to IRWM:
 SB 985: Stormwater Resources Plan incorporated into IRWMP
 AB 1249: Address areas of nitrate, arsenic, perchlorate, or hex. chrom.
 SB 208: Advance payment for certain projects (pending Governor’s approval)
Sustainable Groundwater Management Program
 Sustainable Groundwater Planning Grant Program – Public Comment Meetings ( Friday in Santa Rosa: presentation)
for the Draft GL for SGP Grant Program ($100M available overall) and Draft PSP for Counties with Stressed Basins
solicitation funded by Proposition 1
 $10M available for Counties that are CASGEM compliant and considered Critically-Over-drafted basins
 Final GL/PSP out late October and solicitation opens late October
 Workshop in November and solicitation closes late November
 Draft Funding Recommendations: Jan. 2016
 Draft Basin Boundary Emergency Regulations – Informational update on basin boundary emergency regulations
presented to the CWC Sept 16
 Basin Boundary Regulations website: http://www.water.ca.gov/groundwater/sgm/basin_boundaries.cfm
 Draft List of Basins in Critical Overdraft (21 basins and subbasins) – Public comment period closed Sept 25 –
Finalized list posted October
 DWR working through SB 13 amendments to SGMA for the formation of Groundwater Sustainability Agencies
 DWR’s GSA website: http://www.water.ca.gov/groundwater/sgm/gsa.cfm
 GSP Regulations meeting webcast posted: adaptive management, data collection, water budgets, and state agency
coordination (Batch 3)
 GSP Batch Information Meeting and Webcast
materials: http://www.water.ca.gov/groundwater/sgm/gsp.cfm#Phase1
 Facilitation support services available for local public agencies working to meet requirements of SGMA; majority of
available support is reserved for forming GSAs and developing GSPs; priority given to newly forming groups and
groups that have not received financial support in the past


FLOOD
 Preseason Flood Coordination Meetings Schedules – County OES in partnership with State-Fed Flood Ops Center –
provide regional and local updates on annual preparedness activities
o Oct 15 – Sutter (Yuba City)
o Oct 22 – Sacramento (Rancho Cordova)
MISCELLANEOUS
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SWRCB scheduled informational meetings to discussion implementation of SGMA: Oct 27 Sacramento and
webcast: technical sessions (1-4) and public forums (68): http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/gmp/docs/sgma/sgma_mtgs_oct15_notice_rev.pdf

6. FUNDING UPDATES:
• Max Stevenson reported on the Westside grants for Prop. 84 Water Use Efficiency which is near
completion and Prop. 84 IRWMP Emergency Drought Funding ($7M) projects for Yolo and Lake
counties are just getting started.
• Tim Busch reported the City of Woodland was awarded a $5M grant for DWR’s Urban Flood Risk
Reduction Program for feasibility study and design of Lower Cache Creek flood project through the
Central Valley Flood Protection Board. The scope will be finalized in the next few weeks. There will
also be a separate study done with the State and City independent of the Federal study which could
provide a faster path to the solution and will take into consideration the work that was previously
done. The Rail Relocation Project does tie into the local study but not the Federal.
• Stephen McCord reported the Westside’s EPA Brownfield Coalition Assessment grant should be
starting soon. Tuleyome’s grant to clean up the Corona & Twin Peaks mines should start soon. This 3
year, $2M grant is through CA Fish & Wildlife. He mentioned that Rich Marovich, Lower Putah Creek
Coordinating Committee, submitted a proposal for a Prop.1 planning grant (~$700K) for Putah Creek
restoration through CA Fish & Wildlife.
• Elisa mentioned the Cache Creek Area Plan TAC is working with Mark Thompkins to assemble a
comprehensive suite of projects on Cache Creek for the next round of Prop. 1 funding.
• Monique Day mentioned Woodland Davis Clean Water Agency applied for a CA Fish & Wildlife
watershed restoration grant for $8.1M and also applied for a $2M Delta Conservancy grant for RD
2035’s Joint Intake project construction.
• Bryan Busch mentioned RD108’s Knights Landing Ridge Drainage Ditch Levee Repair project
(groundbreaking was on 9/2). It is a $7.5M project to repair 3.4 miles of levee on the east bank of the
Knights Landing Ridge Cut. They also began a project under the EcoRestore Program for Knights
Landing outfall gates and installation of a fish barrier. Other related projects are under discussion for
possible management by RD108 at nearby locations. RD 108 also applied for Prop. 1 funding for a
transitory storage project to store water on rice fields during winter time excess flows and return
water to the Delta when needed.
Kristin reminded that projects are ranked more favorably by DWR if they are part of the Westside-Sacramento
IRWMP. Any new projects should consider submitting a proposal to the Westside for inclusion. Donna will
email to the TC information for adding projects to the Westside IRWMP as part of their open enrollment
process. She will send the Project Information Form and relevant information from the IRWMP regarding
goals and objectives (Sec. 6), project selection and prioritization (Sec. 8).
7. EMERGENCY WATERSHED PROTECTION PROGRAM: Elisa explained that Yolo County was contacted by NRCS
Woodland office about emergency funding for protection against erosion, mudslides etc. after a significant
fire event. This funding is only available for private landowners with a local agency sponsor. Elisa informed
that there is not very much privately owned land on the Cache Creek side. Therefore, the County is working
with the Bureau of Land Management who is putting together a 3-year plan for restoration to ensure
minimum impacts as a result of the fires. Elisa and Tim are concerned about large fire-related debris this
winter that may cause a variety of damage to the creek, bridges and the dam. She hopes to have an update by
the next TC meeting. Stephen McCord mentioned Napa County’s Measure A that is supposed to have funding
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available to provide watershed protection for fire-related hazards. This funding might be available to assist
the area above Lake Berryessa.
8. WATER LEGISLATION & REGULATORY ISSUES UPDATE: Tim O’Halloran had nothing additional to report while
the legislature is out on recess.
9. WATER MANAGEMENT PLANS BY WATER AGENCIES IN YOLO COUNTY: Stephen McCord and Atley Keller,
MEI. Stephen took the initiative to update and expand a table originally developed by Max on local agency
water planning documents. He utilized the help of his intern Atley to further research information for the
table. The table included in the TC agenda is the “master table”, but Stephen also distributed two other
worksheets that provide additional details to decipher the master table. All of these worksheets are works in
progress and are not yet complete. Atley explained where she found the information to fill-in these
worksheets; internet searches, phone calls etc. The master table includes a link to the identified plans when
available. There are 25 different types of plans identified by an enumerated “a” to “z” list. Some of these
plans are a legal requirement for local agencies. An agency contact list was circulated and updates were
requested. The TC discussed the plans listed and any possibly omitted. The TC gave feedback on ways to
clarify the way the information was represented on the master table. Tim suggested that Deseret Farms and
River Garden Farms be removed from the list because they are private entities. If anyone has additional
information to contribute, please send an email to Atley: akeller@mccenv.com
10. SUSTAINABILE GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT ACT (SGMA) PLANNING & IMPLEMENTATION:
a) Facilitation Process Update: Tim reported that the WRA Board took action at their September meeting to
approve the facilitation agreement between the WRA and DWR/Center for Collaborative Policy (CCP). The
Board also approved the appointment of an ad hoc committee to develop and approve the final scope of
work for the CCP. The scope of work should be finalized in the next several weeks and then the public
outreach process will begin.
Tim gave an overview of the local basin boundary adjustment discussions and application process for
adjustments. There will be a 90 day window to request basin boundary modifications after DWR finalizes
the draft regulations by 12/31/15. Elisa and Tim attended a Solano SGMA meeting earlier this week. One
item on their agenda was to proceed with their request for a basin boundary adjustments. They received
more push back from their governing body than they anticipated.
Tim introduced Esther Conrad from Stanford University’s Water in the West program who will be
observing and researching our local Groundwater Sustainability Agency (GSA) formation process.
Stanford’s programs integrate research in law, policy, geophysics, engineering and economics to identify
and develop solutions to inform more effective groundwater management and policy. She explained they
are studying how the technical aspects are supporting the GSA development process and what value the
technical information adds to developing a common understanding of groundwater basin conditions as
the process evolves. These Programs will be researching SGMA efforts and working with groundwater
managers statewide to assist with technical tools and other aspects of groundwater management. For
more information about the programs go to: http://waterinthewest.stanford.edu/.
b) Review and Discussion of DWR Discussion Topic Papers #1 and #2: Hong Lin, DWR, gave a presentation on
the first two topic papers. The SGMA acknowledges that groundwater management is best accomplished
locally in California. Hong summarized the statistics on high, medium and low priority basins based on
basin prioritization by CASGEM (California Statewide Groundwater Elevation Monitoring). SGMA requires
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Groundwater Sustainability Plans (GSP) for the 127 high and medium priority basins. SGMA authorizes
local agencies to manage their basin via a GSA and defines a time frame for accomplishing goals. If a GSA
is not designated for a basin, then the State will be the “backstop” for management. Hong reviewed
milestones reached for the SGMA process. SB 13 is an approved amendment that streamlines certain
SGMA procedures and clarifies ambiguities in the legislation language. It restricts the formation of a GSA
for overlapping service areas until the conflict is either withdrawn or modified to eliminate the overlap.
Hong reviewed the general framework for the basin boundary regulations process. The process is in the
third phase of implementation that will culminate in the adoption of emergency regulations by 12/31/15.
Beginning in January, DWR opens the 90-day window to accept basin boundary modification requests.
Concurrently, the GSP or Alternative Plan regulations process is proceeding through its implementation
phases, which is currently in Phase 2 - discussion topics public workshops. Hong gave a short overview of
each of the GSP components and issue topics in the “wheel of sustainability”. Today, Hong will review
Topics 1 and 2. All GSP discussion/topic papers are posted on DWR’s
website: http://www.water.ca.gov/groundwater/sgm/discussion_papers.cfm .

Topic 1: Pre-SGMA Conditions and Undesirable Results
The regulations state that a GSP is not required to address undesirable results that occurred before and
have not been corrected by 1/1/15, but they need to be fully defined in the GSP and include actions that
will manage undesirable results above significant and unreasonable levels by 2040 or 2042. Hong
described pre-SGMA conditions with three sample graphs illustrating different starting groundwater level
conditions and potential paths to sustainability goal scenarios. Undesirable results are a significant and
unreasonable reduction of groundwater storage, groundwater levels, seawater intrusion, degraded water
quality, land subsidence and depletions of surface water. Hong presented some questions and secondary
considerations to assist a GSA to further define “significant and unreasonable” for the six conditions
stated above. “Significant and unreasonable” should largely be based on site specific considerations and
defined/developed at the local level. Hong explained the benefit of developing a state minimum
standard, but a framework needs to be established for each undesirable result. This Topic paper includes
information for the public workshop discussions to consider the issues of concern.
Topic 2: Measurable Objectives and Interim Milestones
Hong reviewed that the regulations state the GSP shall include measurable objectives and interim
milestones in increments of five years to achieve the sustainability goal in the basin within 20 years of the
implementation of the plan. The plan should include a description of how each objective is met and how
the objective intends to achieve the sustainability goal for long-term beneficial uses of groundwater.
Hong presented a map of the Sacramento River hydrologic region showing all the existing Groundwater
Management Plans. A short list compared the existing Basin Management Objective requirements to the
new GSP Measurable Objective requirements. She further discussed possible paths to sustainability that a
GSA could use by employing implementable actions to achieve interim milestones every 5 years.
Measurable objectives and interim milestones are necessary to reduce uncertainty and achieve or
maintain basin sustainability. Hong presented a few questions that could further an understanding of
measureable objectives for GSAs and basin managers. The PPT of her presentation is available
here: http://www.yolowra.org/meeting_technical.html. Hong answered questions and received
comments.
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Elisa and Tim thanked Hong for her informative presentation. The TC will continue to review pertinent
topics related to SGMA as appropriate. A separate outreach process as described in the Facilitation
Process Update above will start soon.
11. WRA PROJECT FUND BUDGET:
a) Update on FY2015-16 Projects: Donna reported that the process of preparing agreements including
supporting scope of work and budget has been initiated with all lead agencies receiving allocations.
b) Update on Subsidence Network Monitoring Project for FY15-16: Tim O’Halloran informed that we are
moving forward with setting up the subsidence event for this fiscal year. We should have a draft contract
and timeline available at the next TC meeting.
12. MEMBER INFORMATION: Woodland, Winters and Yolo County gave short updates on activities.
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS: Tim O’Halloran asked Tim Busch to give a presentation on Woodland’s Aquifer
Storage & Recovery (ASR) project to the TC and the WRA Board in November. Tim O’Halloran will also give an
update on the WEAP (Water Evaluation and Planning System) model at the November meeting.
13. NEXT REGULAR TC MEETING DATE: November 5, 2015, 8:30 - 10:30 a.m., Yolo County Flood Control & Water
Conservation District Board Room.
14. ADJOURN at 10:45 am
Respectfully submitted,
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10:36 AM
11/12/15
Accrual Basis

Water Resources Association of Yolo County

Balance Sheet
As of October 31, 2015
Oct 31, 15
ASSETS
Current Assets
Checking/Savings
LAIF

123,275.11

First Northern - Savings

141,042.78

First Northern - Checking
Total Checking/Savings

24,619.51
288,937.40

Total Current Assets

288,937.40

TOTAL ASSETS

288,937.40

LIABILITIES & EQUITY
Liabilities
Current Liabilities
Accounts Payable
Accounts Payable

20,593.49

Total Accounts Payable

20,593.49

Other Current Liabilities
SIMPLE IRA Liabilities
Payroll Liabilities

245.28
1,357.13

Total Other Current Liabilities

Total Current Liabilities

1,602.41

22,195.90

Total Liabilities

22,195.90

Equity
Opening Bal Equity

16,689.30

Revenue in Excess of Expenses (Retained Earnings)

125,581.92

Net Income

124,470.28

Total Equity

266,741.50

TOTAL LIABILITIES & EQUITY

288,937.40
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Water Resources Association of Yolo County

Budget vs. Actual
July through October 2015

Jul - Oct 15

Budget

% of Budget

Ordinary Income/Expense
Income
Member Dues - Administrative

73,887.00

73,887.00

100.0%

Member Dues - Associate

473.00

473.00

100.0%

Interest Income

209.40

600.00

34.9%

Calendar - Revenue (Donations)
In-Kind Income (non-cash)
YCFC Admin Support
Total Income

Gross Profit

375.00

3,200.00

11.72%

1,666.68

5,000.00

33.33%

0.00

1,900.00

0.0%

76,611.08

85,060.00

90.07%

76,611.08

85,060.00

90.07%

18,397.35

53,150.00

34.61%

Expense
Salaries - Gross
Payroll Taxes & Expenses

1,422.40

4,300.00

33.08%

Employer Paid Benefits

4,818.84

14,800.00

32.56%

Workers Comp Insurance
General Liability Insurance
Accounting Services
Audit

0.00

800.00

0.0%

390.00

800.00

48.75%

0.00

400.00

0.0%

0.00

5,500.00

0.0%

Bank Charges, License Fees

15.00

200.00

7.5%

Books, Maps, Subscriptions

0.00

150.00

0.0%

Calendar - Water Awareness (Contest & Printing)

0.00

3,200.00

0.0%

Computer Equipment

0.00

875.00

0.0%

0.00

1,500.00

0.0%

Copies, Printing & Binding

Conferences & Seminars

280.65

1,500.00

18.71%

Internet Service

542.56

1,700.00

31.92%

0.00

500.00

0.0%

Meeting Expenses

Legal Consultation Fees

890.60

2,500.00

35.62%

Mileage

117.88

700.00

16.84%

Miscellaneous Expense
Office Rent (non-cash)
Office Supplies/Expenses
Postage
Telephone Utilities
Contingency
Total Expense

Net Ordinary Income

0.00

500.00

0.0%

1,666.68

5,000.00

33.33%

286.76

1,500.00

19.12%

90.29

900.00

10.03%

291.79

900.00

32.42%

0.00

600.00

0.0%

29,210.80

101,975.00

28.65%

47,400.28

-16,915.00

627.00

97,943.00

Other Income/Expense
Other Income
Project Fund
Assoc. Mbr Dues - Projects
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Water Resources Association of Yolo County

Budget vs. Actual
July through October 2015

Jul - Oct 15
Member Dues - Projects

Budget

% of Budget

97,943.00

627.00

15,620.89%

Total Project Fund

98,570.00

98,570.00

100.0%

Special Project-GWMonProg $$

89,000.00

89,000.00

100.0%

187,570.00

187,570.00

100.0%

CCC-Wacky Wilderness Days

0.00

11,000.00

0.0%

Davis-Wdld Water Conser Concept

0.00

31,710.00

0.0%

1,500.00

1,500.00

100.0%

PCC Salmon in Classroom/Bypass

0.00

5,000.00

0.0%

PCC-Putah Creek Fall Clean-up

0.00

8,000.00

0.0%

PCC-Native Plant Nursery Volunt

0.00

7,500.00

0.0%

Total Other Income

Other Expense
Project Fund Budget

Mercury TMDL Assess-McCord

Westside IRWMP (WRA cost share)

20,000.00

20,000.00

100.0%

Winters Storm Water Mgmt Plan

0.00

15,000.00

0.0%

Year of Groundwater

0.00

62,500.00

0.0%

Yolo Bypass Integ Project-YBF

0.00

5,000.00

0.0%

YCRCD-Nitrogen&Irrigation BMPs

0.00

10,000.00

0.0%

0.00

360.00

0.0%

Total Project Fund Budget

Unallocated/Reserve Project $

21,500.00

177,570.00

12.11%

Special Project-GWMonProg $ Exp (YCFCWCD)

89,000.00

89,000.00

100.0%

110,500.00

266,570.00

41.45%

77,070.00

-79,000.00

124,470.28

-95,915.00

Total Other Expense

Net Other Income

Net Income
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Accrual Basis

Water Resources Association of Yolo County

Profit & Loss
September through October 2015
Sep 15

Oct 15

TOTAL

Ordinary Income/Expense
Income
Interest Income

7.82

100.31

108.13

Calendar - Revenue (Donations)

0.00

375.00

375.00

416.67

416.67

833.34

424.49

891.98

1,316.47

424.49

891.98

1,316.47

4,088.30

4,088.30

8,176.60

In-Kind Income (non-cash)
Total Income

Gross Profit

Expense
Salaries - Gross
Payroll Taxes & Expenses

316.26

316.25

632.51

1,189.38

1,189.38

2,378.76

General Liability Insurance

0.00

197.75

197.75

Copies, Printing & Binding

217.55

24.95

242.50

Internet Service

180.00

90.00

270.00

37.64

30.91

68.55

Employer Paid Benefits

Meeting Expenses
Mileage
Office Rent (non-cash)
Office Supplies/Expenses

41.40

50.03

91.43

416.67

416.67

833.34

0.00

134.78

134.78

Postage

50.16

14.07

64.23

Telephone Utilities

72.42

72.28

144.70

6,609.78

6,625.37

13,235.15

-6,185.29

-5,733.39

-11,918.68

46,936.00

0.00

46,936.00

46,936.00

0.00

46,936.00

0.00

20,000.00

20,000.00

46,936.00

42,064.00

89,000.00

46,936.00

62,064.00

109,000.00

0.00

-62,064.00

-62,064.00

-6,185.29

-67,797.39

-73,982.68

Total Expense

Net Ordinary Income

Other Income/Expense
Other Income
Special Project-GWMonProg $$
Total Other Income

Other Expense
Project Fund Budget
Special Project-GWMonProg $ Exp (YCFCWCD)
Total Other Expense

Net Other Income

Net Income

29

Page 1 of 1

10:38 AM
11/12/15

Water Resources Association of Yolo County

Transaction List by Date
September through October 2015

Type

Date

Num

Name

Bill

09/01/2015

2015.0831

General Journal

09/01/2015

aje-249

Bill Pmt -Check

09/01/2015

2364

Bill Pmt -Check

09/01/2015

2365

Bill

09/01/2015

August

Yolo County Flood Control & WCD_v

Transfer

09/09/2015

Liability Check

09/10/2015

E-pay

Liability Check

09/10/2015

E-pay

Liability Check

09/10/2015

Liability Check

09/10/2015

Liability Check

09/11/2015

Paycheck

09/14/2015

Bill Pmt -Check

09/15/2015

Payment

09/15/2015

10321716

University of CA Davis

Deposit

09/16/2015

Memo

Donna Gentile

Account

Split

Accounts Payable

Mileage

In-Kind Income (non-cash)

Office Rent (non-cash)

Donna Gentile

First Northern - Checking

Accounts Payable

-41.40

McCord Environmental, Inc.

First Northern - Checking

Accounts Payable

-3,000.00

Copies, postage, internet, tech support

Accounts Payable

-SPLIT-

Funds Transfer

First Northern - Savings

First Northern - Checking

Employment Development Department

499-0728-0 QB Tracking # 210944452

First Northern - Checking

-SPLIT-

-278.45

United States Treasury

68-0306647 QB Tracking # 210945292

First Northern - Checking

-SPLIT-

-1,757.26

EFT

Capital Bank and Trust Co.

73814903

First Northern - Checking

SIMPLE IRA Liabilities

EFT

Capital Bank and Trust Co.

73814903

First Northern - Checking

SIMPLE IRA Liabilities

QuickBooks Payroll Service

Created by Payroll Service on 09/10/2015

First Northern - Checking

-SPLIT-

DD1038

Donna L Gentile

Direct Deposit

EFT

Business Card (Mastercard)

Deposit

Transfer

09/21/2015

Bill

09/21/2015

2015.0921

Business Card (Mastercard)

Check

09/22/2015

EFT

Kaiser Permanente

Bill Pmt -Check

09/24/2015

2366

AT&T

Liability Check

09/25/2015

Bill

09/25/2015

7091356

AT&T

Paycheck

09/28/2015

DD1039

Donna L Gentile

Payment

09/30/2015

253914

City of Woodland

QuickBooks Payroll Service

First Northern - Checking

-SPLIT-

First Northern - Checking

Accounts Payable

30,280.00

-2,600.00

First Northern - Savings

First Northern - Checking

Accounts Payable

Meeting Expenses

First Northern - Checking

-SPLIT-

First Northern - Checking

Accounts Payable

First Northern - Checking

-SPLIT-

Accounts Payable

Telephone Utilities

First Northern - Checking

-SPLIT-

Undeposited Funds

Accounts Receivable

09/30/2015

aje-251

Yolo County Flood Control & WCD

YCFC pays cost internally- adjusting entry for FY15-16

Special Project-GWMonProg $$

Special Project-GWMonProg $ Exp (YCFCWCD)

2015.0930

Yolo County Flood Control & WCD_v

Copies, postage, internet, tech support

Accounts Payable

-SPLIT-

Deposit

09/30/2015

Deposit

First Northern - Savings

Undeposited Funds

Interest

First Northern - Savings

Interest Income

In-Kind Income (non-cash)

Office Rent (non-cash)

09/30/2015
aje-250

0.00
-222.20

30,280.00

09/30/2015

10/01/2015

-183.96
-1,462.38

Accounts Receivable

General Journal

Deposit

-183.96

Undeposited Funds

Funds Transfer

Direct Deposit

-163.42
-4,000.00

Undeposited Funds

September

Created by Payroll Service on 09/24/2015

-41.40
-416.67

First Northern - Savings

Bill

General Journal

Amount

-37.64
-1,066.74
-76.34
-1,462.38
-72.42
0.00
7,500.00
-46,936.00
-284.29
7,500.00
7.82
-416.67

Bill

10/01/2015

Yolo County Flood Control & WCD_v

GW Monitor Program

Accounts Payable

-SPLIT-

Bill

10/01/2015

Donna Gentile

September mileage

Accounts Payable

Mileage

Transfer

10/01/2015

Funds Transfer

First Northern - Savings

First Northern - Checking

Bill Pmt -Check

10/05/2015

2367

AT&T

First Northern - Checking

Accounts Payable

Bill Pmt -Check

10/05/2015

2368

Donna Gentile

First Northern - Checking

Accounts Payable

-21.28

Bill Pmt -Check

10/05/2015

2369

Yolo County Flood Control & WCD_v

First Northern - Checking

Accounts Payable

-42,511.71

September mileage

-42,064.00
-21.28
-43,000.00
-72.42

Transfer

10/07/2015

First Northern - Savings

First Northern - Checking

Bill Pmt -Check

10/08/2015

EFT

Business Card (Mastercard)

September

First Northern - Checking

Accounts Payable

Liability Check

10/09/2015

EFT

QuickBooks Payroll Service

Created by Payroll Service on 10/08/2015

First Northern - Checking

-SPLIT-

Liability Check

10/09/2015

E-pay

Employment Development Department

499-0728-0 QB Tracking # 288117787

First Northern - Checking

-SPLIT-

-185.64

Liability Check

10/09/2015

E-pay

United States Treasury

68-0306647 QB Tracking # 288118447

First Northern - Checking

-SPLIT-

-1,171.52

Liability Check

10/09/2015

EFT

Capital Bank and Trust Co.

73814903

First Northern - Checking

-SPLIT-

-245.28

Paycheck

10/13/2015

DD1040

Donna L Gentile

Direct Deposit

First Northern - Checking

-SPLIT-

Bill

10/15/2015

IRWMP 2015-16

Solano County Water Agency_v

Accounts Payable

Westside IRWMP (WRA cost share)
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Water Resources Association of Yolo County

Transaction List by Date
September through October 2015

Deposit

10/15/2015

Interest

LAIF

Interest Income

Transfer

10/21/2015

Funds Transfer

First Northern - Savings

First Northern - Checking

Bill

10/21/2015

2015.1021

Business Card (Mastercard)

Accounts Payable

-SPLIT-

-363.44

Check

10/22/2015

EFT

Kaiser Permanente

First Northern - Checking

-SPLIT-

-1,066.74

EFT

QuickBooks Payroll Service

Created by Payroll Service on 10/22/2015

First Northern - Checking

-SPLIT-

-1,462.38

Deposit

First Northern - Savings

-SPLIT-

375.00

Accounts Payable

Telephone Utilities

-72.28

First Northern - Checking

-SPLIT-

0.00

Accounts Payable

Mileage

-28.75

Liability Check

10/23/2015

Deposit

10/23/2015

Bill

10/25/2015

7214699

AT&T

Paycheck

10/26/2015

DD1041

Donna L Gentile

Bill

10/30/2015

Transfer

10/30/2015

Bill

10/30/2015

Direct Deposit

Donna Gentile

2015.1030

Yolo County Flood Control & WCD_v

Funds Transfer

First Northern - Savings

First Northern - Checking

Copies, postage, internet, tech support

Accounts Payable

-SPLIT-
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-2,500.00

-24,000.00
-129.02
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WATER RESOURCES ASSOCIATION OF YOLO COUNTY
P.O. Box 8624, Woodland, CA 95776
Phone: (530) 666-2733 Fax: (530) 666-4257
Website: www.yolowra.org Email: info@yolowra.org

COMMITTEE REPORT
Date:
To:
From:
Subject:

November 16, 2015
WRA Board Members and Alternates
Nominating Committee
2016 BOARD OFFICER ELECTIONS AND BOARD APPOINTMENTS

Recommendation:
The Nominating Committee is recommending that the Board approve the following individuals
for the elected positions of Chair, Vice-chair, and Treasurer, and the appointed positions of
WRA Technical Committee Chair, Board Secretary and Auditor for 2016.
Background:
The WRA Bylaws state: “The Board shall hold an annual meeting during the month of January
in each year. This meeting shall be for the purposes of organization, election of officers, and the
transaction of business.”
The 2015 Nominating Committee members were Beverly Sandeen, Committee Chair, Tim
O’Halloran, Lewis Bair and Duane Chamberlain. The Committee recommends the following
individuals continue in their positions for 2016 Board officers and Board appointments:
Elected Positions:
Chair – William Marble
Vice-Chair - Cecilia Aguiar-Curry
Treasurer – Tim O’Halloran
Appointed Positions:
Technical Committee Chair – Elisa Sabatini
Board Secretary - Donna Gentile
Auditor – Perry, Bunch & Johnston, Inc.

Sub-Committee
The Executive Committee is comprised of the Chair, Vice-Chair, Treasurer and Technical
Committee Chair.
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Phone: (530)662-3251 Fax: (530)662-4600
www.yolocpas.com
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To the Board of Directors
Water Resources Association of Yolo County
Woodland, California
We have audited the accompanying statements of net position and governmental fund balance sheets of
Water Resources Association of Yolo County (WRA) as of June 30, 2015 and 2014, and the related
statements of activities and governmental fund revenues, expenditures and changes in fund balance for
the years then ended, and the related notes to the financial statements.
Management's Responsibility for the Financial Statements
Management is responsible for the preparation and fair presentation of these financial statements in
accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America; this includes
the design, implementation, and maintenance of internal control relevant to the preparation and fair
presentation of financial statements that are free from material misstatement, whether due to fraud or
error.
Auditor's Responsibility
Our responsibility is to express opinions on these financial statements based on our audit. We
conducted our audit in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of
America. Those standards require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance
about whether the financial statements are free from material misstatement.
An audit involves performing procedures to obtain audit evidence about the amounts and disclosures in
the financial statements. The procedures selected depend on the auditor's judgment, including the
assessment of the risks of material misstatement of the financial statements, whether due to error or
fraud. In making those risk assessments, the auditor considers internal control relevant to the entity's
preparation and fair presentation of the financial statements in order to design audit procedures that are
appropriate in the circumstances, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness
of the entity's internal control. Accordingly, we express no such opinion. An audit also includes
evaluating the appropriateness of accounting policies used and the reasonableness of significant
accounting estimates made by management, as well as evaluating the overall presentation of the
financial statements.
We believe that the audit evidence we have obtained is sufficient and appropriate to provide a basis for
our audit opinions.
Opinion
In our opinion, the financial statements referred to above present fairly, in all material respects, the
respective financial position of WRA as of June 30, 2015 and 2014, and the respective changes in
financial position thereof for the years then ended in accordance with accounting principles generally
accepted in the United States of America.

Perry, Bunch & Johnston, Inc.
Woodland, California
November 4, 2015
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WATER RESOURCES ASSOCIATION OF YOLO COUNTY
P.O. Box 8624
Woodland, CA 95776
(530) 666-2733

Management's Discussion and Analysis:
Management of Water Resources Association of Yolo County (the Association) provides this Management's
Discussion and Analysis of its financial performance for the readers of the Association's financial
statements. This narrative provides an overview of the Association's financial activity for the years ended
June 30, 2015 and 2014. To provide an objective analysis of the Association's financial activities, the
information presented herein should be read in conjunction with the accompanying financial statements
and notes to the financial statements.
Using This Annual Report:
Revenue of the Association is generated primarily through membership dues and project funds.
Accordingly, the Association is considered to be involved only in governmental activities for purposes of
GASB Statement No. 34. It is therefore required to present only the government-wide financial statements
and the fund financial statements for governmental funds. Additionally, the Association is considered to be
a special-purpose entity engaged in a single governmental program. Therefore, the Association combines
the government-wide and fund financial statements using a columnar format that reconciles fund data to
government-wide data. The government-wide financial statements, which include the Statement of Net
Position and the Statement of Activities, provide information about the activities of the Association as a
whole and present a longer-term view of the Association's finances. Fund financial statements for
governmental activities provide information about short-term financing as well as funds that remain
available for future spending.
Statement of Net Position and Statement of Activities:
The Statement of Net Position and Statement of Activities include all assets and liabilities using the accrual
basis of accounting, which is similar to the accounting method used by most private-sector companies. All
current year revenues and expenses are taken into account regardless of when cash is received or paid.
These two statements report the Association's net position and changes in net position. The Association's
net position, the difference between assets and liabilities, present a way to measure the Association's
financial position. Over time, increases or decreases in net position are one indicator of whether financial
health is improving or deteriorating.
Water Resources Association of Yolo County
Statements of Net Position
As of June 30,
Cash
Accounts receivable
Other

2015
$ 143,209
6,148
101

2014
$ 94,683
156
555

Total Assets

149,458

95,394

Accounts payable
Payroll liabilities
Deferred project revenue
Compensated absences
Prepaid member dues

5,433
1,602
79,000
5,315
50

7,421
1,619
11,680
4,604
100

91,400

25,424

$ 58,058

$ 69,970

Total Liabilities
Net Position
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Statement of Net Position and Statement of Activities: (Continued)
The following statements of activities present information on revenue and expenses to show how the
Association's net position changed during the fiscal year. All revenues and expenses are reported as soon
as the underlying event occurs, even though the related cash flows may not take place until future fiscal
periods.
Water Resources Association of Yolo County
Statements of Activities
For the Fiscal Years Ended June 30,
Revenues:
Membership dues
Project funds
Calendar contributions
Charge for services
Investment earnings
Other revenue
Total Revenues
Expenses:
Salaries and benefits
Services and supplies
Project expenses
Total Expenditures/Expenses
Change in net position

2015

2014

$ 74,339
120,221
3,225
715
401
5,000

$ 74,317
175,833
2,820
895
365
5,000

203,901

259,230

72,304
16,829
126,680

70,060
21,623
167,079

215,813

258,762

(11,912)

Net Position:
Beginning of Year
End of Year

468

69,970

69,502

$ 58,058

$ 69,970

Financial Position:
The Association had a decrease in net position of $11,912 compared to a prior year increase of $468. The
Association had a decrease in revenue of $55,329 while expenses decreased $42,949. The result was an
overall decrease in the financial position of the Authority.
Fund Balances and Transactions:
Total fund balance decreased from $74,019 the prior year to $63,272 in the current year. The excess of
expenditures over revenues is primarily due to project expenses.
Operational Highlights:
Highlights - Fiscal Year July 1, 2014 to June 30, 2015
The following items are, in the opinion of Association management, among the most significant in assessing
the Association's overall activities during the year ended June 30, 2015.
●

The fiscal year 2014-15 budget was adopted by the Board of Directors on June 23, 2014.
Membership dues were allocated for administrative and project functions based on a 43%/57%
split respectively. The project budget supports countywide programs and activities derived from
the Yolo County Integrated Regional Water Management Plan (IRWMP). Funds were allocated to
regional projects within Yolo County based on recommendations by the WRA Technical Committee
to the WRA Board.
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Operational Highlights: (Continued)
The WRA continued it's support for the Yolo County Groundwater Monitoring Program by providing
$89,000 of ongoing funding. The Association participated in discussions related to development of
statewide water action plans for the benefit of Yolo County and issues and activities that affect Yolo County
and the Sacramento Valley. The Association also allocated project funds for the Westside Sacramento
Integrated Regional Water Management Plan, Yolo Bypass Integrated Action Implementation, Mercury
TMDL Impacts & Implementation Assessment, City of Winters Storm Water Management Planning and The
Year of Groundwater.
●

The Annual WRA newsletter The Year in Review: 2014 was published in January 2015 that
highlighted the past year's activities of the WRA Board of Directors, Technical Committee and WRA
member agencies. A fiscal year July 2013 to June 2014 financial summary chart was included.

●

The State of California legislature passed the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA)
on August 29, 2014 that became law in January 2015. The SGMA requires the formation of a
Groundwater Sustainability Agency (GSA) by July 1, 2017. The GSA can be comprised of a local
agency or a combination of local agencies. The designated GSA is required to develop a
Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) by January 31, 2020. The WRA and the Yolo County Farm
Bureau are co-sponsoring a collaborative public outreach effort to comply with SGMA
implementation and identify the appropriate agency(s) to form a GSA. On January 12, 2015, the
WRA Board of Directors approved Resolution #1501 in support of the WRA acting as the planning
forum for development of a GSA. All ten of the WRA member agencies will be participating in the
planning forum process in addition to a broad group of stakeholders. All meetings will be open to
the public. The WRA has applied to the California Department of Water Resources (DWR) to
request facilitation support services for the planning forum's public outreach process. DWR agreed
to support the WRA's request in August 2015. This agreement will provide facilitation support
services through December 31, 2017.

Highlights - Fiscal Year July 1, 2013 to June 30, 2014
The following items are, in the opinion of Association management, among the most significant in
assessing the Association's overall activities during the year ended June 30, 2014.
●

The fiscal year 2013-14 budget was adopted by the Board of Directors on June 10, 2013.
Membership dues were allocated for administrative and project functions based on a 43%/57%
split respectively. The project budget supports countywide programs and activities derived from
the Yolo County Integrated Regional Water Management Plan (IRWMP). Funds were allocated to
regional projects within Yolo County based on recommendations by the WRA Technical Committee
to the WRA Board.

The WRA continued it's support for the Yolo County Groundwater Monitoring Program by providing
$89,000 of ongoing funding. The Association participated in discussions related to development of
statewide water action plans for the benefit of Yolo County and ongoing updates and review of Delta plans,
issues and activities that affect Yolo County and the Sacramento Valley. The Association also allocated
project funds for the Westside Sacramento Integrated Regional Water Management Plan, Yolo Bypass
Integrated Action Implementation, Mercury TMDL Impacts & Implementation Assessment, Cache Creek
Nature Preserve, Salmon in the Classroom and for Water Rights Legislation and Regulatory Consulting.
●

The Annual WRA newsletter The Year in Review: 2013 was published in January 2014 that
highlighted the past year's activities of the WRA Board of Directors, Technical Committee and WRA
member agencies. A fiscal year July 2012 to June 2013 financial summary chart was included.

Requests for Information:
This financial report is designed to provide citizens, taxpayers, creditors and government regulators with a
general overview of the Association's finances and to demonstrate the Association's accountability for the
money it receives. Below is the contact address for questions about this report or requests for additional
financial information:
Water Resources Association of Yolo County
P.O. Box 8624
Woodland, CA 95776
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WATER RESOURCES ASSOCIATION OF YOLO COUNTY
STATEMENTS OF NET POSITION AND GOVERNMENTAL FUND BALANCE SHEETS
June 30, 2015
ASSETS:
Cash and cash equivalents
Accounts receivable
Interest receivable
Total Assets
LIABILITIES:
Accounts payable
Payroll liabilities
Deferred project revenue
Accrued salary and vacation
Prepaid member dues
Total Liabilities

General
Fund
$ 143,209
6,148
-

Adjustments
$
101

$ 149,357

$

101

$

$

5,315
5,315

FUND BALANCE:
Unassigned
Total Fund Balance

5,433
1,602
79,000
50
86,085
63,272
63,272

Total Liabilities and Fund Balance

Statement of
Net Position
$ 143,209
6,148
101
$ 149,458
$

(63,272)
(63,272)

5,433
1,602
79,000
5,315
50
91,400
-

$ 149,357

NET POSITION:
Unrestricted
Total Net Position
Total Liabilities and Net Position

$

58,058
58,058

58,058
58,058

101

$ 149,458

June 30, 2014
ASSETS:
Cash and cash equivalents
Accounts receivable
Interest receivable
Prepaid expenses
Total Assets
LIABILITIES:
Accounts payable
Payroll liabilities
Deferred project revenue
Accrued salary and vacation
Prepaid member dues
Total Liabilities

General
Fund
$ 94,683
156
-

Adjustments
$
55
500

$

94,839

$

555

$

95,394

$

7,421
1,619
11,680
100
20,820

$

4,604
4,604

$

7,421
1,619
11,680
4,604
100
25,424

FUND BALANCE:
Unassigned
Total Fund Balance

74,019
74,019

Total Liabilities and Fund Balance

$

(74,019)
(74,019)

-

94,839

NET POSITION:
Unrestricted
Total Net Position

69,970
69,970

Total Liabilities and Net Position
See accompanying notes.

Statement of
Net Position
$ 94,683
156
55
500

$
39

555

69,970
69,970
$

95,394
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WATER RESOURCES ASSOCIATION OF YOLO COUNTY
STATEMENTS OF ACTIVITIES AND GOVERNMENTAL FUND
REVENUES, EXPENDITURES AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE
Year Ended June 30, 2015
General
Fund
REVENUES:
Membership dues
Project funds
Calendar contributions
Charge for services
Investment earnings
Other revenue

$

74,339
120,221
3,225
715
355
5,000

Adjustments
$

46
-

Statement of
Activities
$

74,339
120,221
3,225
715
401
5,000

Total Revenues

203,855

46

203,901

EXPENDITURES/EXPENSES:
Salaries and benefits
Services and supplies
Project expenses

71,593
16,329
126,680

711
500
-

72,304
16,829
126,680

214,602

1,211

215,813

(10,747)

(1,165)

(11,912)

74,019

(4,049)

69,970

Total Expenditures/Expenses
Change in Fund Balance/Net Position
Fund Balance/Net Position, Beginning of Year
Fund Balance/Net Position, End of Year

$

63,272

$

(5,214)

$

58,058

Year Ended June 30, 2014
General
Fund
REVENUES:
Membership dues
Project funds
Calendar contributions
Charge for services
Investment earnings
Other revenue

$

74,317
175,833
2,820
895
379
5,000

Adjustments
$

(14)
-

Statement of
Activities
$

74,317
175,833
2,820
895
365
5,000

Total Revenues

259,244

(14)

259,230

EXPENDITURES/EXPENSES:
Salaries and benefits
Services and supplies
Project expenses

70,977
21,507
167,079

(917)
116
-

70,060
21,623
167,079

259,563

(801)

258,762

Total Expenditures/Expenses
Change in Fund Balance/Net Position

(319)

Fund Balance/Net Position, Beginning of Year

74,338

Fund Balance/Net Position, End of Year

See accompanying notes.

787

$

40

74,019

468

(4,836)
$

(4,049)

69,502
$

69,970
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WATER RESOURCES ASSOCIATION OF YOLO COUNTY
NOTES TO THE FINANCIAL STATEMENTS
Years Ended June 30, 2015 and 2014
NOTE 1 - NATURE OF OPERATIONS:
FINANCIAL REPORTING ENTITY:
Water Resources Association of Yolo County (WRA) was founded in May 1993 for the following purposes:
●

To support the efforts of its members to obtain, protect and maintain a high quality water supply
adequate for the present and future needs of Yolo County.

●

To educate its members, governmental authorities and the public regarding aspects of water use.

●

To provide a forum for the exchange of information between water purveyors.

WRA is comprised of ten member entities in 2015 and 2014, each of which has one individual serving on
WRA's Board of Directors. Each member entity is allowed one vote when the Board of Directors makes
decisions regarding WRA business.
The member entities are:
●
●
●
●
●
●
●
●
●
●

City of Davis
City of West Sacramento
City of Winters
City of Woodland
Dunnigan Water District
Reclamation District 108
Reclamation District 2035
University of California, Davis
Yolo County
Yolo County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

In addition to the member entities, WRA invites other individuals and organizations to join as associate nonvoting members. The associate members pay a nominal fee, which is used to defray printing and postage
costs.
Dues and project funds received from the WRA members comprise the majority of WRA's revenues. The
amount of the membership dues for each year is determined based upon WRA's annual budget and
planned special projects.
NOTE 2 - SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES:
MEASUREMENT FOCUS, BASIS OF ACCOUNTING AND FINANCIAL STATEMENT PRESENTATION:

Fund Financial Statements:
Governmental fund financial statements are reported using the current financial resources measurement
focus and the modified accrual basis of accounting. Revenues are recognized as soon as they are both
measurable and available. Revenues are considered to be available when they are collectible within the
current period or soon enough thereafter to pay liabilities of the current period. For this purpose, WRA
considers revenues to be available if they are collected within 60 days of the end of the current fiscal
period. Expenditures generally are recorded when a liability is incurred, as under accrual accounting.
WRA uses a single general fund to maintain its financial records during the year. A fund is defined as a
fiscal and accounting entity with a self-balancing set of accounts. The single general fund utilized by WRA
is a governmental fund. Governmental funds reporting focuses on the sources, uses and balances of
current financial resources. The difference between governmental fund assets and liabilities is reported as
fund balance.

Government-Wide Financial Statements:
The government-wide financial statements (i.e., the statement of net position and the statement of
activities) report information on all activities of WRA. WRA is a special purpose entity engaged in a single
governmental program. WRA has no fiduciary funds or component units that are fiduciary in nature.
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WATER RESOURCES ASSOCIATION OF YOLO COUNTY
NOTES TO THE FINANCIAL STATEMENTS
Years Ended June 30, 2015 and 2014
NOTE 2 - SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES: (Continued)
WRA's program revenues consist of dues, charges for services, project funds and calendar contributions.
WRA considers investment earnings and other revenue to be general revenues.
The government-wide financial statements are reported using the economic resources measurement focus
and the accrual basis of accounting. Revenues are recorded when earned and expenses are recorded
when a liability is incurred, regardless of the timing of related cash flows.
When both restricted and unrestricted resources are available for use, it is the WRA's policy to use
restricted resources first, then unrestricted resources as they are needed. The WRA had no restricted
resources at year-end for all fiscal years presented.
NET POSITION/FUND BALANCE:
The governmental fund balance sheet utilizes a fund balance presentation. Under GASB 54, fund balance
is segregated and classified as follows: Nonspendable fund balance, restricted fund balance, committed
fund balance, assigned fund balance, and unassigned fund balance. At June 30, 2015 and 2014, fund
balance of WRA was entirely classified as unassigned, which represents residual fund balance after it is
classified to the other categories.
BUDGETS:
Budgets are adopted on a basis consistent with generally accepted accounting principles. All budgetary
changes during the fiscal year require the approval of the association's Board of Directors. WRA's
budgetary period is from July 1st to June 30th.
USE OF ESTIMATES:
The preparation of financial statements in conformity with generally accepted accounting principles requires
management to make estimates and assumptions that affect certain reported amounts and disclosures.
Accordingly, actual results could differ from those estimates.
NOTE 3 - CASH AND CASH EQUIVALENTS:
CUSTODIAL CREDIT RISK:
Custodial credit risk for deposits is the risk that, in the event of the failure of a depository financial
institution, a government will not be able to recover its deposits or will not be able to recover collateral
securities that are in the possession of an outside party. The custodial credit risk for investments is the risk
that, in the event of the failure of the counterparty (e.g., broker-dealer) to a transaction, a government will
not be able to recover the value of its investment or collateral securities that are in the possession of
another party.
The WRA maintains cash balances with financial institutions in accordance with California Government
Code. The WRA has not formally adopted its own deposit and investment policies that limit the WRA's
allowable investments or deposits and that address custodial credit risk. The California Government Code
does not contain legal or policy requirements that would limit the exposure to custodial credit risk for
deposits or investments, other than the following provision for deposits: The California Government Code
requires that a financial institution secure deposits made by state or local governmental units by pledging
securities in an undivided collateral pool held by a depository regulated under state law (unless so waived
by the governmental unit). The market value of the pledged securities in the collateral pool must equal at
least 110 percent of the total amount deposited by the public agencies. California law also allows financial
institutions to secure deposits by pledging first trust deed mortgage notes having a value of 150 percent of
the secured public deposits.
The WRA is a voluntary participant in the Local Agency Investment Fund (LAIF) that is regulated by the
California Government Code under the oversight of the Treasurer of the State of California. The WRA's
investment in this pool is reported in the accompanying financial statements at cost verses amounts based
upon the WRA's pro-rata share of the fair value provided by LAIF for the entire LAIF portfolio (in relation to
the amortized cost of that portfolio). The balance available for withdrawal is based on the accounting
records maintained by LAIF, which are recorded on an amortized cost basis. The difference between cost
and fair value is minimal.
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WATER RESOURCES ASSOCIATION OF YOLO COUNTY
NOTES TO THE FINANCIAL STATEMENTS
Years Ended June 30, 2015 and 2014
NOTE 3 - CASH AND CASH EQUIVALENTS: (Continued)
WRA's cash is maintained on deposit at June 30 as follows:
Checking
Savings
Local Agency Investment Fund
Total Cash and Cash Equivalents

$
$

2015
472
9,663
133,074
143,209

$
$

2014
157
1,785
92,741
94,683

NOTE 4 - ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE:
WRA contracted with the Yolo County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (YCFCWCD) to
provide personnel services. These services were completed prior to WRA's fiscal year-end and were paid
in full the next fiscal year. In addition, at June 30, 2015, the City of Woodland owed WRA $6,000 for the
Mercury TMDL Assessment.
NOTE 5 - CAPITAL ASSETS:
WRA's capital asset policy requires the capitalization of all assets with a cost in excess of $1,500. WRA's
capital assets are fully depreciated. No assets requiring capitalization were acquired during the fiscal years
ended June 30, 2015 and 2014. Depreciation is calculated using the straight-line method over the
estimated useful lives of the respective assets as follows:
Estimated
Description
Useful Life
Equipment
5 to 7 years
NOTE 6 - RECONCILIATION TO GOVERNMENT-WIDE STATEMENTS:
Amounts reported for governmental activities in the statements of net position are different because:
Total Fund Balance - General Fund
Interest receivable - Interest revenue earned during the current period but not
recorded until received.
Prepaid expenses - Payments for insurance are expensed entirely in the
period paid for governmental funds. In the statements of net position,
payments for insurance are recorded as an asset and expensed in the period
of coverage.
Compensated absences - Payments for vacation and accrued wages are
expensed entirely in the period paid for governmental funds. In the
statements of net position, payments for vacation and accrued wages are
recorded as a liability and expensed in the current period.
Net Position Of Governmental Activities

2015
$ 63,272

2014
$ 74,019

101

55

-

500

(5,315)
$ 58,058

(4,604)
$ 69,970

Amounts reported for governmental activities in the statements of activities are different because:
Net Change In Fund Balance - General Fund
Investment earnings - Interest earned during current period not recorded until
received.

$ (10,747)

$

(319)

46

(14)

Salaries and benefits - Vacation and salaries earned in current period but not
paid.

(711)

917

Services and supplies - Payments for insurance are expensed entirely in
period paid for governmental funds. In the statements of activities, payments
for insurance are expensed in the period of coverage.
Change in Net Position of Governmental Activities

(500)
$ (11,912)

43

$

(116)
468
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WATER RESOURCES ASSOCIATION OF YOLO COUNTY
NOTES TO THE FINANCIAL STATEMENTS
Years Ended June 30, 2015 and 2014
NOTE 7 - DEFERRED PROJECT REVENUE:
Deferred project revenue is provided for that portion of income received for projects which have not been
completed at year-end. Deferred project revenue at June 30 is as follows:
2015
Yolo Bypass Integrated Project
Mercury TMDL Assessment
City of Winters Storm Water
The Year of Groundwater

1,500
15,000
62,500

2014
$ 10,000
1,680
-

$ 79,000

$ 11,680

$

N0TE 8 - DEFINED CONTRIBUTION PLAN:
In fiscal year 2004, WRA adopted a resolution to establish a SIMPLE IRA retirement plan for their employee
through the American Funds Company (Company). The Company invests the contributions of the SIMPLE
IRA in shares of a mutual fund designated by the employee. The contributions made by WRA are matched
dollar-for-dollar up to 3 percent of the employee's gross salary. The total contributions to the plan for
fiscal years ended June 30, 2015 and 2014 were $1,594, respectively.
NOTE 9 - COMPENSATED ABSENCES:
WRA's policy permits its employee to accumulate earned but unused vacation and sick pay benefits.
Vested or accumulated vacation leave that was liquidated with expendable available financial resources is
reported as an expenditure of WRA. Amounts of vested or accumulated vacation leave that are not
expected to be liquidated with expendable available financial resources are reported as an adjustment to
the statements of net assets and governmental fund balance sheets. In accordance with the provisions of
GASB 10, Accounting for Compensated Absences, no liability is recorded for non-vesting accumulating
rights to receive sick pay benefits.
N0TE 10 - RISK MANAGEMENT:
WRA is exposed to various risks of loss related to theft, damage and/or destruction of assets, errors and
omissions and general liability. WRA has a workers compensation insurance policy and a general liability
insurance policy. The members of WRA's Board of Directors are covered by the general liability and errors
and omissions insurance of the entities they represent. There are no known claims against WRA or its
Directors at this time. If any such claims were to arise, they would be paid by the insurance carriers or
from WRA cash reserves.
N0TE 11 - INCOME TAX:
WRA is exempt from federal and state income taxes.
N0TE 12 - RELATED PARTY TRANSACTIONS:
WRA entered into a lease agreement with the YCFCWCD for rental of office space. The term of the lease
was for one year commencing on July 1, 2002, and a month-to-month tenancy thereafter. The $5,000
annual rent payments for the years ended June 30, 2015 and 2014 were non-cash transactions offsetting a
portion of the membership dues owed by the YCFCWCD.
WRA also contracted with the YCFCWCD to provide personnel services for YCFCWCD projects.
YCFCWCD was charged $715 for these services during the year ended June 30, 2015 and $895 for the
year ended June 30, 2014.
N0TE 13 - SUBSEQUENT EVENTS:
Management has considered subsequent events for disclosure in the financial statements through
November 4, 2015, which represents the date the financial statements were available to be issued.
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WATER RESOURCES ASSOCIATION OF YOLO COUNTY

Required Supplementary Information
Years Ended June 30, 2015 and 2014
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WATER RESOURCES ASSOCIATION OF YOLO COUNTY
BUDGETARY COMPARISON SCHEDULE
Year Ended June 30, 2015
Budgeted Amounts
Original
Final
Budgetary fund balances, July 1, 2014

$

REVENUES:
Membership dues
Project revenue
Calendar contributions
Charge for services
Interest income
Other revenue
Amounts Available for Appropriation
EXPENDITURES:
Salaries and benefits
Services and supplies
Project fund
Total Charges to Appropriations
Budgetary fund balances, June 30, 2015

$

74,019

$

74,019

Actual
Budgetary
Basis
$

74,019

Variance
Favorable
(Unfavorable)
$

-

74,339
187,391
3,000
1,900
900
5,000

74,339
187,391
3,000
1,900
900
5,000

74,339
120,221
3,225
715
355
5,000

(67,170)
225
(1,185)
(545)
-

346,549

346,549

277,874

(68,675)

71,850
23,475
215,294

71,850
23,875
213,180

71,593
16,329
126,680

257
7,546
86,500

310,619

308,905

214,602

94,303

35,930

$

37,644

$

63,272

$

25,628

Explanation of Differences between Budgetary Inflows and Outflows and GAAP Revenues and Expenditures:
Sources/Inflows of Resources:
Actual amounts (budgetary basis) "available for appropriation" from the budgetary
comparison schedule.
Differences - Budget to GAAP:
The fund balance at the beginning of the year is a budgetary resource but is not a
current-year revenue for financial reporting purposes.
Total revenues as reported on the statement of activities and governmental fund
revenues, expenditures and changes in fund balance.
Uses/Outflows of Resources:
Actual amounts (budgetary basis) "total charges to appropriations" from the
budgetary comparison schedule.
Total expenditures as reported on the statement of activities and governmental fund
revenues, expenditures and changes in fund balance.

See accompanying notes.
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$ 277,874

(74,019)
$ 203,855

$ 214,602
$ 214,602
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WATER RESOURCES ASSOCIATION OF YOLO COUNTY
BUDGETARY COMPARISON SCHEDULE
Year Ended June 30, 2014
Budgeted Amounts
Original
Final
Budgetary fund balances, July 1, 2013

$

REVENUES:
Membership dues
Project revenue
Calendar contributions
Charge for services
Interest income
Other revenue
Amounts Available for Appropriation
EXPENDITURES:
Salaries and benefits
Services and supplies
Project fund
Total Charges to Appropriations
Budgetary fund balances, June 30, 2014

74,338

$

74,338

Actual
Budgetary
Basis
$

74,338

Variance
Favorable
(Unfavorable)
$

-

74,317
187,513
3,000
3,581
900
6,000

74,317
187,513
3,000
3,581
900
6,000

74,317
175,833
2,820
895
379
5,000

(11,680)
(180)
(2,686)
(521)
(1,000)

349,649

349,649

333,582

(16,067)

71,450
28,875
187,513

71,450
28,875
187,513

70,977
21,507
167,079

473
7,368
20,434

287,838

287,838

259,563

28,275

$

61,811

$

61,811

$

74,019

$

12,208

Explanation of Differences between Budgetary Inflows and Outflows and GAAP Revenues and Expenditures:
Sources/Inflows of Resources:
Actual amounts (budgetary basis) "available for appropriation" from the budgetary
comparison schedule.

$

Differences - Budget to GAAP:
The fund balance at the beginning of the year is a budgetary resource but is not a
current-year revenue for financial reporting purposes.

333,582

(74,338)

Total revenues as reported on the statement of activities and governmental fund
revenues, expenditures and changes in fund balance.

$

259,244

Uses/Outflows of Resources:
Actual amounts (budgetary basis) "total charges to appropriations" from the
budgetary comparison schedule.

$

259,563

Total expenditures as reported on the statement of activities and governmental fund
revenues, expenditures and changes in fund balance.

$

259,563

See accompanying notes.
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WATER RESOURCES ASSOCIATION OF YOLO COUNTY
P.O. Box 8624, Woodland, CA 95776
Phone: (530) 666-2733 Fax: (530) 666-4257
Website: www.yolowra.org Email: info@yolowra.org

COMMITTEE REPORT
Date:
To:
From:
Subject:

November 16, 2015
WRA Board and Alternates
Elisa Sabatini, Technical Committee Chair
TECHNICAL COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES UPDATE

Recommendation
For Information Only
Background
The WRA Technical Committee (TC) focuses on implementing Board priorities. A few of the TC’s activities are
highlighted below.
SUSTAINABLE GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT ACT (SGMA)
The TC holds ongoing discussions about the implemention of the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act
(SGMA). Tim O’Halloran and Elisa Sabatini reported to the TC on the ad hoc committee established at the
September 2015 WRA Board meeting to finalize the scope of work for the Center for Collaborative Policy’s
facilitated support services for Groundwater Sustainability Agency (GSA) formation. The TC was also updated on
the process for basin boundary adjustments and Senate Bill 13 amendments, which both impact the information that
will be submitted to DWR for GSA formation and any overlapping service area boundaries.
In October, Hong Lin, DWR, gave the TC a detailed presentation of two issue topics that impact the development
of a Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP). She covered Pre-SGMA Conditions and Undesirable Results and
Measurable Objectives and Interim Milestones. A complete list of GSP issue topics and information can be
accessed here: http://www.water.ca.gov/groundwater/sgm/discussion_papers.cfm
PRESENTATIONS to the TECHNICAL COMMITTEE
In November, the TC received two informative presentations. Tim Busch, City of Woodland, gave an update on the
City’s Aquifer Storage & Recovery Project (ASR) designed to increase their sustainable water supply needs during
periods of peak demand and/or drought. The project involves development of a transport model to determine the
storage capacity of the aquifer, degradation of the aquifer due to aquifer storage recharge and geochemical effect of
the aquifer storage recharge. David Purkey, Stockholm Environmental Institute (SEI), presented information on
SEI’s Water Evaluation and Planning System (WEAP) software tool that takes an integrated approach to water
resources planning. He discussed the benefits for utilizing this tool for SGMA implementation applications.
FY2015-16 WRA PROJECT FUND
Agreements for all FY2015-16 projects receiving WRA project funds are finalized and work has begun. For a list of
these projects, please visit: http://www.yolowra.org/projects.html . The WRA and participating agencies are
funding a Yolo County Subsidence Network Monitoring event planned for the spring of 2016.
ON-GOING UPDATES AND DISCUSSIONS
• Monthly updates from DWR on SGMA, grant opportunities, drought response, pre-season flood coordination,
water management planning and climate change information
• Regulatory and Legislative Updates on water and groundwater related legislation
• Westside-Sacramento IRWMP regional implementation efforts, SGMA development and grant funded
activities www.westsideirwm.com
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WATER RESOURCES ASSOCIATION OF YOLO COUNTY
P.O. Box 8624, Woodland, CA 95776
Phone: (530) 666-2733 Fax: (530) 666-4257
Website: www.yolowra.org Email: info@yolowra.org

COMMITTEE REPORT
Date:
To:
From:
Subject:

November 16, 2015
WRA Board and Alternates
Tim O’Halloran, SGMA Ad Hoc Committee
SUSTAINABILE GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT ACT (SGMA)
PLANNING & IMPLEMENTATION

Recommendation
For Information Only
Facilitated Public Outreach Effort
In September 2015, the WRA Board of Directors approved the WRA entering into an agreement
with California Department of Water Resources (DWR) to use the Center for Collaborative
Policy (CCP) for facilitation services for the development of a Groundwater Sustainability
Agency for the Yolo County region. The development of a final Scope of Work was based upon
the March 2015 request for Statement of Qualifications distributed by the WRA. An ad hoc
committee (Committee) was appointed by the WRA Chair in September that included members
of the Executive Committee, representatives of the Yolo County Farm Bureau, the Chair of the
WRA Technical Committee, and two at-large members of the WRA Board. This committee will
also be used to direct the continuing work of the CCP.
The Committee met with Dave Ceppos twice in October to review and finalize the scope of work
for the CCP contract. The proposed Final Work Order for the Yolo SGMA effort was submitted
to DWR for review in early November (attached). The Work Order outlines the next steps for
planning public outreach to identify a Grounwater SustainabilityAgency (GSA) or GSAs.
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WORK ORDER No. 05
Local Assistance – Yolo County Sustainable Groundwater
Management Act (SGMA) Implementation
Date: 10/30/15
I.

DESCRIPTION OF SERVICES

Work Order SGMP-01WO-05 is to provide services under DWR Contract No. 4600010600, Task Order
SGMP-01, California State University, Sacramento, Center for Collaborative Policy (CCP), and includes
the bundle of professional services listed below to support a number of the Department of Water
Resources’ (DWR) mission-critical water resources programs.
1.
2.
3.
4.

Project Management
Strategic Planning
Facilitation/Mediation
Public Outreach

Yolo county interests, through the collaborative leadership of the Water Resources Association of Yolo
County (WRA), and the Yolo County Farm Bureau (Farm Bureau), have requested DWR financial
support to develop and implement SGMA for the geographic area consistent with the boundaries of the
County of Yolo (The County). The WRA consists of 10 member agencies including: The County; the
cities of Davis, West Sacramento, Winters, and Woodland; the Yolo County Flood Control and Water
Conservation District (Flood District); UC Davis; Dunnigan Water District; and Reclamation Districts
(RD) 108, and 2035. The WRA has led the development of the Yolo Integrated Regional Water
Management Plan (IRWMP). Since the development of the Yolo IRWMP in 2007, the WRA has focused
most of their efforts on water supply, groundwater, surface water and water quality, aquatic habitat and
recreation projects as well as related issues such as subsidence, flood, and conjunctive use water
management. The Farm Bureau represents agricultural land users and managers and associated industries
in the county. Working together, the WRA and Farm Bureau carry on a tradition of support for the
balanced use of land and water resources in the county to serve agriculture, residential and business
communities, and academia and the robust economy associated with these interests. The WRA and Farm
Bureau seek to guide the formation of a multi-stakeholder Groundwater Sustainability Agency (GSA) and
conduct initial planning steps leading to creating a Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP. More
specifically (and as per the WRA’s and Farm Bureau’s application for SGMA local assistance), the
following services are sought:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Identify stakeholder interests/concerns,
Convene and facilitate stakeholders in various forums and settings to support GSA development,
Develop stakeholder information and outreach materials,
Coordinate webpage content related to the SGMA effort,
Facilitate initial GSP planning discussions,
Develop a “roadmap” for GSP planning, framework, and discussion forums for establishment of
criteria/thresholds, and
Facilitate mutual, “coordination agreements” (as defined in SGMA Section 10721-Definitions,
and discussed in Sections 10727, 10733.2 and 10733.4) with neighboring GSA’s and subbasins.
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As a local jurisdiction, The County boundaries overlay the following subbasin boundaries (as defined by
the California Statewide Groundwater Elevation Monitoring [CASGEM] program):
•
•
•
•

Colusa Subbasin of the Sacramento Valley Basin
Yolo Subbasin of the Sacramento Valley Basin
Solano Subbasin of the Sacramento Valley Basin
Capay Valley Subbasin of the Sacramento Valley Basin

This overlap creates organizational, technical, and governance complexities for county stakeholders.
Assessment discussions conducted by CCP with a sample set of affected stakeholders in the county
indicate the following conditions:
•
•
•
•

•

•

•

•
•

The County government may opt out of their role to manage areas not covered by a GSA (as per
SGMA Section 10724)
The WRA (with concurrence of The County Board of Supervisors) may take on the management
responsibility for all areas within The County’s boundary.
In the context of the prior bullet, the WRA and Farm Bureau expect a multi-stakeholder effort to
support the creation of a GSA that is associated with the WRA.
There will be a potential overlap of GSAs between the county-scale area addressed by the WRA
and Farm Bureau, and a GSA applied for by the Dunnigan Water District. As per Senate Bill 13
(2015), this overlap must be addressed and reconciled by all parties or neither GSA will be
considered complete by DWR and the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB.
County stakeholders have a long and sophisticated history of collaboratively addressing and
resolving water resource issues and they have focused on groundwater management and planning
for several years in advance of SGMA enactment and subsequent related legislation developed in
the 2015 legislative session.
The Flood District has extensive technical records and data characterizing groundwater
conditions in the county. Other WRA members also have extensive information related to ongoing resource management, and recent infrastructure investments that required development of
said data.
Despite the overlap of the northern portion of the County (north of Cache Creek) in the Colusa
Subbasin, there are significant differences between how county stakeholders have addressed
groundwater management, and how other counties in the Colusa Subbasin have done so. There is
a significantly higher degree of stakeholder coordination and cohesion, and a larger amount of
shared information in the county than exists in counties to the north. Notwithstanding SGMA
intentions for subbasin-wide planning, tying the county’s SGMA implementation schedule to the
other counties in the Colusa Subbasin creates an unnecessary and inappropriate timing constraint
on Yolo county interests.
The County (or a future GSA) may propose a boundary redesignation, seeking to extend the Yolo
Subbasin north and south to The County lines and matching the Yolo GSA with said County lines
The WRA and Farm Bureau have publically stated their goal to support a collaborative process
for local interests to jointly explore key topics related to GSA formation initially, and, ultimately,
a draft GSP. Key outcomes they are committed to achieve from neutral facilitation services
include:
o Building trust and understanding among local interests as they evaluate their role and
participation in a GSA formation process,
o Building shared knowledge and understanding among local interests about basin conditions,
SGMA requirements, GSA responsibilities, and governance options,
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Identifying areas of agreement and disagreement regarding GSA formation for the
stakeholders and eligible GSA entities, and
Identifying significant threshold choices and decisions about governance for sustainable
management of the sub-basins.

DWR has established a not-to-exceed budget of $54,685 to complete the Scope of Work for Work Order
No. SGMP-01WO-01 by June 30, 2016, unless amended.

II.

Work Plan

A. Tasks
CCP will conduct the following tasks under this Work Order to address facilitation support needs.
Task 1: Background Preparation
Through this task CCP will ensure staff understands the geography and infrastructure of the County
project area, as well as core issues, driving forces, and primary tensions and opportunities presented by
the project.
Steps will include:
1. Review materials and attend in-person briefings with WRA and Farm Bureau representatives, and
other stakeholders.
2. Conduct preparatory interviews with a limited number of stakeholders (estimated 4-5) in order to
affirm the list of key issues, clarify associated interests, and develop an initial relationship
between the CCP facilitation team and affected stakeholders. Interviews will be conducted by
telephone or in person as a follow up effort to the initial small assessment recently completed by
CCP at DWR’s direction.
3. Prepare a “90-Day” Plan which will describe in detail, the first 90-days of specific activities that
will be carried by CCP and others to implement this SGMA local assistance.
Deliverables:
• Meeting summaries
• Draft and Final 90-Day Plan
Task 2: Prepare and Conduct SGMA Education and Outreach
In advance of, and concurrent with tasks described below, CCP will work with WRA and the Farm
Bureau to develop and deliver information about SGMA implementation and GSA development to county
citizens, with an emphasis on affected and potentially involved GSA eligible organizations, and private
well owners. CCP will work with the SGMA implementing State agencies, WRA, and the Farm Bureau
to utilize materials and content prepared by others. Similarly, CCP will work with WRA and Farm
Bureau representatives to identify and prepare stakeholders that can act as outreach spokespersons. The
goal of this is to capitalize on existing relationships and confidence with the WRA and Farm Bureau by
using their members rather than CCP to deliver SGMA outreach and information whenever possible and
appropriate. This will also support flexible messaging and determining the interests of diverse
stakeholders in various parts of the county.
Specific activities may include but may not be limited to some or all of the following:
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•
•
•
•
•
•

Attend DWR, SWRCB, and other’s SGMA education and outreach events.
Work with DWR, SWRCB and others to compile, use, and potentially modify education and
outreach materials for specific delivery in the County.
Characterize groundwater sustainability conditions within the proposed GSA area.
Attend local stakeholder organization meetings to discuss SGMA implementation.
Meet with individuals and/or small groups of similar stakeholder organizations to discuss SGMA
implementation.
Develop and implement methods to support outreach to private pumpers.

The purpose of this task is to ensure that affected stakeholders have ample opportunities to be informed
about SGMA as a means to enhance their informed participation in GSA development. Similarly and
consistent with SGMA Section 10723.8(a)(4), the WRA and Farm Bureau will prepare a list of interested
parties and an explanation of how their interests will be considered in the development and operation of
the GSA and the development and implementation of the GSP Focus will be placed on the positive
resource management outcomes that will be achieved for the county through the SGMA process and the
mutually beneficial results that will occur. WRA, the Farm Bureau, (and potentially others) will provide
in-kind support to ensure that education and outreach messages / information are communicated and made
available. This will include logistics and development of meetings, production of outreach materials, and
similar. This may be delivered through WRA and Farm Bureau meetings, County Board of Supervisors
meetings, and specific presentations at meetings of various related groups.
Deliverables
• SGMA Education and Outreach Materials
• Meeting notes from stakeholder discussions
• Yolo SGMA Implementation Interested Parties List
• Preliminary Public Involvement Plan
Task 3: Prepare and Ratify a County-level GSA Governance Structure
CCP will work with county stakeholders to prepare governance options. Work will likely include
meetings with:
•
•
•
•

Individual organizations and/or stakeholders,
Small groups of similar and/or partnered stakeholders,
Large groups of viable GSA participants, and
Associated public workshops.

This task will be iterative in nature. Clarity on the specific approach will evolve as meetings begin and
governance ideas begin to coalesce. The following steps describe the potential process.
1. Following initial outreach and education meetings conducted under Task 2, CCP, WRA, and the
Farm Bureau will design, publicize, and conduct an initial, public workshop of affected and
interested stakeholders and the general public. The purpose of this meeting will be to introduce
initial SGMA goals and objectives proposed by WRA and the Farm Bureau, the potential process
for GSA formation, associated SGMA efforts the public should be aware of (e.g. Subbasin
boundary redesignation), proposed guiding principles for the process, and similar. The meeting
will not seek to determine any governance decisions, governance membership, or similar.
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Within 4-6 weeks after the public workshop, the WRA, Farm Bureau, and CCP will coordinate a
publicly accessible, large group meeting of WRA members (and potentially other parties) that
have been identified (and/or have self-identified) as being eligible local agency participants in a
GSA governance structure (as per SGMA Section 10721-Definitions and related sections). This
meeting will focus on initial governance ideas and options. The desired outcome will be to
conduct an initial “screening” of governance options and to understand how various options
might collectively meet (or not meet) the interests of affected parties. An additional desired
outcome is to get input on what organizational structure options might look like (i.e. what groups
and subgroups may need to be created, how they will interact, what their roles and responsibilities
will be, and similar) and how all interested stakeholders can participate in decision-making either
through an advisory role, a voting role, or some other to-be determined method.
Approximately 4 weeks after the first large group meeting, the WRA, Farm Bureau, and CCP will
coordinate a second publicly accessible meeting of the viable participants in a GSA governance
structure. CCP will present proposed Chartering approaches and will continue facilitated
discussions about governance options.
Approximately every 4 to 6 weeks thereafter, a publicly accessible large group meeting will be
held (not to exceed 4 total in addition to meetings described in steps 2 and 3 above) to refine
GSA governance options and the organizational structure. Throughout this entire process,
potential GSA participants are expected to regularly communicate with their respective governing
bodies (if applicable) to inform them of the process and the proposed governance options. It is
essential that governing bodies of each prospective GSA participant be fully aware of the options
and be afforded an opportunity to guide their representative to report back any concerns, support,
and suggestions. Similarly, throughout this process, periodic small group and individual
discussions may take place between viable GSA participants and the facilitators to allow said
participants to confidentially discuss governance topics (if needed).
Upon completion of 2-3 mutually viable governance options by the GSA participants, the WRA
and Farm Bureau will sponsor a second public workshop. CCP will design and facilitate this
event. The purpose of the workshop will be to provide all interested public an opportunity to
review the GSA governance options, provide public comment, and allow the GSA participants a
chance to be informed by public input.
Following the public workshop, the GSA participants will hold a second to last meeting wherein
they will vote on a draft governance agreement and will seek to identify this agreement as
“conditionally approved”.
Following this meeting, each representative from a GSA participant will be responsible to present
the “conditionally approved” governance agreement to their respective governing body for review
and ratification by said organization
Following review, discussion, and resolution of the conditionally approved governance approach
by each GSA participant, legal support (outside of this Work Order) will support the development
of a legal governance document (as described in SGMA Section 10723.6) that memorializes the
governance agreement approved by all GSA participants. A final publically accessible large
group meeting will be held (approximately no later than May-June of 2016). The final
governance approach and associated legal governance document will be ratified by all GSA
participants and the GSA will be formally convened.

For cost estimating purposes, CCP assumes the following number of meetings. This distribution of
meetings is speculative and subject to change as the project evolves.
•
•

Individual organizations - 6
Small groups of similar and partnered stakeholders - 5
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Large groups of all affected and interested organizations - 8
Associated public workshops - 2

In general terms and for all GSA formation meetings the following steps/services will be employed:
1. Preparation: Develop the agenda, facilitation strategy, and supporting facilitation materials;
provide feedback on other meeting materials; and speakers (if warranted). Liaise offline with
stakeholders as needed to advance consensus between meetings. Electronically distribute
materials in advance of each meeting. Some of this work may occur with the support of a
stakeholder coordinating group or steering committee if such is deemed appropriate and feasible.
2. Facilitation: Provide in-person meeting facilitation and management services, including
encouraging and balancing participation, maintaining focus, promoting good faith interest-based
negotiation (sharing information, seeking to understand one another, generating inclusive
solutions), and building consensus.
3. Travel: Roundtrip travel time to meeting sites within Yolo County (when meetings cannot
otherwise be effectively conducted by phone and webinar)
4. Follow-Up: Debrief meetings, provide a list of action items, follow-up on facilitation-related
action items.
5. Meeting summarization: Draft meeting summaries, review and finalize meeting summaries.
a. NOTE: The WRA and/or Farm Bureau will provide in-kind note-taking support for all
large group meetings and public workshops. CCP will provide a note taker for all other
meetings (when needed). A designated WRA and/or Farm Bureau representative will
work with CCP facilitation staff to record meeting discussions and outcomes. CCP
facilitation staff will review and finalize all summaries such that as received by
stakeholders and posted in public forums, meeting summaries will have been ultimately
prepared by the third party neutral. Likewise, all meeting logistics and coordination for
large group meetings and public workshops will be provided by the WRA and/or farm
Bureau. Coordination for all other meetings will be conducted by CCP.
Deliverables:
• Meeting agendas
• Supporting meeting materials, as applicable
• Draft and final meeting summaries
Task 4: Coordinate with Adjacent Subbasins and Counties
Coordination by county interests with Solano, Colusa, and Glenn Counties will be essential to ensure
implementation of SGMA. This task will address some (but not all) coordination activities between the
various counties associated with the Yolo, Colusa and Solano Subbasins. CCP anticipates facilitating up
to 6 meetings between appointed representatives from the respective counties during the work conducted
on Task 3.
Deliverables:
• Meeting agendas
• Supporting meeting materials, as applicable
• Draft and final meeting summaries
Task 5: Prepare an Initial Groundwater Sustainability Planning Approach
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Once ratified and convened, the GSA will prepare an initial GSP approach. Working with technical/
planning specialists and the GSA, CCP will facilitate GSA discussions to identify an approach and
timeline for GSP development and completion. The Yolo GSA is expected to be proactive and
coordinated in its efforts to complete its GSP. Emphasis in the initial approach will be placed on key data
milestones and methods to complete them, modeling and characterization tools (if needed), in perpetuity
funding and financing approaches, preliminary measureable objectives, monitoring methods, and
enforcement procedures.
This initial approach is not the GSP and is not intended to serve that role. Rather, this initial approach
will set a framework for the GSA to follow. The initial approach will likely be a “living document”,
subject to periodic refinement as the GSA matures, new information is available, and greater county-wide
experience is attained implementing SGMA.
Deliverables:
• Meeting agendas
• Supporting facilitation materials
• Draft and final meeting summaries
Task 6: Progress Reports and Project Management
The purpose of this task is to ensure rigorous management of the budget and project.
Activities for the duration of the project include:
1. Prepare and submit monthly progress reports to the DWR project manager by the 10th day of the
calendar month following project activity.
2. Prepare and provide regular invoices. Track billing and payments status. Communicate
information on project burn rates as needed to appointed DWR, WRA, and Farm Bureau
representatives.
Deliverables:
• Project invoices
• Monthly and quarterly progress reports

III. PERIOD OF PERFORMANCE
The DWR Project Manager will notify the CCP Project Manager by email and/or hard copy and confirm
the date that work may begin under this Work Order. CCP will complete all required work by June 30,
2016 unless an approved amendment to SGMP-01WO-01 extends the completion deadline.

IV. WORK ORDER BUDGET
A. Budget Assumptions
1. CCP will coordinate with the WRA and Farm Bureau on the scheduling of meetings.
2. CCP will advise on facility needs and setup, and coordinate with the WRA and Farm Bureau to
ensure an adequate meeting space and needed materials/equipment. The WRA and Farm Bureau
will have final responsibility to identify meeting locations, manage associated logistics and costs
(e.g., room reservations, room costs), provide needed meeting equipment (e.g., projector,
projector table, internet connection, speakers, tables and chairs, nametags, etc.), and provide
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refreshments, if desired. CCP will provide flipchart easels, full-size self-adhesive flipchart paper,
and markers, as needed, per the budget.
One of the public workshops described in Task 3 will fulfill requirements in SGMA Section
10723(b) requiring that “the local agency or agencies shall hold a public hearing in the county or
counties overlying the basin” regarding GSA formation.
The WRA and/or Farm Bureau will provide teleconference lines for planning and preparatory
calls involving CCP. If needed, CCP will provide and bill for online meeting communications
(i.e., webinars).
The WRA and Farm Bureau will maintain appropriate mailing list(s), contact database(s),
website, and other public communication-related services, and provide a point of contact for
public information and meeting RSVPs, as needed. CCP will coordinate with the WRA and Farm
Bureau to ensure contact information and requests are shared on a timely basis.
CCP will provide deliverables in electronic format only.
CCP will ensure that an agenda and relevant meeting materials are electronically distributed to
participants prior to each meeting, approximately 1 week in advance. CCP will provide all
facilitation-related meeting materials (e.g., agendas, worksheets) to the WRA and Farm Bureau
sufficiently far in advance to allow for printing. The WRA and/or Farm Bureau will print all
meeting materials as needed.
CCP staff travel and per diem expenses will be reimbursed by DWR at prevailing State rates, as
specified in the budget.
All meetings are assumed to take place at the Flood District (for cost estimating purposes).
Travel distance is calculated as roundtrip 60 miles between CCP’s Sacramento office and the
Flood District. Actual distances may vary based on the location of the start of the trip and actual
meeting location.
With DWR contract representative approval, CCP may move hours between practitioners, and/or
between tasks, and/or between labor hours and other direct costs.
CCP will only submit invoices for payment to DWR under this Work Order for work already
performed. No tasks will be invoiced in anticipation of work to be performed in the future. CCP
will bill on a time-and-materials basis, not a fixed price basis, to ensure that any efficiencies or
labor time saved is to the financial benefit of DWR and the Committee.
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B. Task Order Project Budget
This Task Order’s Project Budget is a not-to-exceed total of $54,685.
Task Order SGMP-01, Work Order No. 05 - Yolo County SGMA Implementation - Project Budget
Fiscal Year 15/16
Hourly Rate
$$

Labor Expenses

# Hours

FY Total

Total

Salaries/Wages/Benefits
Managing Senior Mediator/Facilitator

$194

98 $

19,012.00

$

19,012.00

Lead Mediator/Facilitator

$155

180 $

27,900.00

$

27,900.00

Assistant Facilitator

$90

68 $

6,120.00

$

6,120.00

Administrative Support Staff

$70

13 $

910.00

$

910.00

359 $

53,942.00

$

53,942.00

Travel & Per Diem

$

345.00

$

345.00

Photocopying

$

64.00

$

64.00

*Webinar (or equivalent services)

$

45.00

$

45.00

*meeting supplies (handouts, name cards,
pens/pencils)

$

240.00

$

240.00

Postage; delivery service fees

$

-

$

-

Other - Administrative Fee 7%

$

48.58

$

48.58

Subtotal Operating Expenses

$

742.58

$

742.58

Total Project Budget

$

54,684.58

$

54,684.58

Subtotal Labor Expenses
Operating Expenses

58

DWR Contract #4600010600
Task Order SGMP-01
Work Order 01
Page 10 of 10

V.

CONTRACTOR STAFFING

CCP will assign the individuals listed below to perform the professional-level services required in this
Work Order. If for some reason anyone listed is unable or unavailable to perform as planned, any
replacements or substitutes will be subject to prior approval by DWR.
Job Classification
A.
B.
C.
D.
E.

Assigned Staff

Managing Senior Facilitator/Mediator
Senior Facilitator/Mediator (I or II)
Lead Facilitator/Mediator (I or II)
Associate Facilitator/Mediator (I or II)
Assistant Facilitator/Mediator (I or II)

Dave Ceppos
None
Stephanie Lucero
None
Stephanie Horii

VI. PROJECT MANAGERS
Project Managers for the term of this Work Order are listed below and may be changed upon written
notice to the other Party.
A. Department of Water Resources
Rich Juricich
P.O. Box 842836
Sacramento, California 94236-0001
901 P Street, Room 202
Sacramento, California 95418
Phone: (916) 651-9225.
Email: Rich.Juricich@water.ca.gov

Signature_________________________________ Date______________________
B. CSUS, Center for Collaborative Policy
Dave Ceppos, Associate Director
815 S Street, First Floor
Sacramento, California 95811
Phone: (916) 445-2079
Email: dceppos@ccp.csus.edu
Signature_________________________________ Date______________________
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