
Executive Committee Meeting Agenda 

Meeting Date:  Wednesday, October 3, 2018 

Meeting Time:  4:30 p.m. 
 
Meeting Location: Templeton CSD Board Meeting Room 

206 5th Street 
Templeton, California 93465 

 
1. Call to Order  

2. Roll Call 

3. Pledge of Allegiance 

4. Order of Business 
Executive Committee members may request to change the order of business. 

 
4. Introductions 

5. General Public Comments 
The Executive Committee invites members of the public to address the committee on any subject that is 
within the purview of the committee and that is not on today’s agenda.  Comments shall be limited to three 
minutes. 

6. Consent Agenda 
The following items are considered routine and non-controversial by staff and may be approved by one motion 
if no member of the Executive Committee wishes an item removed.  If discussion is desired, the item may be 
removed from the Consent Agenda by an Executive Committee member and will be considered 
separately.  Questions or clarification may be made by the Executive Committee members without removal from 
the Consent Agenda.  Individual items on the Consent Agenda are approved by the same vote that approves the 
Consent Agenda, unless an item is pulled for separate consideration.  Members of the public may comment on 
the Consent Agenda items. 

a. Minutes – April 4, 2018 

7. New Business: 
a. Basin Prioritization & SGMA Compliance Efforts 
b. Non-Voting Representatives  
c. Request for Future Items 

8. Adjournment 



TO: Executive Committee 

FROM:  GSA Staff 
 
DATE: October 3, 2018 

SUBJECT:  Agenda Item 6.a - Meeting Minutes from Wednesday, April 4, 2018 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:  
Approve the minutes from the April 4, 2018, GSA EC meeting 

MEETING MINUTES:  
The Executive Committee (EC) of the Atascadero Basin Groundwater Sustainability Agency 
(GSA) held a meeting on Wednesday, April 4, 2018, at 4:30 p.m. in the board meeting room of 
the Templeton Community Services District located at 206 5th Street, Templeton, CA.

Roll Call:  Present at the GSA meeting were Committee Members Roberta Fonzi, Navid 
Fardanesh, Debbie Arnold, John Hamon, and Robert Jones.  A quorum was present when 
Chairperson Fonzi opened the meeting shortly before 4:30 p.m.   

General Public Comments: Chairperson Fonzi opened public comment and, seeing none, closed 
public comment. 

Consent Agenda:  
Minutes – January 3, 2018:  The GSA reviewed the minutes from the January 3, 2018, meeting. 
No changes were noted and Member Hamon motioned to approve the minutes with a second 
by Member Arnold. Roll Call:  Ayes – Committee Members Jones, Fardanesh, Arnold, and Fonzi.   
Nays – none.   Motion carried. 

Consent Agenda: Non-Voting Representative Application Process:  At the request of 
Chairperson Fonzi, the Non-Voting Representative Application Process was pulled from the 
consent agenda for further discussion. Chairperson Fonzi asked whether the three public seats 
(Agricultural At-Large, Rural Residential At-Large, Environmental At-Large) could be 
consolidated into a single public seat. John Neil, General Manager of the Atascadero Mutual 
Water Company (AMWC), informed that the three seats are required per the Memorandum of 
Agreement (MOA) that forms the GSA and that the change would require amendment and 
subsequent approval by each of the constituent agencies. City of Paso Robles (PR) Director of 
Public Works, Dick McKinley, adds that SGMA requires outreach to many stakeholder groups 



and that this contributed to the inclusion of multiple public seats on the GSA EC. Chairperson 
Fonzi asks how the GSA will ensure appropriate representation for rural residential, noting that 
this is especially important in the Atascadero Basin, with John Neil responding that the 
application and vetting process will allow for the GSA to select the best candidate. Member 
Fardanesh asks that the statement in the application regarding filing of disclosures be modified 
to reflect its’ status as a requirement. Member Arnold asks about the deadline to submit the 
applications with General Manager of AMWC, John Neil, and County Staff, Angela Ruberto, 
responding that the deadline to submit applications will be posted and distributed with the 
Application and will be dependent on the scheduling of the next meeting. General Manager of 
AMWC, John Neil, reminds the GSA that the next quarterly meeting is scheduled for the 4th of 
July Holiday and suggests canceling it since there likely won’t be enough material to merit 
holding a meeting. 
Member Hamon motioned to approve the Non-Voting Member application with a second by 
Member Fardanesh. Roll Call:  Ayes – Committee Members Jones, Fardanesh, Arnold, and Fonzi.   
Nays – none.   Motion carried. 
 
New Business – a) Groundwater Protection Ordinance:   John Neil, General Manager of AMWC, 
confirmed to the GSA that the “Citizens for San Luis Obispo County Groundwater Protection” 
have officially withdrawn their initiative petition for the County of San Luis Obispo 
Groundwater Protection Ordinance Initiative Measure. John Neil, General Manager of AMWC, 
gave a brief overview of the withdrawn initiative’s proposed changes to how groundwater is 
defined when compared to SGMA’s definition, how groundwater is handled by the water 
purveyors, and the corresponding challenges to the GSA’s management that would arise under 
it; he explains that he believes the intent of the initiative was simply to prohibit exportation of 
water from the County and that the language of the initiative had further reaching implications 
on, among other things, land-use decisions, the ability of the purveyors to help one another 
during emergencies and the City of Paso’s recycled water program. The GSA discusses the 
County’s existing Ordinance prohibiting export from the basin, noting that the Group was likely 
concerned with having a more permanent solution and that this may have been achieved more 
effectively and with fewer ramifications than what was proposed by the initiative. The GSA and 
staff discuss that the initiative, though officially withdrawn, may be revisited in the future and 
that the GSA would be glad to work with them at that time. 
 
New Business – b) Sustainable Groundwater Management Act Compliance Activities Update:  
John Neil, General Manager of AMWC, presented this report and notified the GSA that DWR has 
released the Final Grant Awards, awarding the Atascadero Basin the full amount requested 
($809,250). Chairperson Fonzi requests clarification of the proposed “support for the Paso 
Robles Groundwater Model Update” and explanation of the “Land Use Conditions”, as found on 
Table 4 – Atascadero Subbasin Project Budget in the Agenda packet. General Manager of 
AMWC, John Neil, clarifies that the Atascadero Basin will work with Paso Robles to support and 
leverage their modeling effort and explains that the Land Use Conditions references the 
analysis of zoning, existing and proposed land use patterns and corresponding impact on water 
use, confirming that land use authority stays with the GSA’s constituent agencies, per the MOA. 
Chairperson Fonzi opens public comment during which Willy Cunha, public, compliments 
General Manager of AMWC, John Neil, and his work in the Atascadero Basin. Chairperson Fonzi 
adds that, if allowable under Brown Act, she would like to suggest use of some of the Grant 



Funds to support administration efforts of the GSA. General Manager of AMWC, John Neil, 
responds that current administration of the GSA and contributions of the constituent agencies 
have run smoothly and proposes no change. Member Arnold requests confirmation that the 
Grant Funding will cover the full cost of the GSP with General Manager of AMWC, John Neil, 
stating that these costs are just estimates and could potentially change. The GSA asks about the 
basin’s prioritization and the implications of it (potentially) changing. General Manager of 
AMWC, John Neil, states that the basin is currently designated by the state as a medium priority 
basin, not subject to conditions of critical overdraft and, as such, is required to develop a GSP 
by 2022; though the Department of Water Resources (DWR) may re-prioritize, the Atascadero 
Basin has momentum developing a plan and should carryon regardless; DWR’s Ben Gooding, in 
attendance, confirms support of this approach especially in light of the grant funding 
opportunity. 
 
New Business – c:  Request for Future Items: the GSA discussed: 

1. Canceling the meeting, 7/4/18, due to the Holiday 
2. Changing the semantics/use of the “Executive Committee” to more clearly articulate 

that the EC is the main decision-making body of the “Groundwater Sustainability 
Agency” 

 
Next Meeting: The next meeting of the EC will be on October 3, 2018, at 4:30 p.m. in the board 
meeting room of the Templeton Community Services District located at 206 5th Street, 
Templeton, CA.  
 
Adjournment:  There being no further business to discuss, Chairperson Fonzi adjourned the 
meeting at 5:04 p.m.   
 
 
 
Submitted by: ______________________________ 
  Committeeman Hamon, Secretary 

 
  



TO: Executive Committee 

FROM:  GSA Staff/ John Neil, Atascadero Mutual Water Company 

DATE: October 3, 2018 

SUBJECT:  Agenda Item 7.a - Basin Prioritization & SGMA Compliance Efforts 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION:  
Continue with the preparation of a Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Atascadero Basin in 
accordance with SGMA requirements. 

DISCUSSION: 
The Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) requires the formation of Groundwater 
Sustainability Agencies (GSAs) for the purpose of achieving groundwater sustainability through 
the adoption and implementation of Groundwater Sustainability Plans (GSPs) for all medium- 
and high-priority basins as designated by the California Department of Water Resources (DWR).  
[Emphasis added.] 
 
In 2014, the DWR prioritized groundwater basins through its California Statewide Groundwater 
Elevation Monitoring (CASGEM) Program.    
 
In October 2016, the DWR approved a basin boundary modification creating the Atascadero 
Basin, officially designated in the DWR’s Bulletin 118 as Basin No. 3-004.11, Atascadero Area 
Groundwater Sub-basin of the Salinas Valley Basin.  At the time of its creation, the Atascadero 
Basin was classified medium- to high-priority, which subjected the basin to compliance with 
SGMA requirements.   
 
SGMA requires that the DWR reassess the prioritization of groundwater basins anytime it 
updates Bulletin 118 basin boundaries.  In May 2018, the DWR released its draft prioritization 
of groundwater basins in the state.  The prioritization classified basins as high, medium, low, or 
very low based on the following factors: 
  



 
1. Existing population 
2. Population growth 
3. Number of public water supply wells 
4. Total wells 
5. Irrigated acreage 
6. Groundwater use in relation to groundwater supply 
7. Groundwater pumping impacts (i.e. declining groundwater levels, deteriorating 

water quality, etc.) 
8. Habitat and other information 

 
The DWR re-classified the Atascadero Basin as being very-low priority, exempting it from the 
requirement to comply with SGMA. The re-prioritization of basins statewide will be finalized by 
fall 2018. 
 
Now that the DWR considers the Atascadero Basin is a very low priority, the EC has some 
significant decisions it needs to make: 

 
Does the EC want to continue with the development of a SGMA-compliant groundwater 
sustainability plan?  
Does the EC want to dissolve the GSA now that SGMA compliance is not mandatory? 
 

The GSA has gained momentum with its SGMA compliance efforts.  At its last meeting, the EC 
was provided with an update showing the progress made towards SGMA compliance since the 
legislation was adopted in 2014.  With that update was a summary of stakeholder outreach 
activities. 
 
Funds are available from the State to offset the costs of GSP development.  The DWR awarded 
$809,250 Proposition 1 grant to the GSA to prepare a GSP for the Atascadero Basin.  These 
funds are available should the GSP elect to develop a SGMA-compliant GSP.  The GSP must be 
completed by January 21, 2022. 
 
Even though SGMA does not require a GSP for the Atascadero Basin at this time, staff 
anticipates that the State will likely require all basins in the state to have some form of 
management plan, including basins with low priorities.  Additionally, the DWR could re-
prioritize the Atascadero Basin to either medium or high priority during future evaluations of 
basin conditions.  For example, if pumping within the basin were to increase by 1,000 AFY, the 
priority would change based on today’s evaluation criteria.  For these reasons, staff is 
recommending that the GSA continue with its efforts to prepare GSP for the Atascadero Basin 
and take advantage of the funding that is currently available.   
  



 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  
The Prop 1 grant significantly decreases the costs Atascadero Basin GSA must pay to develop 
and submit a GSP.  The grant provides a 50% grant with a 50% local match, but part of the local 
match can be met with in-kind services, including staff time spent in meetings and in preparing 
documents retroactively to 2014.  The parties to the GSA formation memorandum of 
agreement (MOA) will still have their allocated cost share of towards the expense of the plan’s 
development per the MOA, but these costs will be reduced if the grant is awarded.   
 
For example, if the GSP preparation cost were $1,000,000, and the grant covered 50% of that 
cost, then the local match would be $500,000.  If the local in-kind costs were $100,000 then the 
total local match, out-of-pocket costs by the parties to the GSA formation MOA would total 
$400,000, allocated among the GSA parties per the MOA.   
 
  



TO: Executive Committee 

FROM:  GSA Staff/ John Neil, Atascadero Mutual Water Company 

DATE: October 3, 2018 

SUBJECT:  Agenda Item 7.b - Non-Voting Representative Application Process Update 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:  

A. Appoint Thomas Mora as the agricultural at-large, non-voting member of the Executive 
Committee 

B. Direct staff to continue seeking nominees for the rural residential at-large, and 
environmental at-large non-voting member positions of the Executive Committee 

 
 
DISCUSSION: 
On October 4, 2017 The Atascadero Basin Groundwater Sustainability Agency Executive 
Committee (EC) reviewed and approved, with minor changes, the Non-Voting Representative 
Application Form and Process.  Non-voting members were to be representatives of the 
agricultural at-large, rural residential at-large, and environmental at-large stakeholder groups. 
 
On April 4, 2018, the EC approved the final application form for the non-voting representatives 
and directed staff to proceed with solicitation of applicants. 
 
On July 11, 2018, a public notice was posted in the Tribune requesting nominations for the 
three non-voting representative positions (see Attachment A).  Notices were posted on the 
websites of the GSA participants, and on the GSA’s website - www.atascaderobasin.com.  Staff 
also emailed notices directly to stakeholders who attended the various informational meetings 
held since the adoption of the SGMA legislation.  

The deadline for submitting applications for the non-voting representative positions was August 
31, 2018.  No applications were received for the rural residential at-large, and environmental 
at-large non-voting member positions. 



 
BACKGROUND: 
Article 4 of the Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) forming the Atascadero Basin Groundwater 
Sustainability Agency (GSA) states that the Agency shall be governed by an Executive 
Committee (“EC”). It further states that the EC shall be comprised of both Voting and Non-
Voting Representatives, calling for the appointment of the Non-Voting Representatives by the 
Voting Representatives via an application process established by the EC (MOA Section 4.3.7, 
4.3.8 and 4.3.9).  
 
Article 4.1.2 of the MOA provides that the Non-Voting Representatives on the EC shall include 
representatives from the following stakeholder groups: Rural Residential At-Large, Agriculture 
At-Large and Environmental At-Large. Pursuant to MOA section 4.5, each Non-Voting 
Representative shall be appointed for a term of four years and may be removed from his or her 
term or reappointed for multiple terms at the discretion of the Agency. While not required to 
appoint Alternate Representatives for the Non-Voting Representatives, Article 4.4 of the MOA 
provides the EC with the option to do so in the future by simple majority vote. 
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  
 None 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 

A. 06/11/2018 Public Notice 
B. Application for Non-Voting Member Appointment, Thomas Mora 

 



 

ATTACHMENT A 



ATTACHMENT B



 

 


