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DMWG Me e t in g Discu ss ion  Fe e d b a ck  
A. Ge n e ra l - Docu m e n t -w id e  

a . Confirm  prope r use  of “District,” “GSA,”  and  “Board” 
i. Rationa le : District se rves as the  GSA bu t holds d istinct au thoritie s. Question  

whe the r Board  needs to  be  cla rified  as GSA Board .  
ii. Fla gge d  a s  som e t h in g t h a t  Cou n t y cou n se l m a y w a n t  t o  w e igh  in  on . 

b . Add page  num bers 
i. Rationa le : e ase  of naviga tion  

B. Se ct ion  1.5 - Te rm in o logy 
a . Address gram m ar fragm ent, “For the  purpose  of sp a tia l im plem enta tion” 

i. Rationa le : origin a l sen tence  m ention ing Thie ssen  was rem oved  during the  
m ee ting d iscussion , bu t crea ted  sen tence  fragm ent. 

b . Conside r conve rting section  in to  a  separa te  glossary (appendix) 
i. Rationa le : som e  m ay find  it e asie r to  re fe r to  an  appendix with  a  glossary 

ra the r than  a  specific section  with  the  m ain  docu m e nt.  
ii. Fla g fo r  BOD or  Cou n t y cou n se l r e com m e n d a t ion .  

C. Se ct ion  2.5 - Ou t r e a ch  r e q u ir e m e n t s    
a . Conce rned  with  re fe rences to  “em ergency,” “seve re ,”and  “irreve rsib le” language . 

Conve rted  rea l tim e , “where  the  GSA Board  de te rm ines, based  on  the  adm in is tra tive  
record , tha t an  undesirab le  re su lt (as de fined  in  the  app licab le  GSP) exists  and  
requ ire s im m edia te  regu la tory action .” 

i. Rationa le : Group  wan ted  flexib ility to  be  re sponsive  to  groundwate r 
p rob lem s while  a lso  ensuring pub lic inpu t opportun ity was part of the  
p rocess. Howeve r, they d idn’t want po ten tia lly sub jective  pe rspectives on  
what is  conside red  an  em ergency, seve re , e tc. Tying p rocess to  GSPs’ 
de fin ition  o f URs gives a  specific de fin ition  tha t ca lls  for the  Board  to  form ally 
sta te  tha t SGMA-de fined  URs are  be ing expe rienced  and  m anagem en t 
actions m ust occur. 

ii. DONE. Ad d re sse d  in  r e a l-t im e .  

D. Se ct ion  3.2 - Con ce p t u a l p la n  
a . Edit issue : re fe rence  to  Appendix A 

i. Rationa le : re lic ed it tha t wasn’t in  the  Red-line  
ii. DONE: con firm e d  in  la t e s t  ve r s ion . 

E. Se ct ion  5.1 - Cre d it  syst e m  m e a su re  t yp e s 
a . Add “cred it system ” to  groundwate r a lloca tions and  cred it system  

i. Rationa le : in -lieu  cred its  a re  d iffe ren t from  wate r m arke t/ trad ing. 
ii. DONE. Ad d re sse d  in  r e a l-t im e . 



F. Se ct ion  5.2 - Im p le m e n t a t ion  p ro t oco l 
a . Add “budge t and  fund ing” to  the  annu al review bu lle t 

i. Rationa le : DM-re la ted  fee s shou ld  be  an  exp licit d iscussion  top ic when  
conducting DM Program  annual reviews.  

ii. DONE. Ad d re sse d  in  r e a l-t im e . 
b . Confirm  annu al review bu lle t is  clearly independen t from  SGMA ann ual reporting. 

i. Rationa le : Conce rn  ra ised  tha t SGMA annual reporting bar is  p rim arily da ta -
driven . DM Program  review should  be  a  separa te , m ore  p rocess with  
conside ring the  p rogram ’s DM-pe rform ance  and  policy d im ensions. 

ii. DONE: Ad d re sse d  r e a l-t im e . 

G. Se ct ion  6.2 - Re p or t in g a n d  a da p t ive  m a n a ge m e n t  
a . Change  annua l reporting consisten t w/ SGMA to be ing consisten t with  the  annual 

review process described  in  Section  5.2 
i. Rationa le : inconsisten t re lic with  the  changes m ade  in  section  5.2. 

ii. DONE: Ad d re sse d  r e a l-t im e .  

H. Se ct ion  8.3 - Progra m  Tim e lin e  
a . Rem ove  re fe rence  to  “trigge r crite ria” unde r the  Technica l founda tion  deve lop m ent 

step .  
i. Rationa le : The  group  decided  trigge r crite ria  was m ore  of a  policy top ic 

ra the r than  techn ica l. Also, the  “Yie ld  and  trigge r m ethodology” step  
m entions trigge rs withou t d istingu ish ing if it’s  a  policy or te chn ica l d iscussion  
(as the re  a re  som e  ove rlapp ing com ponents). 

ii. Ne e d  t o  con firm  in  t h e  n e w  cle a n  ve r s ion .  

I. Se ct ion  9.1 - Progra m  Gove rn a n ce  
a . Replace , “ com m itte  should be  form ed…” with  “sha ll” 

i. Rationa le : A com m ittee  (i.e ., the  DMWG) a lready exists .  “Should” is  
asp ira tiona l. “Shall” assure s accountab ility 

ii. DONE. Ad d re sse d  r e a l-t im e . 
b . Confirm  if the re  a re  othe r m entions of “should” th a t need  to  be  rep laced  with  “sha ll.” 

i. Rationa le : sam e  ra tion a le  as above .  
ii. Fla gge d  fo r  le ga l r e com m e n d a t ion .  
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