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WORKSHOP AGENDA
No. | mme | o

n 4:00 - 4:05 pm Meeting Call to Order, Roll Call, and Public Comments
* Welcome
4:05 -4:10 pm * Overview of Webinar Features
* Agenda Review
n 4:10 - 4:15 pm Get to Know the Audience (Attendee Polls Nos. 1 - 3)
Sustainable Management Criteria
4:15 - 4:45 pm * Presentation
c Q&A
Numerical Flow Model
4:45 - 5:20 pm * Presentation
- Q&A
n 5:20 - 5:25 pm Next Steps — What to Expect March-Dec 21
* Stakeholder Questions and Feedback
2:25=5:50 pm » Attendee Poll Nos. 4 -7
“ 5:50 -6:00 pm UVRGA Director Comments
n 6:00 pm Wrap-up
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SUSTAINABLE GROUNDWATER

MANAGEMENT ACT (SGMA) REQUIREMENTS

1. Form a Groundwater Sustainability Agency (GSA)

2. Adopt a Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP)
= Due January 31, 2022

3. Achieve Sustainable Groundwater Management
= 20 years following GSP adoption

Phases of GSP Development and Implementation

Phase 2 Phase 4
GSP Preparation Phase 3 Implementation

Phase 1 and Submission , and Reporting
GSA Formation GSP Review

and Coordination .- and Evaluation .-
e °®



WHAT IS A GSP?

The GSP is a flexible road map
for how a groundwater basin will Adaptive
achieve long term sustainability Management
by avoiding undesirable results

through data-driven, adaptive

management




WHAT MUST A GSP INCLUDE?

Upper Ventura River
®GSP Contents Groundwater Sustainability Plan

sAdministrative Information

=Basin Setting

sSustainable Management Criteria
"< Upper Ventura River

=*Monitoring Networks GROUNDWATER AGENCY

SUSTAINABLE MANAGEMENT

="Projects and Management Actions

"Implementation

*** Draft Basin Setting Available On MBGSA Website***



SUSTAINABLE MANAGEMENT

CRITERIA

mQverarching goal of SGMA is to avoid undesirable

results for each of the six SGMA sustainability
indicators:

Mmoo A e s &

Surface Water Reduction Degraded Seawater  Land  Lowering
Depletion  of Storage Quality  Intrusion Subsidence GW Levels

mUndesirable results and actions to prevent them
are defined at the local level by the GSA




SUSTAINABLE MANAGEMENT

CRITERIA

= Sustainability Goal

®Undesirable Results

=sSignificant and unreasonable effects for
sustainability indicators caused by groundwater
conditions occurring throughout the basin

"Minimum Thresholds

= Quantitative metrics indicating significant and
unreasonable effects likely exist

= Measureable Objectives
= Quantitative metrics that reflect basin desired conditions



SUSTAINABLE
MANAGEMENT
CRITERIA
DEVELOPMENT
PROCESS

SMC will be the

central focus of the GSP
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SUSTAINABILITY GOAL

=" High-level policy
framework to guide
development of
Sustainable Management
Criteria & Plan Actions

= Adopted August 13, 2020

m Available on-line

Sustainability Goal
Adopted August 13, 2020

The goai of this GSP is to sustainably manage the groundwater resources of the Upper Ventura River Basin
for the benefit of current and anticipated future beneficial users of groundwater, including the
environment, and the welfare of the general public who rely directly or indirectly on groundwater.
Sustainable groundwater management will ensure the long-term reliahility of the Upper Ventura River
Basin groundwater resources by avoiding SGMA undesirable results no fater than 20 years from Plan
adoption through implementation of a dota-driven and performarnce-based adaptive management
framework. It is the express goaf of this GSP to develop sustainoble management criteria and plan
implementation measures to avoid undesirable resuits for the applicable SGMA sustainability indicators

by:

1. Using best available science and information, including consideration of uncertainty in the
basin setting and groundwater conditions and future opportunities to address dota gaps;

2. Conducting active and meaningful stakeholder engagement;

3. Developing a pragmatic and financially realistic approach to sustainable groundwater
management that seeks the triple bottom line of vibrant and weli-functioning ecological,
social, and economic systems by:

Considering the economic, social, and environmental impacts and benefits
associated with the all current and anticipated future beneficial users of
groundwater;

Considering water supply reliability for agriculture, domestic, and municipal users;

Considering the availability of alternative water sources for domestic
groundwater beneficial users;

Considering potential impacts to groundwater dependent ecasystems;

Considering State, federal, or locol standards refevant to applicable sustainability
indicators;

Considering the feasibility of projects and management actions necessary to
achieve proposed measureable objectives; and

Considering the economic impact of projects and management actions necessary
to achieve proposed measureable objectives an alf beneficial users, with special
consideration of disadvantaged communities and agricultural enterprises lacking
alternative fand use options

Coordinating planning and implementation actions with focal and State agencies,
non-governmental organizations, and, as necessary, the California Judiciaf
Branch.




UNDESIRABLE RESULTS

“Significant and unreasonable effects for sustainability indicators
caused by groundwater conditions occurring throughout the basin.

1.

Significant and Unreasonable Effects: Undesirable results are
significant and unreasonable effects related to a sustainability
indicator. For example, seawater intrusion that impacts
beneficial uses of groundwater.

Caused by Groundwater Conditions: The significant and
unreasonable effects must be caused by managed groundwater
conditions (i.e., pumping or GSP projects).

Throughout the Basin: The significant and unreasonable effects
must occur or be caused by conditions throughout a large
portion of the basin.




Sustainability
Indicators

Lowering
GW Levels

3

Surface Water
Depletion

B

Degraded
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Land
Subsidence

Seawater
Intrusion

2

Reduction
of Storage

—>

Apply Sustainable
Managment Criteria

Review data

Consider beneficial uses and

users of groundwater
Review specific metrics for

each sustainability indicator

!

At any representative
monitoring site, are any
minimum thresholds
being exceeded?

YES l

Does any
combination of
minimum threshold
exceedances constitute
a locally-defined
significant and

Status

No

NO

YES Undesirable

unreasonable
effect?

Results

Undesirable
Results

UR
PROCESS

Minimum
Thresholds:
Quantitative
measures that
indicate
significant and
unreasonable
effects in a
particular area

Undesirable
Results:

Combination of
minimum
thresholds
exceedances
that defines
undesirable
results




SUSTAINABLE MANAGEMENT

CRITERIA

The overarching goal of SGMA is to avoid undesirable results

Sustainable Groundwater

Management
M bl
- Groundwater Levels _#__,..-*""" ® UI;‘H:cI:::e i
- Groundwater Storage @, 000 - '}iﬁ #2 M2
- " IM #1
© Seavaterintrusion My staifiatiliiy Minimum
- Water Quality Indicator Threshold
« Land Subsidence
- Interconnected
Surface Water
Significant &

Unreasonable
Conditions



SMC DEVELOPMENT STATUS

Discuss
Today

1
& o A

SurfaceWater Reduction Degraded S& fland " Lowering
Depletion  of Storage Quality  Intrusion Sub5|dence GW Levels

Model Model

Results Results




SUSTAINABILITY INDICATOR

SCREENING RESULTS

Seawater intrusion is not physically
possible (aquifer is ~200 ft above sea level
Intrusion| @nd ~6 miles from the ocean)

Significant and unreasonable land
subsidence is highly unlikely due aquifer
properties and groundwater conditions

Subsidence




DRAFT WATER QUALITY SMC a

Degraded
Quality

=Current water quality supports beneficial uses
(currently no undesirable results)

mNexus between URs and groundwater conditions
= Water quality degrades with declining water table.

=SMCs only apply if basin management (pumping) causes
degradation

i.e. - drought-induced quality degradation is not a SGMA UR



DRAFT WATER QUALITY A

MINIMUM THRESHOLDS Gty

mCriteria for Minimum Threshold Development
* Maximum Contaminant Levels (MCLSs)
* RWQCB Water Quality Objectives
= Agricultural Toxicity Thresholds
" Existing Water Quality

=" MTs based on significant and unreasonable effects
consistent with sustainability goal

" Health effects of nitrate in the ~100 domestic wells
(testing not required - may have unknown exposure)

" Treatment costs for financially prohibitive (brine
disposal for reverse osmosis)



DRAFT WATER QUALITY A

MINIMUM THRESHOLDS Gty

= Nitrate: Maximum Contaminant Level?
#TDS: Upper Consumer Acceptance Levell
mSulfate: Upper Consumer Acceptance Levell

mChloride: Toxicity threshold for chloride-
sensitive crops?

mBoron: Toxicity threshold for boron-sensitive
crops?

1Treatment required when these levels are exceeded. Reverse
osmosis would require brine discharge. Brine disposal pipeline is
not likely feasible from a cost perspective.

°Treatment for irrigation beneficial use is likely cost prohibitive.



DRAFT WATER QUALITY A

UNDESIRABLE RESULTS Gty

ECriteria for Undesirable Results:

= SGMA undesirable results are considered to be
occurring when two-thirds (2/3) of the primary water
quality monitoring wells exceed a minimum threshold
concentration continuously for two years and UVRGA
determines that the exceedances are caused by
groundwater pumping.
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DRAFT WATER QUALITY A

MEASURABLE OBJECTIVES Gty

® Nitrate

= Percolating Groundwater Areas

Lower than RWQCB WQO for groundwater to preserve existing
water quality (7.5 vs. 10 mg/L)

= Rising Groundwater Areas

Lower than RWQCB WQO for surface water to preserve existing
water quality (3 vs. 5 mg/L)

=TDS - RWQCB WQO
= Sulfate - RWQCB WQO

® Chloride - Lower than RWQCB WQO to preserve
existing water quality (75 vs. 100 mg/L)

®" Boron - RWQCB WQO



DRAFT WATER QUALITY SMC

Table 1. Proposed Minimum Thresholds and Measurable Objectives

Degraded
Quality

Range of Average

Sec. MCL RWQCB i i
MCL Q Hlstorl.cal Propoged MT Propoged MO
Clonstituent ®/UST)! WQO Concentrations for MT MO
(mg/L) Primary Wells Rationale Rationale
(mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L)
(mg/D
Prevent significant and unreasonable impact to Preserve existing groundwater quality for agricultural,
TDS N/A 500/1,000/1,500 800 407 - 760 1,000 mumnieipal and domestic beneficial uses of groundwater 800 municipal, and domestic beneficial uses consistent with
consistent with Upper Consumer Acceptance Level. RWQCB WQO.
Prevent significant and unreasonable impact to Preserve existing groundwater quality for agricultural,
Sulfate N/A 250/500/600 300 35-300 500 municipal and domestic beneficial uses of groundwater 300 municipal, and domestic beneficial uses consistent with
consistent with Upper Consumer Acceptance Level. RWQCB WQO.
Prevent significant and unreasonable impact to . . .
Chloride N/A 250/500/600 100 29 - 61 100 agricultural beneficial use of groundwater for chloride 75 Prese;rye TXISTIHC% grour.ld\gaterfql_lalhty fondpriemninzel.
Seit R munieipal, and domestic beneficial uses.
Prevent significant and unreasonable impact to = 5 : .
Boron N/A N/A 0.5 0.09-0.77 0.75 agricultural beneficial use of groundwater for boron 05 Preser_vg existing gFoundwellter quality for agrioultural
sensilimseraps? beneficial use consistent with RWQCB WQO.
Nitrate (as N)
Percolating Groundwater Areas (Kennedy, Robles, Mira Monte/Meiners Oaks, and Terraces Hydrogeologic Areas)
Nitrate Prevent significant and unreasonable impact to 5 5o : w
10 N/A 10 06-126 10 mumnicipal and domestic beneficial uses of groundwater 75 Preserv; ex1stmg_groundwater ity fosmnmicipl aud
(as M) consistent with the MCL domestic beneficial uses.
Areas with Rising Groundwater (Santa Ana and Casitas Springs Hydrogeologic Areas)
. . : Preserve existing groundwater quality for municipal and
Nitrate 10 N/A 5 (Surface 10-15 10 ?;rs;f;it ;garigili)ﬁ:;?cﬁz:i‘ioc?:f i;ngﬁczgzn dwater 3 domestic beneficial uses. Protect surface water beneficial uses
(asN) Water)WQO) ’ : consis tgnt with the MCL & consistent with the RWQCB surface water WQO (MO is lower

than surface water WQO).

' Consumer Acceptance Levels, where R = Recommended, U = Upper, and ST = Short Term
? Undesirable results for TDS, sulfate, chloride, and boron are considered to occur when two-thirds (2/3) of the primary monitoring wells exceed the minimum threshold concentration for a constituent continuously for two years and are determined by UVRGA to be

the result of groundwater pumping. Undesirable results for nitrate are evaluated in the two distinct areas noted in the table. The 2/3 criterion applies separately within the two areas for nitrate.

3 Sustaina bility Goal for TDS, sulfate, chloride, or boron is considered to be met when at least one-third {1/3) of the primary monitoring wells are below the measurable objective for the constituent being considered.
* Avocados are a chloride sensitive crop grown in the Basin and is used as a proxy. The Avocado Production Handbook states that “When chloride and sodium exceed 100 ppm in the water there should be an alerted concern for ensuring adequate leaching of the
root zone.” Accordingly it is concluded that significant and unreasonable effects may occur at concentrations in excess of 100 mg/L https://ucanr.ed u/sites/alternativefruits/Avocados/Literature/

5 Upper limit of boron tolerance for citrus and avocado is 0.75. US Department of Agriculture: https://www ars.usda.gov/pacific-west-area/riverside-ca/agricultural-water-efficienc

-and-salinity-research-unit/docs/databases/boron-tolerance-of-crops/




EXAMPLE WQ SMC CHART

Degraded
Quality

DRAFT Total Dissolved Solids
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SCM NEXT STEPS [ttt

Surface Water Reduction Degraded Seawater  Land  Lowering
Depletion ~ of Storage  Quality  Intrusion Subsidence GW Levels

®"For more information, please see the Degraded
Water Quality White Paper available at
https://uvrgroundwater.org/

="UVRGA Board will consider adopting Degraded
Water Quality SMC during its March 11 meeting

®"Remaining Sustainability Indicators will be
developed in March and April


https://uvrgroundwater.org/

SUSTAINABLE MANAGEMENT CRITERIA
QUESTIONS
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WHAT IS A NUMERICAL FLOW MODEL?

" Mathematical representation
of the groundwater (GW) and
surface water (SW) flow
system

mSolves groundwater flow
equation (GW level) and
computes flows throughout
the SW and GW systems

®"A model is an approximation
of the real system - only as
good as the data upon which
the model is based on




WHY DEVELOP A NUMERICAL FLOW

MODEL?

®To comply with SGMA
*SGMA requires model or “equally effective tool” for:
Water budgets

Quantification of interconnected surface water
depletion

Estimate benefits of different projects or
management actions (if needed)



GENERAL MODEL DEVELOPMENT

PROCESS

Develop Develop
Conceptual Numerical
Model : Model

3-D Geology & Hydrologic Processes E MODFLOW & Pre/Post-Processors

Define Goals
& Objectives

Scenarios

Initial Testing Calibration ™R&YN Predictions
Updates & We are here

Post-Audits
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Groundwater Model of the Upper Ventura River Subbasin

Mar 11, 2021



Hydrogeologic Conceptual Model

Basin consists of fluvial-origin alluvium derived from
weathering/erosion from surrounding mountain

Younger alluvium deposited within the river floodplain

Older alluvium underlies young alluvium (in some
areas) and tends to be less permeable

Bedrock consists of older marine deposits, underlies
and bounds much of the river floodplain

 Key driver of groundwater/surface-water interactions
Oldest alluvial units (Ojai Conglomerate) present in
much of Mira Monte Area.

» Very low permeability and behaves more like bedrock.

UVRGA basin boundary (maodified in 2016) includes
mapped (older and younger) alluvium units

"“INTEFIA

CE & ENGINEERING SOLUTIOMNS




=INTERA

GEOSCIEMCE & EMNGINEERING SOLUTIOMNS

Hydrogeologic Conceptual Model

 Basin characterized by highly variable topography
and stratigraphy

* Structure and hydrostratigraphy based on SWRCB
surfaces

 Topography based on 10 ft Lidar data

 Refined stratigraphy based on review of well-
boring logs, well construction records, surface
geology maps, and published cross-sections

1 B 4
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Primary inflow/outflow processes:

Flow to/from river

« Pumping
* Evapotranspiration
« Underflows

Spatial and temporal variabili

Key Recharge/Discharge Processes

Precipitation-based recharge
Agricultural and M&l return flows

ty

=INTERA

CIENCE & ENGINEERING SOLUTIONS

Recharge Processes
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| precipilation
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-Evapotranspiration fram
phreatophytes
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Numerical Groundwater Model

Finite-Difference Groundwater Model developed in
USGS code MODFLOW-NWT (Niswonger et al.,, 2017)
Model simulates conditions from 2005 — 2019

 Daily stress-periods: Nov — Mar; Monthly: Apr - Oct
Model grid ranges from 50x100 to 100x100 ft

« 505 rows, 213 columns, 2 layers
215,130 total model grid cells
« 46,180 active model grid cells

Simulates groundwater/surface-water interaction
using MODFLOW SFR (Prudic et al., 2004) module

Model development and calibration consistent with
ASTM standards (D5447, D5609, D5981)

88 GWvistas - [Vistas_Ref28_Transient.gwv]
File Edit View AE Plot Model Grid BCs Props XSect 3

D2 %52 & HEEWEE E[voorow | & ||
Row Number: 130 H .
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H Numerical Groundwater Model - Structure

« Model structure based on 3D geologic model
 Depth to bedrock ranges from 200 — 1200 ft ams|

 Alluvium split into two layers
» Younger alluvium in floodplain (<30 ft deep)

 Older alluvium in the East and underlying the young alluvium

in the floodplain

x: BL66S0T x; 166958 w 6167016 # 6169185
¥ 1953216 yi 1961703 ¥ 1970507 y: 1978570
Legend
|:_| young alluvium . old alluvium
H bedrock

*The young/old allvium inferface is meant to be conceptual.
There is limited data to define this inferface.

A
I [T I The young/old alluvium interface is meant o be ] 3
conceptual. There is limited data fo define this interface.
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Numerical Groundwater Model - Recharge

« Monthly net recharge from precipitation calculated from
California Basin Characterization Model (BCM)
developed by USGS (Flints et al, 2013)

* Regional-scale model incorporates rainfall, run-off,
evapotranspiration in the surficial system

* Agricultural and M&l return flows estimated based on
available data on water use

=INTERA
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DRAFT

Numerical Groundwater Model - Streamflow

 River channel geometry based on areal imagery and

Lidar data
« Refined available NHD flowlines

* Includes secondary braids

* Model routes gaged surface-flows from 602 (Matilija
Creek) and 604 (North Fork Matilijia Creek)

 Robles Diversions based on daily data from CMWD
* Includes gaged tributary flows from San Antonio TR

« Ungaged tributary flows estimated based on
precipitation and size/characteristics of contributing
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n Numerical Groundwater Model - Streamflow

Losing Reach with Generally
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" Numerical Groundwater Mode|

- Pumping

Model simulates all known groundwater
pumping and subsurface intakes between
2005 - 2019

Data for pumping based on:

« M&I pumping based on reports and data received
from City of Ventura, VRWD, CMWD, and MOWD

« Ag pumping based on estimates provided by
UVRGA Executive Director and Adhoc Committee

Subsurface dam modeled as a ‘hydraulic flow
barrier’

Subsurface intake modeled as series of wells
along lateral intake

DRAFT

| 05SN23W33B04S
o —05N231/33B03S

Upper Ventura River
Groundwater Basin

-/ | Average Groundwater

S 03N23W08B01S

S\ —osnswoss1is

q —Foster Park Subsurface Intake

Extractions, 2005 - 2019 (acre-
feet per year)

o 2

O 3-50

@ 51-100

@ 101-250

@ 2571-500

@ 501 - 1,208

Halo Color Indicates Well Use
) Agricultural Use
O ME&l Use
No halo indicates domestic use

Well Label Color Indicates Owner
City of Ventura

VRWD

MOWD

CMWD

Private

Solid blue stream line does naot
necessarly indicate perennial flow.

D ate: 2502 202
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GEOSCIENCE & ENGINEERING SOLUTIONS

Numerical Groundwater Model
- Evapotranspiration

« Groundwater ET by riparian phreatophytes within the
River floodplain modeled using the evapotranspiration
(EVT) module

 Based on TNC GDE dataset

« Worked with Rincon to develop spatial distributed ET
parameters based on type and density of vegetation

* Incorporated time-varying Arundo coverages provided
by Rincon

 ET rates incorporate data from two CMWD ET stations
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D& &[] |@ | ||| M| ®| Efuooriow

Numerical Groundwater Model

i+

Bow Number:

_ | | Colunn Number:
Calibration
 Model calibrated to historical conditions (2005 — 2019) g
» Groundwater model calibrated by varying aquifer R

i+

hydraulic conductivities and storage properties to match — sitoerums
observed groundwater levels

« Root Mean Square Error = 3% of Range of Observations
«  Well within industry standard of 10%

e Surface-water flows calibrated by varying riverbed
depth/conductance as well as groundwater parameters
(conductivities and storage)

« Match simulated and observed flows at Foster Park gauge and
Robles Diversion gage

« Match gaining/losing/intermittent reaches in different parts of
the river
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Numerical Groundwater Model
| - Calibration

Robles Diversion Gauge (607)

AR L

1/1/2006 1/1/2007 1/1/2008 1/1/2009 1/1/2010 1/1/2011 1/1/2012 1/1/2013 1/1/2014 1/1/2015 1/1/2016 1/1/2017 1/1/2018 1/1/2019

A

Jan-06 Jan-07 Jan-08 Jan-09 Jan-10 Jan-11 Jan-12 Jan-13 Jan-14 Jan-15 Jan-16 Jan-17 Jan-18 Jan-19 Jan-20

1/1/2005

e Simulated —— Observed

Foster Park Gage

e==Simulated ——Observed
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Model Use and Limitations

« Groundwater:
« Model well calibrated to trends in groundwater elevations
 Can be reliably used to estimate future trends in water levels, storage, and
pumping impacts
 Eastern area has limited area and complex structure — additional data would
improve predictive capabilities
* Surface-water
« Model matches low flows during summer/fall (within 1 cfs uncertainty)
 Simulated spring baseflows lower than measured
* Error/data-gaps in gage records impact model calibration

Depth to bedrock is a key driver for groundwater levels and SW/GW interactions —
additional geophysical/seismic data would help improve understanding

Additional GW monitoring (near the river) and SW gages will reduce model uncertainty
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GEOSCIEMCE & ENGINEERING SOLUTIO

Next Steps

Finalize calibration and compile historical water budget information for GSP
historical and “current” water budget requirements

50-year simulations for GSP future water budget projection requirements

Simulations to evaluate depletion of interconnected surface water depletion
sustainability indicator

Model documentation TM — for GSP
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NEXT STEPS

March April May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. Jan

I
I
I
I
| Adopt GSP
I
Workshop #4 : by
n. 31, 2022
Final Draft : Jan. 31, 20
GSPC GSP |
Workshop #3 A |
I
® '
I
Finalize Issue | GSP Process does
‘ SMC  Draft : not end in 2022!
Draft SMC for 1P |
Water Levels, . .
Storage, and | GSP will be refined
Depletion of : and update every
Interconnected
() Surface Water : 3 yrs. or more
Model | frequently, as
Simulations _ _ | warranted.
Identify Projects
& Management :
Finalize Actions (if, |
Water Quality needed) |
SMC I
I
I
I
I



GSP DEVELOPMENT SCHEDULE WILL BE

UPDATED ON UVRGA WEBSITE

Upper Ventura River Groundwater Agency
GSP Development Schedule Updated January 31, 2021

BOD DMS Design

Draft GSP Approval
e Comments Due Nov. 14,2019
Held
P BOD Decision i r—
« Task Complete 20, Scheduled » Draft
2020 fOF GSP
P In Progress March 2, BOD GfSP
2021 Adoption
* GSP Workshop

DMS Options

DMS Development ol
HCM, GW Conditions, &
Quant. Analysis Method
Prelim. SMC Screening
1P |Develop GW-SW Model
P |Develop Draft SMC
Develop Projects and Mgmt. Actions
IP |Develop Draft Gsp (]
Draft GSP Comment Period °
Prepare Final Draft GSP

Final GSP Edits -

Contingency Period

2019 2020 2021 2022
Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jfun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan
Notes: Today

{1} GSP topics nat listed above generally consist of background or supporting information and will be prepared concurrently with the above-listed tasks.
BOD = Board of Directors; DMS = Data Management System; HCM = Hydrogeologic Conceptual Model; GSA = Groundwater Sustainability Agency;
GSP = Groundwater Sustainability Plan; GW = Groundwater; SW = Surface Water
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QUESTIONS
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PLEASE STAY ENGAGED!!!

"Track status at: https://uvrgroundwater.org/

®Join the UVRGA Interested Parties List:
https://uvrgroundwater.org/join-interested-
parties-list/

®"Email inquiries to: bbondy@uvrgroundwater.org


https://uvrgroundwater.org/
https://uvrgroundwater.org/join-interested-parties-list/
mailto:bbondy@uvrgroundwater.org
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WRAP UP

THANK YOU FOR
PARTICIPATING!
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Concentration (mg/L)
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Concentration (mg/L)
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Concentration (mg/L)
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Concentration (mg/L)
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Concentration (mg/L)
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