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Meeting-at-a-Glance

Total 
Participants

51

Total questions/
feedback

6

Total 
Feedback 

Forms 
Submitted

0



Review how the team addresses feedback

• General statements will be taken into consideration by both the 
Stakeholder Advisory Committee and the SCV-GSA Board of Directors to 
make educated recommendations and decisions regarding the plan

• Specific corrections will be addressed directly

• The GSP will be updated and refined as new information becomes available

• Meeting Series Purpose – Each major piece of the Groundwater 
Sustainability Plan includes a three meeting series
✓ Stakeholder Advisory Committee Initial Input

✓ Public Workshop

✓ Stakeholder Advisory Committee Public Workshop Debrief



Workshop Questions/Feedback
• I have a question - During our committee meetings I recall discussions that these levels 

were set too low, but I do not see that any of our comments are reflected here. Or at 
least no changes were made.

• So are we just being told what the levels are going to be, or is our input and concerns in 
planning process in the GSP going to be included in the final plan document? I would like 
to see those thresholds looked at again. Those levels were already reached in 2016 and 
there were impacts to GDE with oaks dying and tributaries drying up. Did anyone look at 
the survivability of amphibians in this region?

• Who is the peer review panel?
• If the trees are dying it much too late - need a trigger much sooner to prevent loss. Why 

wait?
• So are we going to be told again what is happening or will our concerns be given any 

consideration?
• It's important to distinguish the difference between pumping impacts and natural 

conditions on the east end.  The GSA is intended to address the former, not the latter.

• Are baselines open for adjustment when data becomes available from the east wells?



Presentation Feedback

• “I have a question - During our committee meetings I recall discussions that 
these levels were set too low, but I do not see that any of our comments 
are reflected here. Or at least no changes were made.”

• “Are we going to be told again what is happening or will our concerns be 
given any consideration?”



General GSP Feedback

• “So are we just being told what the levels are going 
to be, or is our input and concerns in planning 
process in the GSP going to be included in the final 
plan document? I would like to see those thresholds 
looked at again.”

• “It's important to distinguish the difference 
between pumping impacts and natural conditions 
on the east end.  The GSA is intended to address the 
former, not the latter.”

• “Are baselines open for adjustment when data 
becomes available from the east wells?”



Addressing Workshop 
Feedback



Workshop Questions/Feedback
• I have a question - During our committee meetings I recall discussions that these levels 

were set too low, but I do not see that any of our comments are reflected here. Or at 
least no changes were made.

• So are we just being told what the levels are going to be, or is our input and concerns in 
planning process in the GSP going to be included in the final plan document? I would like 
to see those thresholds looked at again. Those levels were already reached in 2016 and 
there were impacts to GDE with oaks dying and tributaries drying up. Did anyone look at 
the survivability of amphibians in this region?

• Who is the peer review panel?
• If the trees are dying it much too late - need a trigger much sooner to prevent loss. Why 

wait?
• So are we going to be told again what is happening or will our concerns be given any 

consideration?
• It's important to distinguish the difference between pumping impacts and natural 

conditions on the east end.  The GSA is intended to address the former, not the latter.

• Are baselines open for adjustment when data becomes available from the east wells?


