New Stone Water District
Groundwater Sustainability Agency

Revised and Adopted
Groundwater Sustainability Plan 2025 Update

In compliance with the
Sustainable Groundwater Management Act

December 2024



LIMITATION

In preparation of this Groundwater Sustainability Plan (Plan), the professional services of Provost & Pritchard
Consulting Group were consistent with generally accepted engineering principles and practices in California at
the time the services were performed.

Section 3 of this Plan, Basin Setting, was prepared in general conformance with section 354.12 of the water
code either by and Zor under the direct supervision of the appropriate professional as indicated herein.

Per Regulation Requirements:

§354.12 Introduction to Basin Setting

This Subarticle describes the information about the physical setting and characteristics of
the basin and current conditions of the basin that shall be part of each Plan, including the
identification of data gaps and levels of uncertainty, which comprise the basin setting that
serves as the basis for defining and assessing reasonable sustainable management criteria
and projects and management actions. Information provided pursuant to this Subarticle
shall be prepared by or under the direction of a professional geologist or professional
engineer.

Note: Authority cited: Section 10733.2, Water Code.
Reference: Section 10733.2, Water Code.

This Plan is a work product of the New Stone Water District Groundwater D
GSA) members and associated stakeholders. Judgments leading to conclusions and recommendations were
made based on the best available information but are made without a complete knowledge of subsurface
geological and hydrogeological conditions. This Plan is intended to provide information from readily available
published or public sources. We understand that the interpretations and recommendations are for use by the
NSWD GSA in assisting the GSA in making decisions related to potential water supplies and groundwater
management activities in light of California’s new and evolving Sustainable Groundwater Management Act
(SGMA) regulations.

Subsurface conditions or variations cannot be known, or entirely accounted for, in spite of significant study
and evaluation. Future surface water and groundwater quantity, quality, and availability cannot be known.
Trends have been estimated and projected based upon past historical data and events and are used for planning
purposes. It should be noted that historic trends may not be indicative of future outcomes. Historic hydrology
has been used to identify averages and potential extremes that may be experienced in future years; however, it
will be important for the GSA to continually evaluate all the parameters that make up the agency water budget.
Additionally, the rapidly changing regulatory environment surrounding the SGMA and State regulatory agencies
may render any or all recommendations invalid in the future if not implemented and necessary approvals,
permits, or rights obtained in a timely manner. Information contained in this GSP should not be regarded as a
guarantee that only the conditions reported and discussed are present within the NSWD GSA or that other
conditions may exist which could have a significant effect on groundwater availability.

In developing methods, conclusions, and recommendations this Plan has relied on information that was
prepared or provided by others. It is assumed that this information is accurate and correct, unless noted.
Changes in existing conditions due to time lapse, natural causes including climate change, operations in
adjoining GSAs or subbasins, or future management actions taken by a GSA may deem the conclusions and
recommendations inappropriate. No guarantee or warranty, expressed or implied, is made.

Prepared by:
PROVOST&
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An Employee Owned Company
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Executive Summary

Executive Summary

On September 16, 2014, Governor Jerry Brown signed into law a three-bill legislative package, composed of
AB 1739 (Dickinson), SB 1168 (Pavley), and SB 1319 (Pavley), collectively known as the Sustainable
Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) which was passed in 2014 and is codified in Section 10720 et seq. of
the California Water Code. This legislation created a statutory framework for groundwater management that
can be sustained during planning and implementation without causing undesirable results.

From the first edition of DWR Publication 118 in 1978, the San Joaquin River Basin, including the Madera
Subbasin, has been determined to be in a state of overdraft and has been identified by the state as being
“Critically Overdrafted.” Since 1995, the Madera Subbasin has lost approximately 2.6 million acre-feet (AF) of
water from subsurface storage through a combination of groundwater pumping and below-normal recharge
driven by an extended drought and low surface water supplies. This is still small compared to the estimated
storage capacity of 50 million AF within the subbasin (assuming 1500 feet of thickness).

While the Madera Basin is required to be sustainable, it should be noted that within the basin different areas
can and should be evaluated separately. This Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) covers about 4,200 acres
in the northwestern area of the basin that is adjacent to the Chowchilla Bypass covering the New Stone Water
District Groundwater Sustainability Agency (NSWD GSA). The NSWD GSA is coterminous with the New
Stone Water District (NSWD or District) boundary. The District is predominantly agriculture and consists of
two landowners. The NSWD GSA was created on December 22, 2016.

Water supply to meet the NSWD GSA agricultural demands comes primarily from groundwater pumping.
Although the NSWD GSA does have an appropriative water right along the Chowchilla Bypass (referred to as
Eastside Bypass/Chowchilla Canal in permit) of 15,700 AF/year (permit number 19615), surface water is not
consistently used for irrigation. The Chowchilla Bypass is a designated floodway into which water is diverted
from the San Joaquin River only in relatively wet years.

Groundwater levels have been regularly monitored in three wells within or on the border of the GSA for the
California Statewide Groundwater Elevation Monitoring (CASGEM) program. Groundwater quality
monitoring is also an important aspect of groundwater management in NSWD. Water quality analytical data
returns averages of 840 umhos/cm and 5.6 milligrams per liter (mg/L) of specific conductance and nitrate,
respectively, are below their respective maximum contaminant levels (MCLs). The GSA is included in areas
monitored by National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) and the United States Bureau of
Reclamation’s (USBR) San Joaquin River Restoration Project (SJRRP) land surface subsidence monitoring.
Current land subsidence rates in NSWD GSA range from -0.15 to -0.45 feet per year from south to north over
the years 2011 to 2017.The NSWD is also located within the East San Joaquin Water Quality Coalition (the
Coalition or ESJWQC) boundary and participates in its monitoring efforts.

Water conservation has been and will continue to be an important tool in water management, as well as a key
strategy in achieving sustainable groundwater management. The NSWD practices water conservation by using
drip irrigation for the majority of their crops. Water is not imported into NSWD GSA, except for water from
the Chowchilla Bypass during flood releases. The NSWD GSA includes natural recharge areas but does not
currently have intentional recharge from constructed recharge basins. At this time, NSWD anticipates using its
water right of surface water from the Chowchilla Bypass for direct recharge in the future.
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NSWD GSA lies within the Poso Farm and Firebaugh northeast quadrangles. The topography of the NSWD
GSA is relatively flat and ranges between approximately 150 to 160 feet above msl. Within the NSWD GSA
area, surface materials are comprised solely of Quaternary age deposits. For the NSWD GSA area, the NRCS
has generally described soils as soil textural class fine sandy loam. There are also small pockets of loamy sand
and sandy loam. The Corcoran Clay is present below the entirety of NSWD GSA. The top of the Corcoran
Clay lies between 200 to 350 feet below ground surface (bgs) under the District and is between 40 and 60 feet
thick.

The aquifers in the NSWD GSA are used primarily for irrigation purposes. The vertical aquifer boundary for
the NSWD GSA is the base of freshwater, which under NSWD GSA is approximately 400 to 800 feet below
msl. Aquifer characteristics of importance to the NSWD GSA are mainly transmissivity, hydraulic conductivity, and
storativity. NSWD GSA has specific yields of the deposits of 8.3%, 13.3% and 14.8%. Transmissivity values
ranged from 22,500 to 184,400 gallons-per-day (gpd)/ft with an average of 44,000 gpd/ft within the District.

On average, the District’s well depths within the GSA are about 350 feet. Groundwater elevation data from
about 2000 to present show an average water level between 40 and 60 feet above sea level. Due to the size of
the GSA, the relative uniformity of the land, and the lack of consistent monitored data points, groundwater
inflow and outflow is assumed to be equal until more data can be collected.

Groundwater storage was determined using multiple methods. The first method used the water budget
analytical model or the checkbook balance method. It uses inputs from all water sources, consumptive uses,
and losses to determine groundwater surplus or overdraft over a hydrologically average period. The second
method used average specific yield, basin area, and average change in groundwater levels to determine change
in storage over the hydrological average period. The final method used Geographic Information System (GIS)
mapping tools to calculate the difference in volume between contour maps for each year in the hydrological
average period.

The Madera subbasin used a model method to calculate the area’s water budget. Within the Madera subbasin,
it was calculated that the overdraft is between 242,500 and 363,700 AF/year. In place of a model, the complete
water budget including historical, current, and projected, for NSWD was created using information from the
basin setting, along with data from sources such as California Irrigation Management Information System
(CIMIS), National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), DWR, Irrigation Training & Research
Center (ITRC), etc. The period of record chosen to analyze the historical data was 2003-2012. This period was
chosen because it represents 100% of the long-term calculated natural flow (1901-2016) in the San Joaquin
River and it closely reflects current management practices and facilities available to the District. Also, this
period includes a mix of dry, normal, and wet years. Using this method, the overdraft for the District was
calculated to be about 1,600 AF/year.

Indicators for the sustainable management of groundwater include groundwater levels, groundwater storage
volume, land subsidence, water quality, interconnected surface water, and seawater intrusion. For NSWD GSA,
the lowering of groundwater levels and depletion of groundwater storage is considered significant and
unreasonable if pumping of groundwater has caused 30 percent of wells in the Subbasin to go below the MT
for two consecutive fall water level measurements. With groundwater levels anticipated to decline further
during the Implementation Period as Projects and Management Actions (PMA) are implemented, wells may go
dry. GSAs in the Subbasin are in the process of developing a temporary Domestic Well Mitigation Program to
mitigate wells which go dry during the Implementation Period. Also, water quality degradation is considered
significant and unreasonable when concentrations of contaminants, such as nitrate as nitrogen, arsenic and
salts, have reached levels that drastically impact crop vyield. For the District, land subsidence is considered
significant and unreasonable when critical infrastructure, such as the Chowchilla Bypass, or distribution
systems, wells, and pumps begin to fail or take critical damage. While the Subbasin GSAs have undertaken
efforts to study, review, and analyze potential interconnected surface water along the San Joaquin River from
Millerton to the Mendota Pool, the portion of the Subbasin which is NSWD GSA does not contain
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interconnected surface and groundwater systems. The Chowchilla Bypass, adjacent to the NSWD GSA, is a
flood control structure owned by the State of California that only flows during high-flow events and is likely
disconnected. Due to the lack of connected water systems, interconnected surface water will not be monitored
or considered when making management decisions. The Madera Subbasin and NSWD GSA do not need to
account for seawater intrusion since they are not located adjacent to the coast.

Monitoring is a fundamental component of a groundwater management program and is needed to measure
progress of reaching measurable objectives and the goal of groundwater sustainability. New monitoring
networks will be developed, and existing networks enhanced when necessary, using the Data Quality Objective
(DQO) process, which follows the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Guidance on Systematic Planning
Using the Data Quality Objectives Process (EPA, 2006). The monitoring network for the groundwater level
sustainability indicator will include the one well previously measured for CASGEM well located within or on
the border of the GSA as well as three District wells that were not part of the CASGEM program. These wells
will also be used to monitor the groundwater storage and groundwater quality sustainability indicators. The
GSA is approximately 80 miles from the ocean and, therefore, seawater intrusion is not feasible and will not be
monitored. The monitoring network for NSWD GSA will utilize the USBR SJIRRP and continuous University
Navigation Satellite Timing and Ranging (NAVSTAR) Consortium (UNAVCO) data to continue to monitor
the areas of subsidence. The GSA will develop and maintain a data management system for storing and
reporting information for the implementation of this GSP.

Implementation of projects and management actions will assist the NSWD GSA in achieving groundwater
sustainability by 2040. NSWD GSA analyzed several project types and groundwater management programs
during the GSP planning process, which include, Groundwater Recharge Projects, Surface Water Acquisition
Projects, Water Conservation Projects, and Management Programs. NSWD GSA will aim its efforts first
towards constructing a new Chowchilla Bypass turnout, new canals, and recharge basins within its boundary.
If basin overdraft isn’t mitigated or if sustainable thresholds are not being met after implementation of NSWD
GSA and landowner projects, the management actions and other potential projects listed may be enacted, and
the priority of these projects will be increased. The severity of the situation will dictate the actions taken.
Priority will be given to actions and projects that can be implemented in a relatively short amount of time and
have a high benefit-to-cost ratio.

The adoption of the GSP will be the official start of the Plan Implementation for NSWD. The GSA will
continue its efforts to secure the necessary funding to successfully monitor and manage groundwater resources
within the District in a sustainable manner. While the GSP is being reviewed by DWR, NSWD GSA will begin
the implementation of both projects and management actions.

The GSA will annually report the result of basin operations including current groundwater levels, extraction
volume, surface water use, total water use, groundwater storage change, and progress of GSP implementation.
The GSA will also report, at least every five years and whenever the GSP is amended, the result of basin
operations and progress in achieving sustainability including current groundwater conditions, status of projects
or management actions, evaluation of undesirable results relating to measurable objectives and minimum
thresholds, changes in monitoring network, summary of enforcement or legal actions, and agency coordination
efforts.

This GSP was developed in coordination with the Madera Subbasin GSAs for consistent explanations of data
and methodologies.
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1 Introduction

Purpose of Groundwater Sustainability Plan

On September 16, 2014, Governor Jerry Brown signed into law a three-bill legislative package, composed of
AB 1739 (Dickinson), SB 1168 (Pavley), and SB 1319 (Pavley), collectively known as the Sustainable
Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) which was passed in 2014 and is codified in Section 10720 et seq. of
the California Water Code. This legislation created a statutory framework for groundwater management that
can be sustained during planning and implementation without causing undesirable results.

SGMA requires governments and water agencies of high- and medium-priority basins to halt overdraft and
bring groundwater basins into balanced levels of pumping and recharge. Under SGMA, these basins should
reach sustainability within 20 years of implementing their sustainability plans. For critically over-drafted basins,
including the Madera Subbasin that the NSWD GSA area is part of, the deadline for achieving sustainability is
2040.

In his signing statement, Governor Brown emphasized that “groundwater management in California is best
accomplished locally.” With ongoing financial and technical assistance from the Department of Water
Resources (DWR), the NSWD GSA is working to achieve area-wide collaboration between neighboring water
agencies and helping to achieve groundwater sustainability.

Sustainability Goal

From the first edition of DWR Publication 118 in 1978, the San Joaquin River Basin, including the Madera
Subbasin, has been determined to be in a state of overdraft and has been identified by the state as being
“Critically Overdrafted.” Since 1995, the Madera Subbasin has lost approximately 2.6 million acre-feet of water
from subsurface storage through a combination of groundwater pumping and below-normal recharge driven
by an extended drought and low surface water supplies. This is still small compared to the estimated storage
capacity of 50 million AF within the subbasin (assuming 1500 feet of thickness). Chapter 3 of this GSP
discusses this chronic water imbalance in more depth.

While the Madera Subbasin has lost a great deal of its stored water in recent decades, the aquifers beneath the
subbasin still contain more water than the total of all the reservoirs on the watersheds above the subbasin. That
extensive storage volume has long masked the effects of overdraft from year to year, providing a buffer against
the extreme fluctuations in surface water supplies depending on the rain year. Water agencies in the subbasin
must work together to maintain the viability of the aquifer so that buffer capacity is always available.

The sustainability goal for the Madera Subbasin is to implement a package of projects and management actions
that will, by 2040, balance long-term groundwater system inflows with outflows based on a 50-year period
representative of average historical hydrologic conditions. The six sustainability indicators, establish measurable
objectives, and minimum thresholds that will ensure no undesirable results of significant and unreasonable
economic, social, or environmental impacts occur as a result of GSP activities, as defined based on local values
expressed in this GSP. Efforts are in progress to address and mitigate undesirable results if they do occur
during the implementation of this GSP.

Undesirable Results

In order to accomplish this overarching goal, this plan identifies undesirable results, which are outcomes after
2040 that will be realized should the plan’s strategies not be effective or not be effectively implemented.
Undesirable results are marked by minimum thresholds or data points which if not met mean an undesirable
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result has been realized. Positive outcomes defined in this GSP will take time to achieve. The NSWD has put
a plan in place to build facilities that are thought to be of sufficient size and magnitude to accomplish its goal.
The NSWD GSA is also reliant upon its neighboring agencies to do the same. It is understood that it will take
time to achieve the regional goals. None of the goals can be realized in a year. Measurable Objectives and
Interim Milestones have been defined to gauge progress during the intervening years and to help assure not
only that the GSA is moving toward its sustainability goals, but also that the rate of progress is as planned and
sufficient to meet the overall implementation schedule.

Undesirable results occur when significant and unreasonable effects for any of the six sustainability indicators
defined by SGMA are caused by groundwater conditions occurring in the Subbasin. The overarching
sustainability goal and the absence of undesirable results after 2040 through implementation of the project and
management actions (PMAs). The sustainability goals will be maintained through proactive monitoring and
management by the GSAs. Table 1-1 summarizes whether, for each of the six sustainability indicators,
undesirable results have occurred, are occurring, or are expected to occur in the future in the Subbasin without
and with GSP implementation.

Table 1-1 Summary of Undesirable Results Applicable to the Subbasin

Future
Future Conditions with
Historical Conditions GSP

Period Existing without GSP Implementation
Sustainability Indicator (before 2015) Conditions | Implementation (after 2040)

Chronic Lowering of
Groundwater Levels Yes Yes Yes b
Reduction of Groundwater Yes Yes Yes No
Storage
Land Subsidence Yes Yes Yes No
Seawater Intrusion Not Applicable Not Applicable | Not Applicable Not Applicable
Degraded Water Quality Yes Yes Yes Not!
Depletion of Interconnected I~ .
Surface Water Yes Possibly Possibly No

1 There may be future continued degradation of groundwater quality that is not related to GSP Projects and Management Actions.
2 Insufficient data exists to fully evaluate interconnected surface water along the San Joaquin River.

The regulations define undesirable results as occurring when significant and unreasonable effects are caused by
groundwater conditions for a given sustainability indicator. A summary of the Minimum Thresholds (MTs),
Measurable Objectives (MQOs) and Undesirable Results (URs) coordinated across the Subbasin is provided in
Table 1-2, tabulated for the entire Subbasin. Locally defined undesirable results were based on discussion with
GSA staff and technical representatives, input received from interested stakeholders and the public through
public meetings, and through individual stakeholder input to various GSA representatives.



Table 1-2 Summary of MTs, MOs, and Undesirable Results
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Sustainability
Indicator

Minimum Threshold

Measurable Objective

Undesirable Result
(After 2040)

Chronic
Lowering of
Groundwater

Levels

Set equal to the Fall 2015
measurement, if that observed data
point is available at the RMS.
Otherwise, set equal to the expected
Fall 2015 groundwater level
determined from MCSim results,
with adjustment, if necessary, to
account for the offset between
historical observed and modeled
data.

Set equal to the Fall 2010
measurement, if that observed
data point is available at the RMS.
Otherwise, set equal to the
expected Fall 2010 groundwater
level determined from MCSim
results, with adjustment, if
necessary, to account for the
offset between historical observed
and modeled data.

Same 30 percent of wells
in the subbasin below
minimum threshold for

two consecutive fall
measurements.

Reduction of
Groundwater
Storage

Same as MTs for chronic lowering of
groundwater levels. (Groundwater
levels used as proxy.)

Same as MOs for chronic
lowering of groundwater levels.
(Groundwater levels used as

proxy.)

Same 30 percent of wells
in the subbasin below
minimum threshold for

two consecutive fall
measurements

(Groundwater levels
used as proxy)

Degraded
Water Quality

Nitrate as N = 10 mg/L or existing
level plus 20% (whichever is greater)
Arsenic = 10 pg/L or existing level
plus 20% (whichever is greater)
TDS =500 mg/L or existing level
plus 20% (whichever is greater)

Baseline constituent
concentrations

10 percent of wells in the
subbasin above the
minimum threshold for
the same constituent due
to projects and/or
management actions,
based on average of
most recent three year
period

Land
Subsidence

0 feetlyear, subject to uncertainty of
+/- 0.16 feetlyear

0 feetlyear, subject to uncertainty
of +/- 0.16 feetlyear

Average subsidence
across greater than 25
percent of RMS
exceeding the minimum
threshold for two
consecutive years.

Depletion of
Interconnected
Surface
Water!

A percent of time surface water is
connected to shallow groundwater
that is equal to historical conditions
for a similar climatic/hydrologic
period.

A percent of time surface water is
connected to shallow groundwater
that is equal to historical
conditions for a similar
climatic/hydrologic period.

Greater than 30 percent
of RMS wells below
minimum threshold for
two consecutive annual
five-year rolling average
annual evaluations.

Seawater
Intrusion

Not Applicable

Not Applicable

Not Applicable

1 Interim SMCs will be replaced as a result of the Subbasin data gap analysis and findings from the ISW MOU.
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While the Madera Basin is required to be sustainable, it should be noted that within the basin different areas
can and should be evaluated separately. This GSP covers about 4,200 acres in the northwestern area of the
basin that is adjacent to the Chowchilla Bypass. Sustainability goals, undesirable results, minimum thresholds,
and measurable objectives are further discussed in Section 4 of this GSP.

Coordination Agreements

Regulation Requirement:

8§ 357.4. Coordination Agreements

(a) Agencies intending to develop and implement multiple Plans pursuant to Water Code Section 10727(b)(3) shall enter into a
coordination agreement to ensure that the Plans are developed and implemented utilizing the same data and methodologies, and that
elements of the Plans necessary to achieve the sustainability goal for the basin are based upon consistent interpretations of the basin
setting.

(b) Coordination agreements shall describe the following:

(2) A point of contact with the Department.

(2) The responsibilities of each Agency for meeting the terms of the agreement, the procedures for the timely exchange of
information between Agencies, and procedures for resolving conflicts between Agencies.

(3) How the Agencies have used the same data and methodologies for assumptions described in Water Code Section 10727.6 to
prepare coordinated Plans, including the following:

(A) Groundwater elevation data, supported by the quality, frequency, and spatial distribution of data in the monitoring
network and the monitoring objectives as described in Subarticle 4 of Article 5.

(B) A coordinated water budget for the basin, as described in Section 354.18, including groundwater extraction data,
surface water supply, total water use, and change in groundwater in storage.

(C) Sustainable yield for the basin, supported by a description of the undesirable results for the basin, and an explanation of
how the minimum thresholds and measurable objectives defined by each Plan relate to those undesirable results, based on
information described in the basin setting.

(c) The coordination agreement shall explain how the Plans implemented together, satisfy the requirements of the Act and are in
substantial compliance with this Subchapter

(d) The coordination agreement shall describe a process for submitting all Plans, Plan amendments, supporting information, all
monitoring data and other pertinent information, along with annual reports and periodic evaluations.

(e) The coordination agreement shall describe a coordinated data management system for the basin, as described in Section 352.6.

(f) Coordination agreements shall identify adjudicated areas within the basin, and any local agencies that have adopted an
Alternative that has been accepted by the Department. If an Agency forms in a basin managed by an Alternative, the Agency shall
evaluate the agreement with the Alternative prepared pursuant to Section 358.2 and determine whether it satisfies the requirements of
this Section.

(g) The coordination agreement shall be submitted to the Department together with the Plans for the basin and, if approved, shall
become part of the Plan for each participating Agency.

(h) The Department shall evaluate a coordination agreement for compliance with the procedural and technical requirements of this
Section, to ensure that the agreement is binding on all parties, and that provisions of the agreement are sufficient to address any
disputes between or among parties to the agreement.

(i) Coordination agreements shall be reviewed as part of the five-year assessment, revised as necessary, dated, and signed by all
parties.

The Madera Subbasin is home to seven Groundwater Sustainability Agencies (GSAs). They are Madera
Irrigation District GSA, Madera County GSA, City of Madera GSA, Madera Water District GSA, Gravelly Ford
Water District GSA, Root Creek Water District GSA, and New Stone Water District GSA. The Madera County
GSA on behalf of all the GSAs in the subbasin applied to and received funding from the DWR for grant funds
to prepare a GSP. Gravelly Ford WD and Root Creek WD were originally part of the regional GSP
development until 2018 when they each decided to prepare their own GSP. New Stone WD GSA had made
the decision to prepare an individual GSP when coordination began, which led to the development of this GSP.
The joint GSP includes Madera Irrigation District GSA, Madera County GSA, City of Madera GSA, and
Madera Water District GSA. Since three of the seven GSAs within the basin decided to prepare individual
GSPs, the subbasin needs a Coordination Agreement to comply with SGMA.

The Madera County GSA developed a draft Coordination Agreement for review and distributed it to the GSAs
on April 24, 2019. Since NSWD GSA planned to pursue development of its own GSP, the District edited the
draft Coordination Agreement to represent regional cooperation and coordination and resubmitted the draft
Coordination to the County on June 3, 2019.
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As of January 22 2020, the coordination agreement was executed by the NSWD GSA and the agreement was
submitted to DWR with the initial GSP. It is acknowledged that the DWR did not recognize the coordination
agreement until October 9, 2020, after mediation resolved disputes internal to the basin and the Coordination
Agreement was signed by all GSA agencies within the Subbasin. As a response to the Letter from the DWR
on September 22, 2022, the districts and their representatives have continued to meet monthly and met with
DWR representatives on November 10, 2022, and December 8, 2022. In 2023, the GSAs took action to approve
the First Amendment to the Madera Subbasin Coordination Agreement.. Madera Irrigation District (MID)
GSA took action to approve the First Amendment to the Madera Subbasin Coordination Agreement and the
Memorandum of Understanding Establishing a Domestic Well Mitigation Program for the Madera Subbasin
of the San Joaquin Valley Groundwater Basin, but did not take action to approve the March 2023 Revised GSP.
On April 16, 2024, and as documented in MID GSA Resolution NO. 2024-GSA01, the MID GSA took action
to approve and adopt the March 2023 Revised GSP. To date, all four Joint GSP GSAs have taken action to
approve the March 2023 R