
SPADRA BASIN GROUNDWATER SUSTAINABILITY AGENCY 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan  
Advisory Committee Meeting 

Agenda 

Wednesday, November 10, 2021 at 3:00 p.m. 
 

Pursuant to the provisions of Government Code Section 54953(e), as amended by AB 361, any Commissioner 
and any member of the public who desires to participate in the open session items of this meeting may do so 
by accessing the Webex link below without otherwise complying with the Brown Act’s teleconference 
requirements. 

https://wvwd.webex.com/meet/spadra2  
(Computer and Telephone Audio Accessible) 

 
Any member of the public wishing to make any comments to the Committee may do so by accessing the above-
referenced link where they may select the option to join via webcam or teleconference.  The meeting Chair will 
acknowledge such individual(s) at the appropriate time in the meeting prior to making his or her comment. 

 

1. Call to Order 
 

2. Roll Call  

Agency/Stakeholder  Representatives  Alternate(s) 
Cal Poly Pomona  Rick Hansen  George Lwin 
Rowland Water District  Dave Warren  Tom Coleman 
Three Valleys MWD  Carlos Goytia   
Forest Lawn  Bob Bowcock  Kevin Sage 

 
3. Public Comment 

 
4. Approval of Minutes for Meeting held on September 15, 2021 

 
5. Review of Final Technical Memorandum No. 5 – Part 2: Sustainability of Basin Optimization 

Scenarios 
 

6. Review of the Draft Spadra Basin Groundwater Sustainability Plan 
 

7. Update on Monitoring Well 
 

8. Approval of 2022 Advisory Committee Meeting Schedule  
 

9. Other  
 

10. Adjournment  

https://wvwd.webex.com/meet/spadra2
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SPADRA BASIN GROUNDWATER SUSTAINABILITY PLAN  
ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING 

Wednesday, September 15, 2021, 3:00 p.m. 
 

WebEx Meeting 
 

MINUTES  
 

1. Call to Order  
 Mr. Hansen called the meeting to order at 3:01 p.m.  

2. Roll Call 
Listed below are meeting attendees.  

Advisory Committee  

Bob Bowcock – Forest Lawn 
Rick Hansen – Cal Poly Pomona 
Carlos Goytia – Three Valleys Municipal Water District 
Dave Warren – Rowland Water District 

GSA Staff 
Brian Teuber - Walnut Valley Water District , Administrative Officer 
Joshua Byerrum – Walnut Valley Water District, Treasurer 

Others Present 

Lauren Augino – Main San Gabriel Basin Watermaster 
James Ciampa – Lagerlof, LLP, Legal Counsel 
Chris Diggs – City of Pomona 
Donna DiLaura – Walnut Valley Water District 
Earle Hartling – Los Angeles County Sanitation District 
Erik Hitchman – Walnut Valley Water District 
Matt Litchfield – Three Valleys Municipal Water District 
Andy Malone – West Yost Associates 
John Mendoza – City of Pomona Resident 
Ben Peralta - Three Valleys Municipal Water District 
Kevin Sage – Forest Lawn 
Sherry Shaw – Walnut Valley Water District 
Felicia Silva – California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Jerry Tang – Walnut Valley Water District 
Veva Weamer – West Yost Associates 

3. Public Comment 
  There were no public comments.  

4. Approval of Minutes for Meeting held on August 2, 2021 
The Advisory Committee was asked to approve the minutes for the Advisory Committee meeting 
held on August 21, 2021. 
 
Upon consideration thereof, it was moved by Mr. Goytia, seconded by Mr. Bowcock, and 
unanimously carried, that the minutes of the August 21, 2021 Advisory Committee meeting were 
approved as presented.  
 

5. Presentation of the Draft Technical Memorandum No. 5 – Sustainability of Basin 
Optimization Scenarios – Part 2 
Ms. Weamer provided an overview of draft TM 5 Part 2. The presentation covered the results of 
the groundwater flow-model simulation of three Basin Optimization Scenarios developed and 
described in TM 5 Part 1: one scenario achieves sustainability by substituting groundwater 
pumping with the use of excess recycled water from the Pomona Wastewater Reclamation Plant; 
another scenario achieves sustainability by artificial recharge of that recycled water; and one 
scenario is intended to maximize the beneficial use of the Spadra Basin by maximizing recharge 
of all available recycled water, increasing groundwater pumping, and treating the groundwater to 
produce a new potable water supply at an expanded RO Plant at Cal Poly Pomona. The 
presentation reviewed the model results for these three planning scenarios for: groundwater 
levels and flow direction, assessment of sustainable management criteria and pumping 
sustainably, change in storage, subsurface outflow to the Chino Basin and Puente Basin, and 
sustainable yield. The model evaluation indicates that the three Basin Optimization Scenarios are 
sustainable and will avoid the occurrence of Undesirable Results.  
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The presentation also reviewed the results of the cost evaluations of these planning scenarios 
and a comparison of cost with the baseline scenario. Basin Optimization Scenario 3 is the most 
expensive scenario through 2059 but is the least expensive scenario thereafter when the 
assumed loans to fund the capital improvements are paid off. Basin Optimization Scenario 3 is 
the recommended scenario for GSP implementation. 
 

6. Update on Meeting Schedules and Locations 
Mr. Teuber reported that all committee meetings will continue to be held by WebEx as currently 
allowed under AB 361.  

 
7. Other 

No other comments were offered.  
 

8. Adjournment to Next Meeting on Monday, October 4, 2021. 
 Upon consideration thereof, it was moved by Mr. Bowcock, seconded by Mr. Goytia, and 

unanimously carried, the meeting was adjourned at 4:14 p.m. (Subsequent to this meeting, the 
October 4 meeting was cancelled.) 

 

 



 
Spadra Basin GSA – Staff Report 
 
 
 
TO: Committee Members, Stakeholders, Staff and Interested Parties 
FROM: Staff 
DATE: November 10, 2021 
SUBJECT: Proposed Bi-monthly 2022 Meeting Schedules for Advisory and Executive 

Committees  
 

Action/Discussion  Fiscal Impact  Resolution  Information Only  
 
The following is a list of proposed meeting dates for Calendar Year 2022. All meetings will be held 
online via WebEx, unless otherwise noted on the agendas.  
 
Advisory Committee Meetings – 3:00 p.m.* 
 
Monday, February 7, 2022 
Monday, April 4, 2022 
Monday, June 6, 2022 
Monday, August 1, 2022 
Monday, October 3, 2022 
Monday, December 5, 2022 
 
Executive Committee Meetings – 3:30 p.m.  
 
Monday, January 3, 2022 
Monday, March 7, 2022 
Monday, May 2, 2022 
Tuesday, July 5, 2022 (Independence Day observed on July 4) 
Tuesday, September 6, 2022 (Labor Day is observed on September 5) 
Monday, November 7, 2022 
 
 
*Action requested is for Advisory Committee schedule only. 
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MEMORANDUM 

 

 To:  Spadra Basin Groundwater Sustainability Agency 

 From:  James Ciampa 

 Re:  Implementation of AB 361 

 Date:  September 27, 2021 

 

 As you have likely heard, on September 16, Governor Newsom signed into law AB 361, 
which suspended the Brown Act’s existing teleconferencing requirements for so long as a state-
declared state of emergency exists in California.  This memorandum summarizes the 
requirements under AB 361 and we have prepared forms of resolutions for the initial and 
subsequent findings that must be adopted every 30 days under AB 361 in order to continue to 
utilize the relaxed teleconferencing requirements for board meetings (including committee 
meetings) subject to the Brown Act.  Those resolutions follow this memo. 

 Late in the legislative process, an urgency measure was added to AB 361 so that it would 
take effect immediately.  However, that urgency measure also created some conflict as between 
the Governor’s existing Executive Order, which remains in effect until September 30, and AB 
361, which took effect on September 16.  In order to address that conflict, Governor Newsom 
issued another Executive Order on September 20, Executive Order N-15-21, which suspended 
the provisions of AB 361 through September 30, 2021.  Thus, at this time, the Governor’s 
Executive Order remains in effect through the end of the month and AB 361 takes effect on 
October 1.  As a summary: 

 For meetings through September 30 - Comply with Executive Order 

 For meetings October 1 and after - Comply with AB 361 

  
 PROVISIONS OF AB 361 
 
 Similar to Governor Newsom’s Executive Order N-25-20, which initially allowed for the 
eased teleconferencing requirements, AB 361 amended the Brown Act to relax its 
teleconferencing requirements.  Before we get into the substance of AB 361, there are two 
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important points to remember: (1) AB 361 applies only to a state-declared state of emergency 
and not to a locally-declared emergency; and (2) AB 361 will only remain in effect until January 
1, 2024, unless the State Legislature takes action to extend it or make it permanent.  Following is 
a summary of AB 361’s pertinent provisions. 
 

1. Posting of Agendas.  The Brown Act currently requires that a local agency post 
agendas at all teleconference locations.  Thus, if a director is calling in from a hotel room in Las 
Vegas, the director would need to post the agenda on his or her hotel room door.  AB 361 
removes the requirement that agendas must be posted at all teleconference locations.  Therefore, 
under AB 361, the director can call from his or her Las Vegas hotel room without having to post 
the agenda on the hotel room door.   

 
  AB 361 does not change the general agenda posting requirements under the 

Brown Act.  Thus, agencies should continue to post their agendas at least 72 hours before a 
regular board meeting and 24 hours before a special board meeting, and those postings should 
occur in the usual locations, including on the agency’s website. 

 
2. Location of Teleconferencing Participants.  The Brown Act currently requires a 

local agency that uses teleconferencing, to identify each teleconference location in the notice and 
agenda of the meeting or proceeding, and each teleconference location must be accessible to the 
public.  Under this requirement, if a director was calling into a meeting from the Las Vegas hotel 
room, the director would need to allow members of the public into his or her hotel room for the 
meeting.  Also, the Brown Act currently requires that at least a quorum of the members of a 
legislative body must participate in the meeting (even if by teleconference) from locations within 
the agency’s boundaries. 

AB 361 excuses compliance with those requirements and agendas for meetings held in 
accordance with AB 361 are not required to identify each teleconference location and each 
location does not need to be accessible to the public (but see Item 3, below).  In addition, there is 
no requirement under AB 361 that at least a quorum of the board members must be located 
within the agency’s boundaries.  

3. Public Access and Comments.  As stated above, local agencies are not required 
to make each teleconference location accessible to the public.  However, the board meetings 
must remain open to the public and the agenda must include the manner by which members of 
the public may access the meeting remotely to offer public comment, including by a call-in 
option or an internet-based service option, such as meeting invite web address or call-in phone 
number, with passcode.  Members of the public must be allowed to access the meeting and to 
address the legislative body directly, either during a general public comment period or before 
any individual actions are taken.  Also, AB 361 clarifies that an agency may not require members 
of the public to submit their comments in advance of a meeting. 
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Public comments, either written or made by remote connection, must be accepted until 
the point at which the public comment period is formally closed.  Any registration or sign-up 
period for public comments can only be closed when the public comment period is formally 
closed.  Where public comments are accepted in a public comment period for each agenda item, 
the agency must allow a reasonable amount of time during each agenda item to allow the public 
the opportunity to provide comments, including time for members of the public to register or 
otherwise be recognized for the purpose of providing public comment. 

 
4. Registration Issue.  The Brown Act has long prohibited the use of mandatory 

registration or “sign-ups” to attend public meetings or to provide public comment.  Based on that 
prohibition, the Brown Act would present a significant problem for meetings that use a 
teleconference platform that requires participants to register for an account, even when it is not 
the local agency establishing that requirement.  AB 361 solves that problem by allowing local 
agencies to use platforms which, incidental to their use and deployment, require users to register 
for an account with that platform, so long as the platform is not under the control of the local 
agency.  Thus, an agency can use a platform that requires a registration to participate without 
violating the Brown Act. 

 
5. Technological Disruption of Meeting.  AB 361 addresses what must occur in the 

event a technical difficulty interrupts a board meeting.  Under AB 361, if a public comment line 
unexpectedly disconnects, a meeting agenda was sent out with the incorrect web link or dial-in 
information, the local agency’s internet connection is interrupted, or other similar circumstances 
occur, the agency must stop the ongoing meeting and try to resolve the issue before continuing 
with the meeting agenda.  If the meeting disruption cannot be resolved, the agency should not 
take any further action on agenda items and should end the meeting.  Failure to do so risks 
having any actions that were taken during the period of disruption set aside in a legal action 

 
6. Required Findings.  AB 361 allows for teleconferencing under its provisions to 

occur in three scenarios: 
 
(A) The local agency is holding a meeting during a proclaimed state of emergency, and 
state or local officials have imposed or recommended measures to promote social 
distancing; or  
 
(B) The local agency is holding a meeting during a proclaimed state of emergency for the 
purpose of determining, by majority vote, whether as a result of the emergency, meeting 
in person would present imminent risks to the health or safety of attendees; or  
 
(C) The local agency is holding a meeting during a proclaimed state of emergency and 
has determined, by majority vote, that, as a result of the emergency, meeting in person 
would present imminent risks to the health or safety of attendees. 
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 AB 361 provides that if a state of emergency remains active, or state or local officials 
have imposed or recommended measures to promote social distancing, in order to continue to 
teleconference without complying with the Brown Act’s existing teleconferencing requirements, 
the agency’s board of directors must, no later than 30 days after teleconferencing for the first 
time under AB 361, and every 30 days thereafter, making the following findings by at least 
majority vote: 
  

1. The legislative body has reconsidered the circumstances of the state of emergency; 
and 

2.  Any of the following circumstances exist: (a) the state of emergency continues to 
directly impact the ability of the members to meet safely in person; or (b) state or 
local officials continue to impose or recommend measures to promote social 
distancing. 

 We have prepared forms of resolution for the initial resolution that would be adopted 
within 30 days after the first meeting to take place under AB 361, and then the subsequent 
resolution that would be adopted approximately every 30 days after that. 
 
 We will continue to update the Group with developments on these issues as they arise. 
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