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Consideration: Consent ltems

a) Adopt Amended Conflict of Interest Code

b) Approve November 17, 2025 Board of Directors Meeting Minutes

b) Approve Payment of Bills in Approved Fiscal Year 2025 -2026 Budget

c) ReceiveFinancial Statements

d) ReceiveMinutes of Special Board Workshop and Executive Committee Meeting



Adopt Amended Conflict of Interest Code (COIQ

A Public noticing on November 25, 2025 until January 9, 2026
A Amendments consider consultant services as Category 2
A Form 700 must be on file with YSGA

A YSGA Directors (Category 1) still required to file Form 700 with FPPC by April 1

AReceived comment from the Chair about amendi
to Legal Counsel Scurrent draft is revised to Executive Officer

A No other public comments or request for public hearing

Recommend: Adoption of COIC



Approve
Payment of
Bills in Fiscal
Year 2025
2026 Budget

Payee Invoice # Purpose Amount Grant
Reimbursable

Consero 2200 Dec Outreach Services $3,755.00 SGMA
Downey Brand | 622626 November Legal Services $1,485.00

ESA 215025 Dec. Professional Services | $12,878.25 SGMA
INTERA 10-25-312 | Oct. Professional Services | $9,322.00 SGMA
INTERA 11-25-290 | Nov. Professional Services | $10,051.50 SGMA
Leafbird SGMA-24 Dec. Model Improvements | $1,422.00 SGMA
Leafbird USBR-14 Dec. Model Improvements | $6,300.00 USBR
LSCE 43983 Nov. Professional Services | $4,657.00 SGMA
SEI 9910 Nov. Model Improvements | $8,617.76 SGMA
SEI 9922 Dec. Model Improvements | $4,251.67 USBR
SEI 9927 Dec. Model Improvements | $4,064.25 SGMA
YCFC & WCD | 2025.0411 | SGMA Grant Passthrough | $31,373.50 SGMA

reimbursement (Oct. 2024
SMar. 2025)




Consideration: Consent ltems

a) Adopt Amended Conflict of Interest Code

b) Approve November 17, 2025 Board of Directors Meeting Minutes

b) Approve Payment of Bills in Approved Fiscal Year 20252026 Budget

c) Receive Financial Statements

d) Receive Minutes of Special Board Workshop and Executive Committee Meeting



Summary of Special Board Workshop

Main policy issues for discussion in 2025 and 2026:

Management Area (MA) Committee Formation
Streamlined Governance

YSGA/Yolo County Collaboration

= Yy =

Demand Management Actions
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January 2025-26 Change in Water Level: YSGA Realtime Monitoring Wells

Change since Jan. 2025

. Decline > 20 ft

Decline 10-20 ft
Decline 0-10 ft

Increase 0-10 ft

Increase 10-20 ft

O
O
O
Increase > 20 ft

Yolo Subbasin Boundary

Average Change = + 3.5 ft

West Sacramento

N 5 10 mi




January 2022-26 Change in Water Level: YSGA Realtime Monitoring Wells

Change since Jan. 2022
Decline > 20 ft

Decline 10-20 ft
Decline 0-10 ft

Increase 0-10 ft

Increase 10-20 ft

Increase > 20 ft

] e®@0CO®

Yolo Subbasin Boundary

Average Change = +12 ft

|
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12dl ’ ‘ Davis West Sacramento
|
Winters

A 5 10 mi \Ez/
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Update on Yol o Countyzs

A 8/26: adopted Urgency Ordinance No, 1576 imposing a temporary 45-day moratorium on the
approval or issuance of new wells inthe Y S G ARieaus Areas

A 10/7: adopted Ordinance No. 1577 extending the temporary moratorium for up to an
additional 10 months and 15 days (thru 8/25/26) in the Y S'G AFacus Areas

A Goal: better understand the impacts of land use changes on the sustainability of groundwater supplies

A 11/4: adopted amendments to Ordinance No. 1577 to add an additional exemption for certain
replacement wells in the Focus Areas (YSGA Tier 1 Form reflection of this exemption)

A Same casing diameter, depth
A Same pump size/pump horsepower
A Same well depth and screen intervals

ACountyoes Well Moratorium Working Group meet.
A 12/4: YSGA Overview
A 1/8: Flowmeters and Hydrogeology Report recommended consultants

12
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DUNNIGA% éILLS

Pending Well
Permits

CAPAY VALLEY
NORTH YOLO

A7 permits in the queue

\/ 10 within the Focus Areas

A 3 completed Tier 1 review and

SOUTH YOL

now require a Tier 2 analysis
A 7 pending completed Tier 1 Form O Pending Applicant @ O
\/ 7 outside of Focus Areas () under Initial Review

A All pending information from C) Under Tier 1 Review ey
app|icant O Under Tier 2 Review




b Ik

DUNNIGAN HILLS

Approved Well
Permits

CAPAY VALLEY

Since March 18, 2024 Procedures,
YSGA has verified:

/19 permits outside of Focus Areas

V15 new wells
V' 4 replacements

A Within Focus Areas:
'.' Replacerment Well

() New Well, Outside FA
V' 4 permits verified after Tier 1
‘_ﬁ‘f Verified after Tier 1

V6 permits verified as replacements

V' 6 permits verified after Tier 2 wweiid
iﬁf Verified after Tier 2

14 NAPA
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General Updates

A GSP Updates: November 19 Technical Advisory Committee Meeting
A Fee Study Outreach with Member Agencies

A December 19 Finance Committee Meeting

A January 22 Urban Water Providers

A January 23 Finance Committee Meeting

A February 9 Special Board Meeting
A South Colusa North Yolo SCNY) Update



OLD*WILEOW

!

BANKT,
-‘ '\' - |

|5

- s
YS_QA;PTCTE_),‘E‘J

-

Image|c




17

Agenda

s

8.

9.

ovEL e e e =

Call to Order and Determination of Quorum
Adding Items to the Posted Agenda

Public Forum

Consideration: Consent Iltems

Report of the Chair and Executive Officer

Consideration: 2027 GSP Periodic Evaluation and Preparation of
a GSP Amendment

Consideration: Hungry Hollow Groundwater Working Group
Project Prioritization

Presentation: Yolo Subbasin Fee Study Process and Funding
Mechanism

SGMA Implementation Grant Project Updates

10.Member sce Reports and Future Ag
11. Next Meeting S Special Meeting February 9, 2026
12. Adjournment



Yolo Subbasin Groundwater Agency
Periodic Evaluation and

Response to DWi
Corrective Actions

Presented to YSGA Board of Directors
January 12, 2026

—

.

INTERA



19

Agenda

AOverview of INTERA Tasks

ADr aft Response to
ATAC Review and Major Comments
ANext steps

DWRO s

Comment s

P

4“
INTERA



Summary of Work

Review of DWR
Recommended
Corrective Actions

ADevelopedapproach for addressing Recommended
CorrectiveActions

Develop Technical SAddressed Recommended CorrectiveActions for
groundwater levels, water quality, subsidence, and the
Memorandum monitoring network

TAC Review, Comment,
and Discuss

AMade recommendationon GSP Amendment

Periodic Evaluation Alncorporating TM and TAC comments

Development recommended corrective action

20
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Overview of DWRzs Recommer

SMC / Topic C:é:;(;t';e DWR Key Comment S Summary
. . la Clarify what constitutes significant and unreasonable effects for this indicator.
Chronic Lowering of . A . , : -
Groundwater Levels 1b Amenql undesirable result definition Saddress localized exceedances and define a time component for determining
undesirable results.
1c Describe how groundwater level MTs are protective of other sustainability indicators.
Groundwater Quality 2a Revise undesirable result definition Scurrent definition is too narrow, should not be limited to GSA -implemented actions.
2b Establish MTs/MOs for all identified Constituents of Concern (COCSs), not just TDS, or provide a rationale for excluding
others.
3a Identify critical infrastructure susceptible to subsidence and define significant and unreasonable effects.
Land Subsidence 3b Revise undesirable resultdefiniton Sc | ar i fy R25MAfPfamMdi/ address | ocalized exceeda
3c Include cumulative subsidence metric in SMC definition and establish an SMC for Capay Valley MA.
3d Revise MOs and IMs so that the Subbasin achieves sustainability within the implementation horizon.
4a Provide additional discussion and amend undesirable results. Specifically explain how local exceedances in one management

area is not an undesirable results.
Identify specific beneficial users and uses for each management reach and describe what constitutes significant and

Depletion of 4b unreasonable effects of surface water depletion.
g&?{:g:rxgzggs 4c Consider utilizing interconnected surface water guidance, as issued by DWR, in SMC development.
4d Continue to address data gaps and collect additional data to further define management and SMCs.
Je Prioritize collaborating with local, state, federal, and regulatory agencies along with interested parties on beneficia uses and
users.
54 Clarirytrnonitoring site type and data collection frequency for groundwater quality network; present in tabular format per GSP
regulations. ,.-

Monitoring Networks . . i : : :
g Reconcile monitoring network details with GSP regulations and ensure SGMA Portal is updated with complete, con@

Sb site-level information.

21 INTERA




Chronic Lowering of Groundwater Levels

Methods dWell Impact Analysis

AUpdated the original GSP well impact analysis
to support revised definitions of significant -
and unreasonable, and undesirable results.

AOverview:
A Built on the analysis in Appendix | of GSP

A Datum Standardization S converted all data to
elevation (NAD 88) using a I-meter resolution
USGS DEM.

A Protective Threshold Srepresents water level
needed for proper pump operation Snot a
regulatory threshold.

A Defined as 30 ft above either:
A Total completed depth (if no screen interval data), or -
A Bottom perforations

Elevation (ft)

22
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Chronic Lowering of Groundwater Levels
ResultsgWell Impact Analysis Summary

Public Supply Irrigation
AWel | S are CI as S|f| ed as gount Sl | MT | MT Below|Potentially] | MT | MT Below |Potentially
. . . g Relevant Count Below | Protective | Impacted Count Below | Protective | Impacted
pote ntlal Iy Im pacted If MT Wellg? TCD | Threshold | Wells TCD | Threshold | Wells
. Capay Valley 10 373 319 8 1 0 1 122 11 8 19
fal IS be I OW. Central Yolo 32 3351 2049 99 2 0 2 849 4 6 10
_ o ] Clarksburg [0 212 188 6 0 0 0 14 | o 0 0
A Protective threshold indicating Bunnigan is|_s 284 228 | 2 | © 0 0 J1aa] 3 ‘ 7
. "1 North Yolo 13 1462 855 17 0 0 0 436 4 1 5
well may potentially be South Yolo | 4 1171 252 | 18 | o0 0 0 89 | 1 4 5
I Totals 62 6853 3891 150 3 0 3 1654 23 23 46
moperable ndustrial
A Total Completed depth (TC D) QU - | MT | MT Below|Potentiallyl .| MT | MT Below [Potentially
. d . ” . ” g Relevant Count Below | Protective | Impacted Count Below | Protective | Impacted
N |Cat|ng we may pO'[entla TCD | Threshold | Wells TCD | Threshold| Wells
be d ry Capay Valley | 10 373 319 1 0 0 0 188 | 20 11 31
Central Yolo 32 3351 2049 33 2 0 2 1068 32 42 74
A 0 I Clarksburg | 0O 212 188 4 0 0 0 164 | 0 1 1
5 A) Of _Vve"S_ Were ConSIdere( Dunnigan Hills| 3 284 228 5 0 0 0 77 9 7 16
North Yolo 13 1462 855 14 0 0 0 388 10 12 22
pOtentI al Iy I m pac:tEd (MT South Yolo 4 1171 252 2 0 0 0 143 0 5 5
generaj |y protectwe Totals 62 6853 389L | 59 | 2 0 2 |2028] 71 78 149

Notes:

A DOmEStiC We”ShigheSt riSk Wells with available data to compute Total Completed Depth (TC

A Capay VaIIey (16%), Dunnigaz xcluding Monitoring, Other, and Unknown well use categories. o

) . . T below the protective threshold but above the TCD
Hills (10%) highest impact
23 INTERA



Groundwater Quality
Methods o Time Series and Statistical Analysis

Arbuckle Sacramen to

=+ Revised the language of

iz R s ... ... ... Undesirable Results to address
e o iuwze)| DWROs Correcti ve /
Hills g%%o-{l)\lgrthc‘fo\o —

To evaluate the establishment of
SMCs f or addi ti one

| ADeveloped time series analysis to
- N < ——— compare COC concentrations to
groundwater level fluctuations

APerformed statistical trend
analysis (MannKendall) to assess

77777777777777777777777777777777777777777777777777777777777777777

historical trends

@ GSP GWQ Monitoring Network

o Potentially Vulnerable Domestic Wells
-

C\Users\mdughn\OneDrive - INTERA Inc\Projects|YSGAVID00. GIS\TSGA\YSGA.aprx GWQ Monitoring Network GWQ P



Groundwater Quality
Resultsd Time Series and Statistical Analysis

While there are exceedances for other

: : : Well count for preSGMA trend analysis.
COCs in the basin, there is no Decreasing| No Trend | Insuffcient | Limited Data
. .« p- . Arsenic 20 - 1 7 10 2
significant change in trends and data Boron 19 1 - 6 12
1 1 1 1 Hexavalent Chromium 16 - - 10 6 -
IS generally limited or incomplete o w ) > . ;
TDS 19 - 1 12 6
Total well count and exceedances of regulatory thresholgd®ll count for postSGMA trend analysis.
el Number of Number of Percentage of . . .. Limited
Constituent | MCL| ['=" | Wellswith |  Wells with Wells with Date Range Total | Increasing| Decreasing| No Trend | Insufficient |
Data Exceedance Exceedance
California Primary MCL (HeaHBased Standards) Arsenic 27 1 1 9 12 4
- 12/4/1984¢ Boron 18 - - 10 8 -
Arsenic 10 uglL 27 2 % 5/21/2024 Hexavalent Chromium 24 1 1 11 10 1
Hexavalent 1/24/2000¢ Nitrate-N 30 1 1 18 7 3
Chromium 0 U9 24 13 S 5/21/2024 DS 26 1 ] 12 13
. 12/4/1984¢
Nitrate-N 10 mg/L 30 0 0% 5/21/2024
California Secondary MCL (Aesthetic/Nétealth Based Standards)
2/5/1986 ¢
TDS 1000 mg/L 26 1 4% 5/21/2024
California Notification Limit (NorRegulatoryHealth-Based Standards)
12/4/1984¢ —
Boron 1 mg/L 23 12 52% 3/7/2024 A’

25 INTERA



Land Subsidence

Methods d Historical Subsidence and Critical Hea

Much of DWROs Recommen
will be addressed through YSGA outreach and
Identification of Critical Infrastructure

Technical approach evaluated the current
SMCs for subsidence against recent DWR
guidance on monitoring for subsidence and
current science/methodologies.

AReview historical subsidence maps for at risk
Infrastructure

AEvaluate Rcritical gr
comparing groundwater levels against
subsidence historically.
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Land Subsidence

Resultsd Historical Subsidence and Critical Hea|.

Updated language for SMCs and Undesirable

Results to address Corrective Action

Established SMCs for Capay Valley and for

cumulative subsidence

Developed analysis to support future SMCs for

critical infrastructure

Critical Head Estimate at 09N02E32M001M
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Monitoring Networks
Corrective Actions Response

A Clarified site type & sampling frequency (5a):
A All GWQ RMWs are municipal supply wells, monitored under Title 22 compliance programs.

A Proposed updates include:

A Tabulating site type, data source, and frequency for each well
A Annual review to identify wells needing supplemental sampling to meet biannual (seasonal) frequency

A Integrating ILRP, C\-SALTS, and updated GAMA datasets into the WRID and GSP annual reports
A Reconciled monitoring network with GSP regulations & SGMA Portal (5b):
A Complete metadata for all sites (state well number, site type, frequency, construction details,

aquifer monitored)
A Add spatial maps for full coverage of each COC, including hexavalent chromium

A Align SGMA Portal entries with GSP records; document and justify any deviations from SGMA
standards

L
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TAC Review and Comment

1.

2.

Should Well Impact Analysis be re-run with updated WCR Database?
Current analysis is sufficient as is. Updates to be made during 2032 evaluation cycle.

Should SMCs be established for other Water Quality COCs within the
Subbasin?

SMCs should not be set for other COCs at this time due to data gaps in groundwater quality
monitoring and data collection. YSGA will work to improve the water quality monitoring network
and data collection frequency to further assess setting SMCs for other Water Quality COCs.
Are the currently established SMCs for Subsidence appropriate to protect critical

Infrastructure?

YSGA to conduct stakeholder outreach to determine critical infrastructure and determine what
would constitute undesirable results before updating current SMCs for Subsidence.

Is a GSP Amendment necessary during this cycle of GSP evaluation?

it

‘/—
INTERA



Periodic Evaluation Development

YSGA and INTERA are currently working to develop the draft Periodic Evaluation
document. It will incorporate the following elements.

AGSP implementation progress and Subbasin conditions
AResults of the TM with TAC comments addressed and incorporated

AApproach for addressing | SW SMCs and I
(development new monitoring methodologies, SEI modeling effort, stakeholder

Input)

L
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Recommendation forGSP
Amendment

TAC Recommendation: YSGA staff prepare the 2027 Periodic Evaluation
without a GSP Amendment.

Justification:Changes to the GSP at this point are minor and can be addressed
through the Periodic Evaluation alone.

AMajor updates will be made during 2032 evaluation cycle
AGSP amendment willikely be necessary for 2032

L
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INTERA
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Hungry Hollow Groundwater Working Group

Milestones Achieved

Working Group and YSGA Board Adopt Charter

Working Group Approve Engagement Strategy

Working Group Approve Implementation Options

Working Group Approve Prioritization Criteria

YSGA Board Appoint Voting Members to Working Group

KKK

Working Group Select Up to 5 Projects (out of 16) to Improve Sustainability
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Hungry Hollow Groundwater Working Group

Milestones to be completed

YSGA Board approval on selected PMAs (Januaryx- We are here

Prepare Draft Hungry Hollow White Paper (March)

Working Group and YSGA Board Adopt Hungry Hollow White Paper (May)




Hungry Hollow Groundwater Working
Group

Implementing Total

m No. Project Name Parties Score Ranking
o [ i .
d \/ 5 Hungry Hollow Winter Water On -farm Lerseers, [Bisi o8 1
o Recharge
(@) ==
o \/ 3 Oat Creek Trickle Flow Recharge Landowners, District 27 2
c U
o 7 Increase Conjunctive Use Landowners, District 26 3
c
= .
= 3 Voluntary Land Conver3|orj and Water | BE e, s 26 4
éﬂ Management Practices

5 No Name Slough Stormwater Capture | eidennEr, (Dl o5 5

and Recharge

35  Note: Voluntary & YSGA Data Collection and Outreach & Engagement is included in each program.
Data & communication are key!



36

1) Hungry Hollow Winter Water On -Farm Recharge

High Recharge Potential (5,264 ac)
Medium to High Recharge Potential (5,511 ac)
Medium Recharge Potential (11,387 ac)

Low Recharge Potential (8,242 ac)

B e Lov Recherpe Potental (340 A Goal: Sign up over 6,000 acres
< ery Low Recharge Potential (3, ac) & 6,000 AFY Of reCharge

Groundwater Only Lands (4,100 ac)

-* Flooding "hot spots”
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2) Oat Creek Trickle Flow Recharge

High Recharge Potential (5,264 ac)

Medium to High Recharge Potential (5,511 ac)
Medium Recharge Potential (11,387 ac)

Low Recharge Potential (8,242 ac)

<- Very Low Recharge Potential (3,400 ac)

Groundwater Only Lands (4,100 ac)

-¥ Flooding "hot spots”

A Recharge Goal > 6,000 AFY
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3) Increase Conjunctive Use

High Recharge Potential (5,264 ac)
Medium to High Recharge Potential (5,511 ac)
Medium Recharge Potential (11,387 ac)

Low Recharge Potential (8,242 ac)

<- Very Low Recharge Potential (3,400 ac)

Groundwater Only Lands (4,100 ac)
-¥ Flooding "hot spots”

—— e

A Goal: Sign up over 3,000
acres currently not
connected to surface
water.

A In-lieu Recharge Goal >
6,000 AFY in 7/10 years.
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4) Voluntary Land Conservation & Water Management
Practices

High Recharge Potential (5,264 ac)

Medium to High Recharge Potential (5,511 ac)

Medium Recharge Potential (11,387 ac) A Goal: S|gn up over 6,000
Low Recharge Potential (8,242 ac) acres to |mprove SO|I
<- Very Low Recharge Potential (3,400 ac) absorption and infiltration
Groundwater Only Lands (4,100 ac) . .
{ X Frning e s I A In-lieu/Direct Recharge
: Goal > 6,000 AFY

—— e




40

5) No Name Slough Stormwater Capture & Recharge

High Recharge Potential (5,264 ac)

Medium to High Recharge Potential (5,511 ac)

Medium Recharge Potential (11,387 ac) A Goal Capture
Low Recharge Potential (8,242 ac) Stormwater and
<- Very Low Recharge Potential (3,400 ac) reduce f|00ding on
Groundwater Only Lands (4,100 ac) north side of Hungry
| ¥ Flooding "hot spots" sl HO”OW Canal and

build regulating pond
to facilitate
irrigation/recharge

—— e




In Progress

Planning

Hungry Hollow Groundwater Working

Group

Implementing Total
No. Project Name Parties Score Ranking
\/ 5 Hungry Hollow Winter Water On -farm Lerseers, [Bisi o8 1
Recharge
\/ 3 Oat Creek Trickle Flow Recharge Landowners, District 27 2
7 Increase Conjunctive Use Landowners, District 26 3
3 Voluntary Land Conver3|orj and Water | BE e, s 26 4
Management Practices
5 No Name Slough Stormwater Capture | eidennEr, (Dl o5 5

and Recharge

Recommendation by Working Group / YSGA Staff: Approve top 5 project

il rankings and associated concurrent voluntary data collection
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YSGA Fee Study Timeline

2026 Timeline

Mailer to all
affected parcels
YSGA Board considers

fee structure & 5-yr | FeeReport |
budget J Outreach & ‘ - Complete
Workshops

{ ‘ Yolo Co
deadline for
requesting a
tax code for
the new charge
is June 23

YSGA Board discussion

. YSGABoard | " Public Hearing & ‘
 decides fee path @P”t shared W"@ ~ FeeAdoption

) J
~ Draft Fee Report complete &

YSGA Board

~ —

HANSFORD

29 ECONOMIC CONSULTING

Note: Targeted outreach in February/March; public workshops in April.
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YSGA Fee Study] Two Fee Pathways
Regulatory Activity Only

A General program administration expenses

A Document well and pumping activity

A Conduct studies and run programs

A Fill data gaps (monitoring wells, weather stations etc.)

A Report to the Department of Water Resources on mandated items
A Inspections/enforcement of regulations adopted by the GSA

Management Activity
A Land acquisition for projects
A Build projects (recharge basins, surface water delivery pipelines etc.)
A Be a water provider

PROP 26

Regulatory Fee

PROP 218

Property-
Related Fee
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YSGA Fee Study] Fee Pathway

Finance Committee Preference for a Regulatory Fee
A Not paying for capital costs
A Greater flexibility to modify and update
C Consider long-term vision of the YSGA
A Ease of implementation
A History of fewer legal risks

The Fee will likely have a Hybrid Structure

AWant the fee to be as simple as possible but as equitable as possible

A Hybrid allows the fee to address the needs and concerns of different user
groups better than a fee applied to all land (such as an acreageonly fee)
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YSGA Fee Study Outreach

Tier 1 SPriority Engagement Tier 2 § Second Level Engagement

A Member Agencies/Affiliated Parties A Commercial groundwater users
paying YSGA dues that are not listed

_ e A Environmental (wetlands & other)
A Agriculture (organizations and large

A Small family farms

operations) _
A Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation (lands not A Domestic well users
held in Federal trust) AAbs_,entee landowners (mostly large
A Large Public Water Systems (City of agrlcultural Ianowners)
Winters, UC Davis, City of Woodland, & A Mixed use agriculture/wetlands area
others) Tier 3 SAdditional Engagement
A Reclamation Districts A Community organizations
A Non-irrigated/rangeland A Hotel/motel, RV and camping areas
A Small Water Systems (residential) (groundwater users)

A Community Services Districts
A County Service Areas
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YSGA Fee Study Finance Committee
Update

December 19 Finance Committee Reviewed:
A Reviewed feedback from outreach

A Reviewed and discussed draft 5-year budget projections and work plan
categories

A Reviewed and discussed potential tiered fee structure options for beneficial
users (de minimis, domestic/urban, agricultural, and wetlands) proposed by
Hansford (e.g., acre or parcel fee, etc.)
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YSGA Fee Study Finance Committee
Update

Upcoming Meetings
A January 23 SFinance Committee Meeting

A Proposed: February 9 Special Board Meeting
A Decide Fee Pathway (Prop 26 or Prop 218)
A Review and provide feedback on proposed YSGA Fee Budget
A Decide Fee Structure

A March/April: Mailer to all landowners and Outreach via Public Workshops
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Agenda

s

8.

0.

o 01 A WP

Call to Order and Determination of Quorum
Adding Items to the Posted Agenda

Public Forum

Consideration: Consent Iltems

Report of the Chair and Executive Officer

Consideration: 2027 GSP Periodic Evaluation and Preparation of
a GSP Amendment

Consideration: Hungry Hollow Groundwater Working Group
Project Prioritization

Presentation: Yolo Subbasin Fee Study Process and Funding
Mechanism

SGMA Implementation Grant Project Updates

10.Member sce Reports and Future Ag
11. Next Meeting S Special Meeting February 9, 2026
12. Adjournment



COMPONENT 2:
GSP Implementation




COMPONENT 3:
YCFC&WCD Winter Recharge Program
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Long-term Permit

Status

AField Trip with CDFW in
December

AMeeting scheduled to review with
State Board in February

ADraft under internal review.
Anticipate submitting before end
of February




gde

Mapa

SUTTE

Recharge Potential

V% )

404 1t
Dunnigan Hills

AMERICAN BA

\
Yolo By p=-3

" SouthYolo

t-TEM Survey (blagk)

.,
~8

Clarksburg ©
Vacaville

70 ft

Solano

5l

Ri

https://tinyurl.com/yke3e4fk




