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A.l. The GSP lacks justification for, and effects
associated with, the sustainable management criteria
for groundwater levels, particularly the minimum
thresholds and undesirable results, and the effects of
those criteria on the interests of beneficial uses and
users of groundwater.
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A.l.l. The GSP does not describe when the Potential
Domestic Well Mitigation Program will be implemented and
financed by the GSAs in the Subbasin, or how rapidly the
GSAs will be able to respond to developing domestic well
Impacts. Absent this information, Department staff cannot
evaluate whether the sustainable management criteria for
groundwater levels are reasonable and will avoid
undesirable results.
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A.l.ii. The GSP does not provide supporting
Information for how it determined that the selected
minimum thresholds will not interfere with other
sustainability indicators. The GSP fails to examine
the relationship between allowable groundwater level
declines and land subsidence in the Subbasin.
Absent that supporting information and specific
details regarding how that information was
considered by the GSAs,
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A.2. The GSP lacks justification for, and effects
associated with, the sustainable management criteria for
land subsidence, particularly the minimum thresholds
and undesirable results and the effects of those criteria

on the interests of land surface beneficial uses and
users in the Subbasin.
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A.2.1. The GSP does not describe in specific terms what land
surface beneficial uses and users in the Subbasin (e.g.,

Infrastructure such as canals or levees) may be susce

ntible to

substantial interference as a result of continued subsidence, or

what amount of continued subsidence is tolerable for t
identified land surface beneficial uses and users.

ne
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A.2.1l. The GSP does not include analysis demonstrating a
significant correlation between groundwater levels, which are
allowed to decline below the historical low at up to 50 percent of

monitoring sites, and land subsidence in the Western
Management Area.
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A.2.1i. The GSP allows for continued land subsidence in
the Eastern Management Area, which does not reflect the
iIntent of SGMA that subsidence be avoided or minimized
once sustainability is achieved. The GSP does not explain
how implementation of the projects and management
actions is consistent both with achieving the long-term
avoidance or minimization of subsidence and with not
exceeding the tolerable amount of cumulative
subsidence.
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B. The GSAs do not sufficiently demonstrate that
Interconnected surface water or undesirable results
related to depletions of interconnected surface water are
not present and are not likely to occur in the Subbasin.

1. The GSP does not provide a clear and
comprehensive analysis of the potential for
Interconnected surface water to be present along the
San Joaquin River in the Subbasin.
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