
  

Oxnard Subbasin and Pleasant Valley Basin Facilitated Process 

Constituent Briefings 
Updated: 9.8.2020 

 
Core Stakeholder Group 
The goal of the facilitated process is to develop consensus among a broad range of stakeholders and 
interested parties on water resources management related to implementing the Sustainable 
Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) in the Oxnard Subbasin and Pleasant Valley Basin of Ventura 
County. The Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency (GMA) has convened and participates in a 
Core Stakeholder Group, representative of groundwater users and managers in the basins, to develop 
recommendations for the GMA Board to consider adopting. 

 
Core Stakeholder Group Members 
Primary / Alternate  
Alden Broome Broome Ranches, Guadalasca Mutual Water Company, Director at Zone Mutual 

Arne Anselm FCGMA 

Candace Meneghin Friends of the Santa Clara River 

Dan Detmer United Water Conservation District 

E.J. Remson The Nature Conservancy 

Greg Lewis Duda Farm Fresh Foods / OPV Ag Growers Group 

Ian Prichard Camrosa Water District (Also a GSA) 

James Dubois Driscolls / OPV Ag Growers Group 

Recommended Approach for Constituent Briefings 
 

1. Review highlights of Facilitated Process: the intent and Core Stakeholder 
Group, Timeline and Roadmap 

2. Review identified Core Stakeholder Group Discussion Topics 
a. Are there additional topics that should be addressed?  

3. Review Vision for Sustainability in 2040 
a. What else should we consider? 

4. Review and get feedback on identified “Problems to be Solved” & 
“Preliminary Proposal” on Managing Basins Collectively.  

a. Discuss identified Stakeholder Interests/Concerns & other aspects of 
Managing Basins Collectively based on needs of briefing. 

5. Review & get feedback on identified “Problems to be Solved” on Ramp 
Down and ask highlighted discussion questions.   
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Jared Bouchard  
John Mathews 

Pleasant Valley County Water District 

Jennfer Tribo City of Ventura 

John Krist Farm Bureau of Ventura County 

Jurgen Gramckow 
Martin Gramckow 

Marathon Land & Southland Sod Farms 

Lucie Munoz-McGovern City of Camarillo 

Rosemarie Gaglione City of Oxnard 

Terri L. Ferro Seacoast Farms 

 
Timeline and Road Map 

 
Core Stakeholder Discussion Topics – Any additional topics that should be addressed? 

Summer

•Organize Charter, 
Work Plan, Ad Hoc 
Committees

•Envision Sucess
•Basin Optimization
•Ramp Down + 

Allocation
•Initiate Legal and 

Project Committee

Fall

•Sept: Decide 
Whether to 
Proceed

•Managing Basins 
Collectively

•Keep Working: 
Allocation + Ramp 
Down

•Present to GMA 
Board

•Develop 
Engagement Plan

•Public Forum + 
Constituent 
Briefings

Winter

•Keep Working: 
Ramp Down + 
Allocation

•Projects, Funding, 
Fees

•Basin Optimization 
and Refining 
Sustainable Yield

•Public Forum + 
Constituent 
Briefings

•Present to GMA 
Board

•Incorporate 
Feedback

Spring / Summer

•Keep Working
•Finalize 

Recommendations
•Present 

Recommendations 
to GMA Board

GSP Implementation

Basin 
Optimization

Refining 
Sustainable Yield

Ramp Down 
Allocation Projects Replenishment 

Fees

Project 
Governance / 

Implementation



  

 

Vision for Sustainability in 2040 

The Core Stakeholder Group identified these component of a vision for 
Sustainability in OPV in 2040. What are your thoughts? What would 
you envision for success? 
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Managing Basins Collectively 

Review and get feedback on identified “Problems to be Solved” & “Preliminary 
Proposal.” Discuss identified Stakeholder Interests/Concerns & other aspects of 
Managing Basins Collectively based on needs of briefing. 
 

Problem to be 
Solved 

Are we managing Oxnard Subbasin and Pleasant Valley Basin as one basin 
or separately? Should the West Las Posas Subbasin be included? 
What aspects of management should be done together or separately? 
(replenishment fees, allocation systems, ramp downs, final sustainability 
yield allocations, etc.) How will the costs of projects be shared across the 
basins? 

Existing Policy Allocation Ordinance: The ordinance allocates pumping across the two 
basins. 

California Proposition 218 and Proposition 26 require voter approval on 
taxes and fees, including analysis of associated benefits. 

Resources Sustainable Groundwater Management Act 
California Department of Water Resources Bulletin 118 defines the 

boundaries of groundwater basins in California 
Groundwater Sustainability Plans 
One Water Roadmap Executive Summary 

Stakeholder 
Interests  
+ Issues  

§ Basin management boundaries should be based on the hydrology of 
the region. 

§ Basins are connected across the lower aquifer system. 
§ Differential between basins and aquifer systems in pumping 

reductions required to achieve sustainability.  
§ Management and operational efficiencies 
§ Shared funding for projects that benefit the region 
§ Cost and benefit of projects and amount that entities have to pay 
§ Optimization of the combined sustainable yield 
§ Pumping end points have a significant impact on decisions 

Decision Criteria  § Management and operational efficiencies 
§ Pathway to achieve sustainability 
§ Maximize potential sustainable yield optimization  

Concept Proposals From a technical perspective, manage the basins collectively to optimize 
pumping and sustainable yield. A tentative management goal would be to 
minimize flux across the basins and coordinate basin activities so 
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conditions improve together. 

From an equity (end-point), political feasibility, and financial perspective, 
the basins and aquifer systems may need tailored approaches.  

Preliminary 
Recommendation 

FCGMA is tasked under its enabling legislation to manage all the basins.1  

For technical and administrative intent, manage Oxnard, Pleasant Valley, 
and West Las Posas together. 

The West Las Posas is being adjudicated; the adjudication will set 
management in West Las Posas. 

The GSA must  report on each basin separately as SGMA requires. 

Explore a shared replenishment fee structure contingent on Prop 218 and 
26 assessment studies.  

DISCUSS  

 

 

 
1 The FCGMA’s statutory authority is found in its enabling legislation, FCGMA Act, Assembly Bill (AB) No. 2995 
passed on September 13, 1982 (now contained in the State Water Code Appendix, Chapter 121). The Legislature 
expressly found and declared that the preservation of the groundwater resources within the territory of the 
FCGMA for agricultural and municipal and industrial uses is in the public interest and the creation of the FCGMA 
pursuant to AB 2995 is for the common benefit of water users (Imbrecht, 1982).  
 



  

 
 
Ramp Down 

Review & get feedback on identified “Problems to be Solved” on Ramp Down 
and ask discussion questions. What are your issues and concerns? What makes a 
smarter ramp down? What concerns do you personally or do others have 
associated with a ramp down? 
 

Problem to be 
Solved 

§ How do the basins ramp down or reduce extraction to the sustainable 
yield by 2040? SGMA requires basins to achieve sustainability by 
2040. 

§ What makes a smarter ramp down?  
§ What concerns do you personally or do others have associated with a 

ramp down?  
Existing Policy Allocation Ordinance (does not stipulate a minimum allocation or ramp 

down method) 
Resources Oxnard GSP and Pleasant Valley GSP 

OPV White Paper 
Example: California Emergency Drought Regulation 25% Reduction 

Regulation (Fact Sheet Link and Resource Page) and Governor 
Executive Order 

Example: Borrego Water District Example Stipulated Judgment 
Key Term 

Definitions 
Ramp Down: end point = sustainable yield 
Allocation Reduction Method: how you get there 

Stakeholder 
Interests  
+ Issues  

Issues identified to date. 
§ GMA Board has requested a minimum threshold per acre to avoid 

stranding land with no water. 
§ Responsive to different needs and constraints of high-water users and 

low-water users 
§ Move away from CombCodes towards land-based management of 

allocation as part of reduction strategy  
§ Treat surface water and groundwater together 
§ Manage water rights questions to create a legally defensible, durable 

approach. 
§ Limit cut-back requirements in short term (5 years) to allow time for 

project plans to materialize & inform long-term cut-back needs 
§ Develop multiple ramp-down pathways based on different degrees of 

success with water projects and basin optimization. I.e. Best-case 
scenario ramp down with significant new water; middle option and 
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worst-case option. 
DISCUSS 

 
What are your issues and concerns?  
What makes a smarter ramp down?  
What concerns do you personally or do others have associated with a 
ramp down? 

 


