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JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY BOARD MEETING 
Oroville City Council Chambers 

1735 Montgomery Street 
Oroville, CA. 95965 

 

  July 22, 2021 
  REGULAR MEETING 

OPEN SESSION 2:00 PM 
AGENDA 

 
 

 
REQUESTS TO ADDRESS BOARD 

If you would like to address the Board at this meeting, you are requested to complete the blue 
speaker request form (located on the wall by the agendas) and hand it to the Board Clerk, who is 
seated on the right of the Council Chamber.  The form assists the Clerk with minute taking and 
assists the Board in conducting an orderly meeting. Providing personal information on the form 
is voluntary.  For scheduled agenda items, please submit the form prior to the conclusion of the 
staff presentation for that item. Pursuant to Government Code Section 54954.2, the Board is prohibited 
from taking action except for a brief response from the Board or staff to statements or questions relating 
to a non-agenda item. 
 

Attend In Person or by one of the methods listed below: 

 Zoom Link: https://zoom.us/j/91028842432?pwd=TVh4SlFHbUhyTG9oeXFnejFWUjEwZz09 

 By Phone – 1-669-900-6833 Passcode: 17351735 

 Zoom Application: Meeting ID: 91028842432 Passcode: 17351735 

 Email comments accepted until 12pm to publiccomment@cityoforoville.org  
 

CALL TO ORDER / ROLL CALL 

1. Pledge of Allegiance  

2. Roll Call 
 Board Members: Bill Connelly, Eric Smith, William Bynum, Kyle Daley, Bruce Wristen 

 Staff Management Team: Butte County –Kelly Peterson and Christina Buck, TWSD – Chris 

Heindell, Oroville – Matt Thompson 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

1. Approval of the Minutes of June 24, 2021 Board Meeting (Matt Thompson) 

2. Approval of Kelly Peterson as the Wyandotte Creek GSA Administrator (Kelly Peterson) 

3. Approval of Christina Buck as the Wyandotte Creek GSA GSP Manager (Kelly Peterson) 

REGULAR BUSINESS 

4. The Board may provide recommendations on revisions to the Sustainable Management 
Criteria and Monitoring Network Draft Chapters (Kelley Peterson) 

5. The Board will receive an update on the Projects and Management Actions Chapter 
Overview and Schedule (Kelly Peterson) 

https://zoom.us/j/91028842432?pwd=TVh4SlFHbUhyTG9oeXFnejFWUjEwZz09
mailto:publiccomment@cityoforoville.org
appIS90f11eebe03f4c2b943f64d7982d5f0d
appIS9250cfe5c1ef49cb9ecf62cbc44e5de2
appIS0342c065b2394d85987f82d9c18f8586
appIS91afdbd5f2c14be6823ae46270ef9e0b
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6. The Members will consider setting future joint board meeting dates for the continued 
review of draft individual GSP chapters and components, and the review and approval of 
the public review draft and the final compiled GSP. (Matt Thompson) 

REPORTS AND CORRESPONDENCE 

7. Management Committee Update (Verbal Report - Kelly Peterson) 

8. Draft meeting minutes from the most recent Wyandotte Creek Advisory Committee 
Meeting (Written Report - Kelley Peterson) 

9. Monthly Financial Status Report (Written Report - Kelly Peterson) 

10.  Correspondence from Community Member Tasha Levinson (Written Correspondence) 

PUBLIC COMMENT- NON-AGENDA ITEMS 

This is the time for the public to address the Board on items not listed on the agenda. The WC GSA 

Board is prohibited by State law from taking action on any item presented if it is not listed on the agenda.  

Comments will be limited to three minutes per person. 

ADJOURNMENT 

The meeting will be adjourned. A regular meeting of the Wyandotte Creek GSA Board will be August 
26, 2021 at 2pm.  

Accommodating Those Individuals with Special Needs – In compliance with the Americans with 
Disabilities Act, the City of Oroville encourages those with disabilities to participate fully in the public 
meeting process. If you have a special need in order to allow you to attend or participate in our public 
meetings, please contact the Board Clerk at (530) 538-2535, well in advance of the regular meeting you 
wish to attend, so that we may make every reasonable effort to accommodate you. Documents distributed 
for public session items, less than 72 hours prior to meeting, are available for public inspection at City 
Hall, 1735 Montgomery Street, Oroville, California. 

 

Recordings - All meetings are audio recorded. 

appIS2c9cf85f5cc8452c8c992300c75847c7
appIS75ae9ff9c46745fc8751817102c94219
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JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY BOARD MEETING 
Oroville City Council Chambers 

1735 Montgomery Street 
Oroville, CA. 95965 

 

  June 24, 2021 
  MINUTES 

 
 

This agenda was posted on June 18, 2021. 
 

CALL TO ORDER / ROLL CALL 

Chairperson Connelly called the meeting to order at 2pm.  

1. Pledge of Allegiance – Led by Chairperson Connelly 

2. Roll Call 
 

PRESENT:  Board Members: Bill Connelly, Eric Smith, William Bynum, Kyle Daley, Bruce 

Wristen 

STAFF PRESENT:  Staff Management Team: Butte County – Paul Gosselin and Kelly Peterson, 

TWSD – Chris Heindell, Oroville – Matt Thompson 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

1. Approval of the Minutes of the April 22, 2021 Board Meeting  

Motion by Board Member Bynum and second by Board Member Wristen to approve the minutes. 
Motion passed with 4 ayes and Smith abstaining.  

REGULAR BUSINESS 

2. The Management Committee provided an overview of the status of the Wyandotte Creek 
Groundwater Sustainability Plan and the schedule for its adoption.  
 

3. The Board considered and approved the proposed Wyandotte Creek GSA budget for the 
2021-22 Fiscal Year.  

Motion by Board Member Wristen and second by Board Member Bynum to approve the budget for the 
2021-22 Fiscal year. Motion passed unanimously.  

REPORTS AND CORRESPONDENCE 

4. Monitoring Wells Installation Update – The board received a verbal report from Kelly Peterson 

5. Management Committee Update – The board received a verbal report from Kelly Peterson 

6. Financial report for the Wyandotte Creek GSA as of 6/10/21 – The board received written report 
from Kelly Peterson 
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PUBLIC COMMENT- NON-AGENDA ITEMS 

There were 0 public comments made at this meeting.  

ADJOURN THE MEETING 

Chairperson Connelly adjourned the meeting at 2:24pm.  
 
APPROVED:      ATTESTED: 
 
 
 
________________________________  _______________________________________ 
Chairperson Bill Connelly    WC GSA Administrator Kelly Peterson 



   

 

 
 

308 Nelson Ave, Oroville, California • (530) 552-3591 • WyandotteGSA@gmail.com 

CITY OF OROVILLE • THERMALITO WATER AND SEWER DISTRICT • COUNTY OF BUTTE 

 

 

June 24, 2021 

 

To:  Wyandotte Creek Groundwater Sustainability Agency Board 

From:  Paul Gosselin, Administrator 

Re:  Acting Administrator 

I was designated as Administrator for the Wyandotte Creek Groundwater Sustainability 

Agency (GSA) pursuant to the Joint Powers Agreement.  I will be leaving Butte County 

effective July 2, 2021 and thus will not be the Administrator.  I am designating Kelly 

Peterson as Acting Administrator.  The appointment of an Administrator will be put on 

the Wyandotte Creek GSA Board meeting agenda. 
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Wyandotte Creek 
Groundwater Sustainability Agency 

Agenda Transmittal 
 

 
TO: WYANDOTTE CREEK GSA BOARD 

FROM: CHRISTINA BUCK, ACTING DIRECTOR BUTTE COUNTY WATER AND 
RESOURCE CONSERVATION 

RE: SEEKING RECOMMENDATIONS ON REVISIONS TO THE 
SUSTAINABLE MANAGEMENT CRITERIA AND MONITORING 
NETWORK DRAFT CHAPTERS  

DATE: JULY 15, 2021 

SUMMARY 

Drafts of the Sustainable Management Criteria (SMC) and Monitoring Network Chapters 
were made available June 7, 2021 for a public comment period.  The comment period ended 
on Wednesday, June 30, 2021.  The documents are available online at 
WyandotteCreekGSA.com: 
https://www.wyandottecreekgsa.com/sustainable-management-criteria  
 
An overview of the draft Sustainable Management Criteria and Monitoring Network 
Chapters, public comments, and Wyandotte Creek Advisory Committee recommendations 
will be presented to the Board for information and discussion.  Staff seeks input from the 
Board on what they would like to see in the complete public review draft of the Groundwater 
Sustainability Plan to be released in September.   
 

DISCUSSION 

None 

FISCAL IMPACT 

None. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Staff requests recommendations on desired revisions to the Sustainable Management 
Criteria for inclusion in the complete public review draft of the Groundwater 
Sustainability Plan for release in September.  Requested recommendations may 
include revisions to the 
a. Sustainability Goal 

https://www.wyandottecreekgsa.com/sustainable-management-criteria
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b. Undesirable Result Definition Statements 

c. Groundwater Level SMC Undesirable Result Identification Statement 

d. SMC for Interconnected Surface Water, Water Quality, Groundwater Storage or 

Land Subsidence 

 

ATTACHMENTS 

1. Staff Memo 
2. Summary Table of Sustainable Management Criteria 
3. Compiled Public Comments on Draft Chapters 

 



  Water and Resource Conservation  

   

 

  308 Nelson Avenue T: 530.538.4343   

  Oroville, California 95965 F: 530.538.3807 

 

 

buttecounty.net/waterresourceconservation 

bcwater@buttecounty.net 

MEMORANDUM 

DATE: July 13, 2021 

TO: Wyandotte Creek GSA Board 

FROM: Christina Buck, Acting Director 

RE:  Seeking Recommendations on Revisions to the Sustainable Management Criteria and Monitoring 

Network Draft Chapters 

Drafts of the Sustainable Management Criteria (SMC) and Monitoring Network Chapters were made available 

June 7, 2021 for a public comment period.  The comment period ended on Wednesday, June 30, 2021.   

The documents are available online at WyandotteCreekGSA.com: 

https://www.wyandottecreekgsa.com/sustainable-management-criteria  

 

An overview of received public comments and recommendations by the Wyandotte Creek Advisory Committee 
is presented below for discussion and possible Board recommendations. These Groundwater Sustainability Plan 
(GSP) chapters remain in draft form and will be combined, as revised, with the rest of the GSP for review and 
public comment in early September. 
 

Public Comment Overview  

Comments were received from two individuals and one organization, the California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife.  All comments on the draft chapters received to date have been compiled and attached with this 
memo.  As a high level overview, received comments suggested: 

- Changes to the characterization of groundwater dependent ecosystems (GDEs) 
- Undesirable results to environmental uses and users of groundwater are not adequately addressed or 

explained in the SMC Chapter 
- Input on the content and formatting of maps 
- Request for the inclusion and consideration of Ruddy Creek and use of more recent data 

 
Wyandotte Creek Advisory Committee Discussion and Recommendations 
Staff presented highlights from the SMC and Monitoring Network Chapters to the Wyandotte Creek Advisory 
Committee (WAC) at their July 1, 2021 meeting.  The WAC discussed the SMC for each sustainability indicator 
(groundwater levels, groundwater storage, water quality, land subsidence and depletion of interconnected 
surface water).  The following describes formal recommendations they made for Board consideration. All 
recommendations were unanimous.   

https://www.wyandottecreekgsa.com/sustainable-management-criteria
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 Recommended changes to the wording are identified with red, italicized text and strikeouts.   
 

1. Sustainability Goal.  The WAC recommends the following changes to the Sustainability Goal statement:   
To ensure that groundwater is managed to provide a water supply of adequate quantity and quality 

to support beneficial users of groundwater including but not limited to rural areas and small other 

communities, the agricultural economic base of the region, and environmental resource uses in the 

Subbasin now and in the future. 

 

2. Undesirable Result Definition Statements 
Public comment during the meeting and WAC discussion suggested changing the Undesirable Result 
Definition statements for each sustainability indicator so that it references the Sustainability Goal 
directly rather than repeating the language of the Goal, with some minor variations.  The following 
Undesirable Result Definitions were unanimously recommended by the WAC: 
 
a. Groundwater Level SMC:  An Undesirable Result is experienced if sustained groundwater levels are 

too low to provide a water supply of adequate quantity and quality to achieve the sustainability 

goal.  support rural areas and small communities, and the agricultural economic base of the region, 

or if significant and unreasonable impacts to environmental uses of groundwater occur. 

b. Water Quality SMC: An Undesirable Result is experienced if groundwater pumping compromises the 

Subbasin’s ability to achieve its Sustainability Goal.  long-term viability of rural areas and small 

communities, the agricultural economic base of the region, and environmental uses for suitable 

habitat.  

c. Groundwater Storage SMC: An Undesirable Result is experienced if sustained groundwater storage 

volumes are insufficient to achieve the Sustainability Goal. support rural areas and small 

communities, the agricultural economic base of the region, and environmental uses for suitable 

habitat. 

d. Land Subsidence SMC: An Undesirable Result is experienced if groundwater pumping leads to 

changes in the ground surface elevation severe enough to disrupt critical infrastructure or 

development of projects in a manner that is inconsistent with the Sustainability Goal.  that enhance 

the viability of rural areas, small other communities, and the agricultural economic base of the 

region. 

e. Interconnected Surface Water SMC:  Avoiding significant and unreasonable depletion of surface 

water flows caused by groundwater pumping that significantly and unreasonably impacts beneficial 

uses of groundwater. 
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3. Groundwater Level SMC:  
Undesirable Result Identification Statement 
The WAC and public input during the meeting discussed the identification statement for Declining 
Groundwater Levels regarding reference to the management areas (see WAC meeting summary for 
details).  The WAC unanimously recommends the statement be changed to: 
Two RMS wells within a management area reach their MT for two consecutive non-dry year-types.  

 
This would replace the statement as written in the public review draft chapter:  

“One RMS well within the Wyandotte Creek Oroville Management Area and Two RMS wells within the 

Wyandotte Creek South Management Area reach their MT for two consecutive non-dry year-types.”   

 

The WAC also recommends accepting the Minimum Thresholds and Measurable Objectives as 

documented in the public review draft SMC Chapter.   

 

4. SMC for Interconnected Surface Water, Water Quality, Groundwater Storage, and Land Subsidence 

Consistent with the approach described in the draft SMC Chapter, the WAC recommends the use of the 

Groundwater Level SMC (as amended above) as a proxy for Interconnected Surface Water until more 

data can be used to establish specific Minimum Thresholds and Measurable Objectives for this indicator.  

They had no suggested changes to the Framework for assessment of surface water and groundwater as 

described in the draft SMC Chapter.  

 

The WAC recommends the Water Quality SMC be accepted as written in the draft SMC Chapter.   

 

Consistent with the approach described in the draft SMC Chapter, the WAC recommends the use of the 

Groundwater Level SMC as a proxy for the Groundwater Storage and Land Subsidence SMC (as 

amended above).  

 

Consideration by the GSA Board 

An overview of the draft Sustainable Management Criteria and Monitoring Network Chapters, public 

comments, and WAC recommendations will be presented to the Board for information and discussion.  

Staff seeks input from the Board on what they would like to see in the complete public review draft of 

the Groundwater Sustainability Plan to be released in September.  For reference, a summary table of 

the SMC for each of the sustainability indicators is attached to this memo.  It captures the SMC as 

documented in the draft chapters released for public comment in June.  This memo describes revisions 

recommended by the WAC. 
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Requested Action: 

Staff requests recommendations on desired revisions to the Sustainable Management Criteria for 

inclusion in the complete public review draft of the Groundwater Sustainability Plan for release in 

September.  Requested recommendations may include revisions to the 

a. Sustainability Goal 

b. Undesirable Result Definition Statements 

c. Groundwater Level SMC Undesirable Result Identification Statement 

d. SMC for Interconnected Surface Water, Water Quality, Groundwater Storage or Land Subsidence 



 Sustainable Management Criteria
version. Public Review Draft (June 2021)

Subbasin Wyandotte Creek Subbasin
Sustainability Goal To ensure that groundwater is managed to provide a water supply of adequate quantity and quality to support rural areas and small communities, the 

agricultural economic base of the region, and environmental uses now and in the future.

Definition An Undesirable Result is experienced if sustained groundwater levels are too low to provide a water supply of adequate quantity and quality to support rural 
areas and small communities, and the agricultural economic base of the region, or if significant and unreasonable impacts to environmental uses of 
groundwater occur.

Identification One RMS well within the Wyandotte Creek Oroville Management Area and Two RMS wells within the Wyandotte Creek South Management Area reach their 
MT for two consecutive non-dry year-types.

Minimum Thresholds  15th percentile of shallowest domestic wells using refined DWR database (includes wells installed since 1980) based on the elevation of the bottom of the 
wells within a 3-mile radius of the RMS well. 

Measurable Objectives The groundwater level based on the groundwater trend line for the dry periods (over the period of record) of observed short-term climatic cycles extended 
to 2030.

Representative Monitoring Network (ex. # 
of wells) 9

Definition An Undesirable Result is experienced if sustained groundwater storage volumes are insufficient to support rural areas and small communities, the 
agricultural economic base of the region, and environmental uses for suitable habitat.

Identification [Same as for GWLs]  One RMS well within the Wyandotte Creek Oroville Management Area and Two RMS wells within the Wyandotte Creek South 
Management Area reach their MT for two consecutive non-dry year-types. 

Minimum Thresholds  15th percentile of shallowest domestic wells using refined DWR database (includes wells installed since 1980) based on the elevation of the bottom of the 
wells within a 3-mile radius of the RMS well. 

Measurable Objectives The groundwater level based on the groundwater trend line for the dry periods (over the period of record) of observed short-term climatic cycles extended 
to 2030.

Representative Monitoring Network (ex. # 
of wells) 9, same as GWLs

Definition An Undesirable Result is experienced if groundwater pumping compromises the long-term viability of rural areas and small communities, the agricultural 
economic base of the region, and environmental uses for suitable habitat. 

Identification This occurs in the Wyandotte Creek subbasin when two RMS wells over the entire Wyandotte Creek Subbasin exceed their MT for two consecutive non-dry 
years.

Minimum Thresholds The upper Secondary Maximum Contaminant Level (1600 μS/cm) for specific conductance based on the State Secondary Drinking Water Standards.
Measurable Objectives The recommended Secondary Maximum Contaminant Level (900 μS/cm) for specific conductance based on the State Secondary Drinking Water Standards.
Representative Monitoring Network (ex. # 
of wells) 6

Definition An Undesirable Result is experienced if groundwater pumping leads to changes in the ground surface elevation severe enough to disrupt critical 
infrastructure, development of projects that enhance the viability of rural areas, small communities, and the agricultural economic base of the region.

Identification [Same as for GWLs]  One RMS well within the Wyandotte Creek Oroville Management Area and Two RMS wells within the Wyandotte Creek South 
Management Area reach their MT for two consecutive non-dry year-types. 

Minimum Thresholds  15th percentile of shallowest domestic wells using refined DWR database (includes wells installed since 1980) based on the elevation of the bottom of the 
wells within a 3-mile radius of the RMS well. 

Measurable Objectives The groundwater level based on the groundwater trend line for the dry periods (over the period of record) of observed short-term climatic cycles extended 
to 2030.

Representative Monitoring Network (ex. # 
of wells) 9, same as GWLs

Definition Avoiding significant and unreasonable depletion of surface water flows caused by groundwater pumping that significantly impacts beneficial uses
Identification [Same as for GWLs]  One RMS well within the Wyandotte Creek Oroville Management Area and Two RMS wells within the Wyandotte Creek South 

Management Area reach their MT for two consecutive non-dry year-types. 
Minimum Thresholds  15th percentile of shallowest domestic wells using refined DWR database (includes wells installed since 1980) based on the elevation of the bottom of the 

wells within a 3-mile radius of the RMS well. 
Measurable Objectives The groundwater level based on the groundwater trend line for the dry periods (over the period of record) of observed short-term climatic cycles extended 

to 2030.
Representative Monitoring Network (ex. # 
of wells) 9, same as GWLs
Data Gaps Data needed to develop this SMC includes: definition of stream reaches and associated priority habitat, streamflow measurements to develop profiles at 

multiple time periods, and measurements of groundwater levels directly adjacent to stream channels, first water bearing aquifer zone, and deeper aquifer 
zones.  

Declining GWL

Change in Storage

Degraded Groundwater Quality

Subsidence

Interconnected Surface Water



#
Commenter Name

Commenter 
Organization

Chapter* 
(SMC or 
MoN)

Section Line #s or Figure # Comment

1 Bridget Gibbons CDFW SMC
Appendix 3-
3

CDFW recommends incorporating depths of groundwater below the ground 
surface into the anlaysis of likely GDEs within the subbasin. Potential GDEs 
identified in the iGDE dataset were considered to be "not likely a GDE" if located 
near surface water supplies or irrigated agriculture. GDEs may opportunistically 
rely on both groundwater and surface water, allowing ecosystems to sustain 
existence during drought periods and utilize available water supplies. The 
presence of nearby surface water sources does not eliminate the potential that the 
identified GDEs are also accessing groundwater, which is why incorporating depth 
to groundwater into the analysis would provide a more accurate assessment of 
likely GDEs within the subbasin. Additionally, potential GDEs that did not survive 
drought periods were labeled "not likely a GDE." While survival during drought 
periods may indicate a GDE, during drought periods when it is likely that additional 
groundwater pumping is taking place due to limited surface water availability, it is 
possible that the groundwater table was lowered below the root zone of the 
potential GDEs, leading to mortality. This would not negate the ecosystem's 
dependence on groundwater during non-drought years when the groundwater 
table may recover.

2 Bridget Gibbons CDFW SMC 3.3

The narrative for the Groundwater Levels MT identifies the potential for impacts to 
aquatic ecosystems and deep rooted vegetation. Additional narrative is needed to 
further explain what undesirable results to environmental uses and users of 
groundwater could include. There is also not adequate discussion or analysis of 
the impacts to environmental uses and users that may result from the quantitative 
undesirable result definition and thresholds identified. While Section 3.3 points to 
Section 3.8 for discussion of issues related to river flows and aquatic ecosystems, 
it is still necessary to evaluate the impacts of each sustainability indicator's MTs 
and MOs on each user of groundwater in the basin, including environmental users 
such as groundwater dependent ecosystems. CDFW recommends Section 3.3 
include an analysis of the relationship between the groundwater level SMCs at 
each representative monitoring well, deep rooted vegetation, and other 
environmental users of groundwater, to ensure that the established thresholds will 
be sufficiently protective.

3 Bridget Gibbons CDFW SMC 3.8

If using groundwater levels as proxy for the depletion of interconnected surface 
waters, “adequate evidence” that demonstrates the relationship and influence of 
the groundwater levels on the location, timing, and volume of groundwater 
depletions is required by Section 354.28 (c)(6)(B) for use of the proxy. 

4 Bridget Gibbons CDFW SMC 3.8

The draft chapter does not adequately adress how the identified minimum 
threshold will avoid unreasonable impacts to beneficial uses and users of 
groundwater. Though the draft states that there is a data gap releated to 
interconnected surface waters, it is still necessary to justify the use of the levels 
identified and sufficient to avoid undesirable results. The draft fails to present 
sufficient evidence that thresholds designed to be protective of shallow domestic 
wells would be similarly protective of interconnected surface waters throughout the 
basin and the ecosystems and aquatic species that depend on them. The 
thresholds identified and shown in the attached hydrographs are in many cases at 
or near to historically low groundwater levels over the period of record provided; 
the draft fails to demonstrate that these groundwater levels would avoid adverse 
impact to interconnected surface waters by avoiding unreasonable depletions or 
impacts to ecosystems and aquatic species. In the interim while additional data 
can be collected, CDFW recommends taking a more conservative approach to 
avoid impacts to groundwater dependent ecosystems and interconnected surface 
waters in the subbasin.

5 Derek Cressman
The Green Olive 
Branch SMC

Appendix 3-
3

Figure 3-1,  figures 1,2 and 
3 in appendix 3-3, 

The maps incorrectly designate an area south of Palermo Road and west of Vista 
Robles as "likely a GDE." This area is on top of a hill and was planted in olive trees 
in 2019 that are irrigated by groundwater. I will submit an image marking this area. 
As such, it should be considered "Irrigated agricultural land use."

Groundwater Sustainability Plan - Sustainable Management Criteria and Monitoring Network Chapters

Compiled Comments, July 13, 2021
Public Review Draft- June 2021

Wyandotte Creek Compiled Comments, July 13, 2021 Page 1 of 2



6 Kathy Brazil Public Member SMC

Re: the Draft map on pg 21-
22 of 
Chapter+3+Sustainable+Ma
nagement+Criteria pdf and 
the map on pg 47 Figure 2. 
Draft Wyandotte Creek 
Subbasin Groundwater 
Dependent Ecosystem 
Designations

These draft report maps show no named roads or named streams or creeks, which 
limits viewing. Even if you enlarge the maps they become blurred. The report 
states “The first phase of the analysis was conducted by thorough review of aerial 
photographs from Google Earth across multiple years specifically focusing on the 
2007, 2009, 2013, and 2015 drought years as well as use of the Managers’ local 
knowledge of these areas.” Why is there no 2020/2021 data being used? I am sure 
Google Earth photographs are available for the current year. This draft report 
analysis is using data from 6 years ago and older. And when the report says “use 
of managers local knowledge”, what managers? of what agencies and 
departments? How long have these managers been working locally?                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
The map terms state; likely or not likely. If this is the GW map that information is 
based on it needs stronger actual details.

7 Kathy Brazil Public Member SMC

Re: Appendix 3-3 
Groundwater Dependent 
Ecosystems

This draft report states: “ Figures 1 show the locations of all iGDEs identified by the 
NCCAG database within the Wyandotte Creek subbasin.” Figure 1 pg 42 I question 
that all information has been included, unless I missed it, where is the inclusion of 
Ruddy Creek. On this map I do not see Ruddy Creek? Is it included? If not, why? 
Ruddy Creek flows through Thermalito and floods. Have I missed it in this report? 
Can you direct me to where in this report Ruddy Creek is mentioned? I have a 
copy of the Army Corp of Engineers Wetland Delineation report for Ruddy Creek. I 
request that Ruddy Creek data be included if it is not.

8 Kathy Brazil Public Member MON Line 223:

Line 223: The draft report states: “Increased flood risk in low lying areas.” As a 
Butte County resident this concerns me as the area I live in already has flood risk, 
so I would hope the intention of these reports/drafts and studies and the efforts of 
WynadotteCreekGSA are to prevent increased flooding.

9 Kathy Brazil Public Member MON Page 16 Line 229:

The draft reports states: “may or may not have relationships” This statement is 
vague and greatly lacking any scientific details and concerns me that valuable 
information is missing.

10 Kathy Brazil Public Member MON
Pages 17 & 18 Lines 539-
590:

The draft report states: “These data are not available..” The process that this data 
is collected must also include feet on the ground, in all seasons studies. This draft 
report cites old studies and uses that old data, I am concerned and ask that 
current info and data be included. I request again that the hydrology data of Ruddy 
Creek be added to this report document.

* Abbreviate SMC for Sustainable Management Criteria and MoN for Monitoring Network Chapter
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Public Comments As Received Via Email 
[These are included in the Summary Spreadsheet] 



1

Buck, Christina

Subject: RE: public comment re Wyandotte Creek GSa Sustainable Management Criteria

 

From: dc@derekcressman.com <dc@derekcressman.com>  
Sent: Friday, June 25, 2021 8:51 AM 
To: WyandotteGSA@gmail.com 
Subject: public comment re Wyandotte Creek GSa Sustainable Management Criteria 
 
Please consider the attached public comment regarding the designation of an area south of Palermo Road and west of 
Vista Robles as "likely a GDE." This area is on top of a hill and was planted in olive trees in 2019 that are irrigated by 
groundwater. I will submit an image marking this area. As such, it should be considered "Irrigated agricultural land use" 
and therefore not likely a GDE. I know this because this area is on my olive orchard and I oversaw the planting of those 
trees. Based upon the shape in maps included in the DRAFT Sustainable Management Criteria, I suspect the error was 
made by looking at a topographical map and mistakenly reading a highland area as a lowland. 
 
I have attached an image that shows this area. 
 
Please note that while I am an alternate board member of the Wyandotte Creek Groundwater Sustainability Agency, I 
am submitting this as public comment from a private citizen.  I will recuse myself from any board discussion about this 
comment. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Derek Cressman 
The Green Olive Branch 
916-600-7110 
 
 





June 21, 2021 

Re: The Draft Sustainable Management Criteria Chapter, Monitoring Networks Chapter and Groundwater Dependent Ecosystems 

Section 

I am submitting the following public comments: 

My concern and feedback 

Re: the Draft map on pg 21-22 of Chapter+3+Sustainable+Management+Criteriapdf and the map on pg 47 Figure 2. Draft Wyandotte 

Creek Subbasin Groundwater Dependent Ecosystem Designations 

These draft report maps show no named roads or named streams or creeks, which limits viewing. Even if you enlarge the maps they 

become blurred. The report states “The first phase of the analysis was conducted by thorough review of aerial photographs from 

Google Earth across multiple years specifically focusing on the 2007, 2009, 2013, and 2015 drought years as well as use of the 

Managers’ local knowledge of these areas.”  Why is there no 2020/2021 data being used? I am sure Google Earth photographs are 

available for the current year. This draft report analysis is using data from 6 years ago  and older.  And when the report says “use of 

managers local knowledge”, what managers? of what agencies and departments? How long have these managers been working 

locally? 

The map terms state; likely or not likely. If this is the GW map that information is based on it needs stronger actual details. 

Re: Appendix 3-3 Groundwater Dependent Ecosystems 

This draft report states: “ Figures 1 show the locations of all iGDEs identified by the NCCAG database within the Wyandotte Creek 

subbasin.” Figure 1 pg 42 I question that all information has been included, unless I missed it, where is the inclusion of Ruddy Creek. 

On this map I do not see Ruddy Creek? Is it included? If not, why? Ruddy Creek flows through Thermalito and floods. Have I missed it 

in this report? Can you direct me to where in this report Ruddy Creek is mentioned? I have a copy of the Army Corp of Engineers 

Wetland Delineation report for Ruddy Creek. I request that Ruddy Creek data be included if it is not.  

Re: Chapter+4+Monitoring+Network 

Line 223: The draft report states: “Increased flood risk in low lying areas.” As a Butte County resident this concerns me as the area I 

live in already has flood risk, so I would hope the intention of these reports/drafts and studies and the efforts of 

WynadotteCreekGSA are to prevent increased flooding. 

Page 16 Line 229: The draft reports states: “may or may not have relationships” This statement is vague and greatly lacking any 

scientific details and concerns me that valuable information is missing. 

Pages 17 & 18 Lines 539-590: The draft report states: “These data are not available..” The process that this data is collected must 

also include feet on the ground, in all seasons studies. This draft report cites old studies and uses that old data, I am concerned and 

ask that current info and data be included. I request again that the hydrology data of Ruddy Creek be added to this report 

document. 

Thank you for seeking public comment 

Kathy Brazil  

Fewzil@att.net 
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