Santa Lucian ~ Sep/Oct. 2022

If Paso Fails

Sept. 19 will trigger judgment day for the Paso groundwater basin’s
“incomplete” sustainability plan

On January 21, the Department of Water Resources (DWR) released “Incomplete”
determinations on four Groundwater Sustainability Plans (GSPs) developed by local agencies to
meet the requirements of the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act. The deficient
groundwater agencies were given 180 days to address the deficiencies and resubmit their revised
GSPs to the Department for review.

All incomplete GSPs were revised and submitted to the DWR by July 27 and posted on the
SGMA Portal. Sept. 19 is the last day for the public to submit comments on those incomplete
plans. Sometime after that, the state will render judgment.

The Paso Robles Groundwater Basin, as should surprise no one who has followed the tortured
history of attempts to manage it, was on the DWR’s naughty list. (If you didn’t read “‘Paso Basin
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But if the DWR should find that our local groundwater agency failed on their second chance to
fix the fundamental problem — i.e. their proposal to achieve a sustainable level of groundwater in
the basin will not have that result — and now it’s time for the state to fix it for them, a major
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environmental injustice is in the offing: If the state steps in to manage the basin, everyone
residing over the basin will be charged a management fee of $300 per well.

Residential use accounts for about 4% of the water pumped from the aquifer annually.
Commercial agriculture pumps the rest. This is a wildly disproportionate allocation of the costs
between the 4% domestic users and the Ag pumpers. One group of users is using their wells for
drinking, bathing, and other household needs; the other group is using their wells to secure
millions of dollars in profits. When a fee for one is a crushing burden, and for the other is a
cost-of-doing-business, that's a regressive tax — particularly egregious considering the dominance
on the Groundwater Sustainability Agencies by commercial ag, which, in freezing out residential
users, inevitably brought forth a non-compliant “Incomplete” Groundwater Sustainability Plan.



