INDIAN WELLS VALLEY COOPERATIVE GROUNDWATER
MANAGEMENT WORKING GROUP
DISCUSSION NOTES

February 16, 2006 - 1:00 p.m.
Don Zdeba called the meeting to order at 1:02 p.m.

Motion was made by Nancy Bass and seconded by Leroy Marquardt to accept the January 19,
2006 Discussion Notes as presented. The Motion was carried, unanimously.

Update of the Indian Wells Valley Cooperative Groundwater Management Plan: Mr.
Zdeba asked if all agencies were in agreement with the Update of the Indian Wells Valley
Cooperative Groundwater Management Plan, as it appears that there are still a couple of agencies
that have not approved of the Plan. Mr. Zdeba will follow up with those agencies and upon their
agreement, it was the consensus of the group that it would be best to have the original document
at the Indian Wells Valley Water District for the signatories to stop by and sign at their
convenience.

Request for Proposal: Groundwater Flow Model Update: Tom Mulvihill reported that the
Alternate Water Supply Committee of the Indian Wells Valley Water District met on February
14 for presentations, first by Geomatrix. The Committee had a question and answer session
following the presentation, adjourning at 11:45 a.m. They then met with Fugro and went through
the same question and answer process until adjournment at 3:45 p.m. The Committee did not
reach a consensus and will reconvene this coming week to make a decision between the two
firms. The date and time of the meeting is unknown at this time, but will be in the next week to
see if they are ready to make a recommendation to the Board of Directors. DRI submitted a
proposal but was not interviewed.

IWV Watershed Coordinator Justification and Duties: A committee was to put together to
draft justification for a watershed coordinator. Rick Iger mentioned that the Kern County Water
Agency is involved in the CalFed process and he was not sure if we want a CalFed connection
over here. He stated that most CalFed money comes with a lot of strings attached, such as user
fees and other requirements, and that if that is the case, it might not be something to subject the
valley to. Donna Thomas said that all the watershed funding she has been able to find to date
requires that the watershed should show a benefit to CalFed in some way. She explained the
coloration on a map from the Department of Conservation when they got the watershed
coordinator for the Kern Valley. The map shows source watersheds for CalFed in green, with
yellow as the ones that import water from CalFed. Grey areas on the fringe have no connection
to CalFed. In the evaluation for grant funding, they evaluate which areas the watershed is in,
with those in yellow received higher consideration. Ms. Thomas mentioned that there may be
bond issues coming up that would improve watershed funding, although it is not yet known what
the parameters would be. Ms. Thomas said that the only thing we could say for our area is that
we would try to manage groundwater in such a way not be an additional burden on CalFed and
have to import water. Mr. Rogers said that if CalFed is a requirement, we shouldn’t push too
hard for it.






