8 SUSTAINABLMANAGEMENIRITERIA

This chapter defines the conditions that constitute sustainable groundwater managednent

establishes minimum thresholdseasurable objectiveand undesirable resufts each

sustainability indicatofThe minimum thresholdsneasurable objectiveand undesirable results

detailed in this chapter definetBebla si nds future conditions and c
that will meet theseriteria This chapter includesdaquate data to explain how SMC were

developed and how they influence all beneficial uses and users.

The chapter is structured to address all the SGiddulations regarding SMCTo retain an
organized approackhe SMG are grouped by sustainability indtor. The discussion of each
sustainability indicator followa consistent format that contamlsthe information required by
Section 354.22t. seqpf theregulationsandas further clarifiedn the SMC BMP (DWR, 2017
CCR, 2016.

8.1 Definitions

The SGMAlegislation andsSPRegulations contain terms relevant to the SN definitions
included in theGSP Regulationsare repeated belowVhere appropriate, additional explanatory
text is added in italics. This explanatory text is not part of the officfalidlens of these terms.

1 Sustainability indicator refers to any of the effects caused by groundwater conditions
occurring throughout the basin that, when significant and unreasonable, cause undesirable
results, as described in Water Code Section 10721(x)

The six sustainability indicators relevant to this subbasin include chronic lowering of
groundwater levels; reduction of groundwater storage; degraded water quality; land
subsidence; seawater intrusion; and depletion of interconnected surface waters.

M Significant and Unreasonable

Significant and unreasonable is not defined in the Regulatidmsever, the definition of
undesirable results states, AUndesirable r
effects é are cawsaddthyngroundhwatse GSP adop
significant and unreasonable to be the qualitative description of undesirable conditions

due to inadequate groundwater management. Minimum thresholds are the quantitative
measurement of the significant and unreasb@aonditions.

1 Measurable objectiveseferto specific, quantifiable goals for the maintenance or
improvement of specified groundwater conditions that have been included in an adopted
Plan to achieve the sustainability goal for the hasin

Measurable objetives are goals that th@SPis designed to achieve.
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1 Minimum threshold refers to a numeric value for each sustainability indicator used to
define undesirable results

Minimum thresholds are indicators of an unreasonable condition

1 Interim milestone refersto a target value representing measurable groundwater
conditions, in increments dilve years, set by an Agency as part of a Plan

Interim milestones are targets such as groundwater elevations that will be achieved every
five years to demonstrate proggetowards sustainability.

M Undesirable Result

Undesirable Result is not defined in the Regulations. However, the description of
undesirable result states that it should be a quantitative description of the combination of
minimum threshold exceedancestttause significant and unreasonable effects in the
subbasin An example undesirable result is more than 10% of the measured groundwater
elevationdeing lower than the minimum threshaoldsmdesirable results should not be
confused with significant and wasonable conditions. Significant and unreasonable
conditions argqualitative descriptions afonditions to be avoided; an undesirable result

is a quantitative assessment based on minimum thresholds.

8.2 Sustainability Goal

The sustainability goalf theLangley Area Subbasiis to manage groundwater resources for

long-term community, financial, and environmental benefitstcSthieta s i n6s r esi dent s
businesses. ThiSSP will ensure longerm viable water supplies while maintaining the unique

cultural, community, and business aspects oSihgtasin. It is the express goal of tigSP to

balance the needs of all water users inShbbasin.

Several projects and managearhactions are included in this GSP and detailed in Ch8pters

not necessary to implement all projects and actions listed in this GSP to achieve sustainability.
However, some combination of these will be implemented to ensure the Subbasin is operated
within its sustainable yield and achieves sustainability. These management actions and project
types include:

Management Actions:
1 [LIST TO BE ADDED AFTER CHAPTER 9 IS DEVELOPED]
Projects:

1 [LIST TO BE ADDED AFTER CHAPTER 9 IS DEVELOPED]

Langley AreaubbasiGSP 82
Marchl, 2021



8.3 GeneraProcess for Establishing Sustainable Management Criteria

The SMC presented in this chapter were developed using publicly available information,
feedback gathered during public meetimggduding Subbasin Committee meetings
hydrogeologic analysis, and miegts withSVBGSA staff and Advisory Committee members.
The general process included:

1 Presennhgto SubbasirCommittees on the general SMC requirements and implications.
These presentatiomsitlinedthe approach to developing SMC atidcussedhitial SMC
ideas.

1 Providing supplemental data to the Subbasin Committees to guide the approach to setting
SMC

1 Polling and receiving feedback from the Subbasin Committees to establish preferences
for establishing SMC

1 Obtaining additional input on SMC from with GSAft@and GSA Board Members

1 Modifying minimum thresholds and measurable objectives based on inputhfieom
public, GSA staff andGSA Board Members

The SMCfor groundwater elevations and depletion of groundwater stanayes GSP are
establishedo assuredngterm groundwater sustainability under average hyeidogic

conditions. Average hydrogeologic conditions are the anticipated future groundwater conditions
in the Subbasin, averaged over the planning horizoraetwlning for anticipated climate
changeAs described in Chapter 6, future groundwater conditions are based on historical
precipitation, evapotranspiration, and streamflow, as well as reasonably anticipated climate
change and sea level rise. The average hydrogeologic conditions include riyasoticpated

wet and dry periods

Most of the SMCs, such as chronic lowering of groundwater levels, are developed to be met
every year. However dgause this GSP addresses H@rgn groundwater sustainabilityome of
themetrics forsustainability indicatormay not be applicable in each individual future
year.Yearby-year micremanagement is not the intent of this GSP; this GSP is developed to
awid undesirable resultgith long-term, deliberate groundwater managemenparticular,
groundwater extractions, the metric for depletion of groundwater storage, will likely
experiencevariations caused byasonably anticipated hydrologic fluctuatioRewever, under
average hydrogeologic conditigrisere will be no chronic depletion of groundwater storage
Sustainable management criteria that will be met under average hydrogeologic conditions are
identified in the text describing the SMC.
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T he G 8dedrable tesults reflect groundwater conditions under the reasonably anticipated
climatic fluctuations that underpin the future water budgebundwater conditions due to

extreme, unanticipated climatic conditions do not constitute an undesirableAsssitited in

the SMC BMP (DWR, 2017), fAOverdraft during a
a chronic lowering of groundwater levels if extractions and groundwater recharge are managed

as necessary to ensure that reductions in groundiga#ds or storage during a period of drought

are offset by increases in groundwater | evels

8.4 Sustainable Management Criteria Summary

Table8-1 provides a summary of the SMC for each of the six sustainability indicators. The
rationale and background for developing these criteria are described in detail in the following
sections. The SMC are individual criteria that will each be met simwoltshe rather than in an
integrated manner. For example, the groundwater elevation and seawater intrusion SMCs are two
independent SMC that will be achieved simultaneously. The groundwater elevation SMC do not
hinder the seawater intrusion SMC, but alkeytdo not ensure the halting of seawater intrusion

by themselvesThe SMC presented ihable8-1ar e par t odyeatmareage@SNAO6s 50
plan: SGMA allows for 20 year to reach sustainabilitgndrequires the Subbasiave no

undesirable resulf®r the subsequent 30 years
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Table8-1. Sustainable Management Criteria Summary

Su;tamablllty Minimum Threshold Measurement Measurable Objective Undesirable Result I_nterlm
Indicator Milestones
(©pl eyl [0)W[=lglale] Water level minimum threshc Measured through Water level measurabli Over the course of angyear, no SeeTableB-3.
)| eIl [e|WEIEEIAN  set td2019 groundwater groundwater elevation objectives set2010 more than 15% of groundwater
levels elevationsSeeTable3-2. representative monitoring v groundwater elevations elevation minimum thresholds s
network be exceeded. Allows two

exceedances in thangley Area

Subbasin
Reduction in Extractionimmum threshold i Measured through total Measurable objective it During average hydrogeologic  Set t,900
groundwater set at the losigrm sustainable groundwater extractions Identical to the minimu conditions, and as a f@mrg acrefeet per
storage yield. The current estimate ol Municipal users report thresholdPumping i®s averagever all hydrogeologic  year

longterm sustainable yield is groundwater extractions to to the estimated léagn conditions, the total groundwate
3,900 acrteet per year. This MCWRAAgricultural pumpir future sustainable yielc pumping shall not exceed the
number is preliminary and wi will either be collected by 3,900 acrieet per year minimum threshold.

refined aadditional data are MCWRA or estimated base for thd.angley Area

collected and other projects ¢ on crop dat Subbasin
implemented.
Seawater Minimum thresholdeés using Seawater intrusion maps  Measurable objective it On average in any gear there  No seawater
intrusion the 500 mg/L chloride isocon developed by MCWRA identical to the minimui shall be nexceedances of the intrusion abov
at the Subbasin boundary threshold, resulting in r minimum threshold, kasgiin no 500 mg/L
seawater intrusion in tt mapped seawater intrusion bey: chloride ithe
Langley Area Subbasir thesubbasin boundary Subbasin
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Sustainability
Indicator

Minimum Threshold

Measurement

Measurable Objective

Interim

Undesirable Result .
WIESGHES

Degraded Minimum threshold is zero  Groundwater quality data Measurable objective it There shall be no additional Identical to
groundwater additional exceedances of eil downloaded annually from identical to the minimui minimum threshold exceedance current
quality the regulatory drinking water state sources. threshold. beyond existing groundwater qu conditions

standeds (potable supply wel conditions during any one year i

or the basin objectives direct result of projects or

(agricultural supply wells) for management actions taken as f

groundwater quality constitue GSP implementation.

of concern. Exceedances are

only measuredpublic water

system supply wells anéarm

domestic and agricultural (ILI

wellsSeeTableB-4.

Subsidence Mnimum thresholdéso net  Measured usiByVR Measurable objective it In anyneyear there will be zero Zero longerm
longterm subsidenogith no  provided InSAR data. identical to the minimui exceedances of minimum thresl sutsidence
more than 0.1 foot per year c thresholdresulting in for subsidence resulting from
estimated land movement to zero net loAgrm lowered
account for INSAR errors. subsidence. groundwater

levels,
averagedver
everyfiveyear
period.

Depletion of Minimum thresholdesto the  Groundwater elevations in Measurable objective it During average hydrogeologic  Set td®2019

oW depletion rates observed in 2 shalbw wells adjacent to identical to the minimui conditions, and as a &g shallow

surface water estimated by proxy using she locations of ISW identified threshold average over all hydrogeologic groundwater

(ISw) groundwater elevations near using the SVIHM. conditions, the depletion of elevations
streams. The locations of interconected surface waters sh
interconnected surface water not exceed the minimum thresh
should remain the same as 2 more than 15% of wells used to
conditions. monitor shallow groundwater. T

percentage will be reevaluated \
the monitoring network if fully
established.
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8.5 Chronic Lowering of GroundwdigvationsSMC

8.5.1 Locally Define&ignificantand Unreasonable Conditions

Locally defined significant and unreasonagpteundwateelevationsn the Subbasirare those
that:

1 Are at or below the observed groundwadkavations irr019 Publicand stakeholder
input identifiedthesehistoricd groundwater elevations as significant and
unreasonable.

1 Causdow groundwater elevations in a significant number of domestic and small
water system wells that lead to inadequate water production

1 Interfere with other sustainability indicators

These significant and unreasonable conditions were determined based on input collected during
Subbasin Committee meetings and discussions with &&A

8.5.2 Minimum Thresholds

The minimum threshold for chronic lowering groundwater levels arat&t19groundwater
elevationdn this Subbasin.

The minimum threshold values for each well within the groundwater elevapoesentative
monitoring networlare provided imable8-2. The minimum threshold contour mapdong with
therepresentativenonitoring network wellocatiors for thesingle principle aquifer in the
Langley Area Subbasiaye shown offrigure8-1.
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Table8-2. Chronic Lowering of Grouedigvationslinimum Thresholds and Measurable Objectives

Minimum Measurable
Threshold (ft) Obijective (ft)

*Groundwater elevation was estimated.

Monitoring Site
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Figure3-1. Groundwater Elevalihnimum Threshold Contour Map
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8.5.2.1 Information and Methodology Used to Establish Minimum Thresholds and Measurable
Objectives

The development of minimum thresholds and measurable objectives follow a similar process and
are described concurrently in this segtibhe information used for establishing the chronic
lowering of groundwateelevationameasurable objectives and minimum thresholds include:

1 Feedback from discussions withe Subbasin Committe® challenges and goals

1 Historical groundwater elevation tdand hydrographom wells monitored by the
Monterey County Water Resources Agency (MCWRA)

1 Maps of currenaind historical groundwatetevationdata
1 Analysis of the impaatf groundwater elevatioran domestic wells

The general steps for developiminimum thresholds andheasurabl@bjectives were:

1. The Subbasin Planning Committee selected an approach and criteria for to setting the
groundwater level minimum thresholds and measurable objectives

2. SVBGSA us e d asragd/iduiddsataievation changbydrographs to select
representative years thaduld define rmimum thresholds andheasurabl@®bjectives for
the Subbasin Groundwater elevations like those experienced duringejiesentative
climatic cyclebetweenl 967 and1998wereusedto identify minimum thresholds and
measurable objectives ensure that they were achievable under reasonably expected
climatic conditions This representative period corresponds to important water
management milestones for the Sadivalley Groundwater Basin; water year 1967
marks the beginning of operations at San Antonio Reservoir, with first water releases in
November 1966. The Castroville Seawater Intrusion Project (CSIP) began operating in
1998.

Theaverageggroundwater elevation change hydrograph with minimum threshold and
measurable objectives lines for the Langley Area Subbasin are shdviguoe8-2. The
average2019groundwater elevations in the Langley Area Subbasin are considered
significant and unreasonabWhen looking at the groundwater elevation changes within
the representative climatic cycle, the historical lowest elevations ocanri®dl, at
approximately2 feet lower than 2019 elevationghe minimum thresholds were therefore
setto the2019groundwater elevation$he measurable objective is set to 2010
groundwater elevations, which is an achievable goal for the Subbasin under reasonably
expected climaticanditions.
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Began operation of Began operation of Began operation of Began operation of
Nacimiento San Antonio Castroville Seawater Salinas Valley Water
Reservoir (1957) _ Reservoir (1967) Intrusion Project (1998) Project (2010)

~Measurable Objective

in i

CUMULATIVE CHANGE IN GROUNDWATER LEVEL IN FEET
3
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Cumulative change is based on annual fall averages. YEAR

Figure3-2. Cumulative Groundwater Elevation Change Hydrograph with Selected Measurable Objective and Minimum Thkesh&dbbetie Langley
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3. SVBGSA dentified theappropriate nrmimum thresholds andheasurabl@bjectiveson
therespective monitoring wellydrographsEach hydrograplwas visually inspectetb
check if theminimum threshold andneasurabl®bjectivewasreasonabldf an RMS did
nothave measurements from the minimum threshold or measurable objective years, the
SMC were interpolated from the groundwater elevation contoursRM location was
intersected with groundwater elevation contour maps tmat#the minimum thresholds
and nmeasurable objectiveMloreover, if the SMC seemed unreasonable for an RMS, they
wereadjustedoased on historical water levels and on groundwater elevation trends seen
in surrounding wellsThe interpolated or adjusted minimum thresholds and measurable
objectives are indicated by an asterisK able8-2.

Hydrographs with well completion informati@mowing minimum thresholdsr each RMS are
included inAppendix &\.

8.5.2.2 Mnimum Thresholds Impact on Domestic Wells

Minimum thresholds for groundwater elevations are compared to the range of domestic well

depths in the SubbasisngDWR 6s Onl i ne System for Well Compl
database. This check was done to asthiaiethe minimum thresholds maintain operability in a
reasonable percentage of domestic wells. The proposed minimum thresholds for groundwater
elevation do not necessarily protect all domestic wells because it is impractical to manage a
groundwater basimia manner that fully protects the shallowest wélte average computed

depth of domestic wells in the Subbasi88.1 feet using data from the OSWCR database.

While this approach is reasonable, there are some erroeihataccuracy to the analysis
These include:

1 The OSWCR database may include wells that have been abandoned or destroyed, and
therefore will have ndetrimental impacts from lowered groundwater levels

1 Some domestic wells may draw water from shallow, perched groundwater that is not
managed in this GSP.

1 Some domestic wells are drilled in the granite underlying the principal aquifer.

1 The groundwater elevation contours may not be accurate in steep terrain.

1 Some wells in the OSWCR database are not accurately locatettheagidre the
estimated depth to water may not be accurate

Given the limitations listed above, the analysis included 53 well\flthaiccurate locations and
were assumed to be in the principal aqui@sed omeologic logsout of the total 823 domesti
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wells in the OSWCR databadge the Langley Area8%% of thedomestic wells will have at least
25 feet of water in them as long as groundwalevationgemain above minimum thresholds;
and91% of domestic wells will have at least 25 feet of water enthwhen measurable
objectives are achieved.

8.5.2.3 Relationship between Individual Minimum Thresholds and Relationship to Other
Sustainability Indicators

The SVBGSA compared minimum thresholds betwee
betweerRMSs(i.e., descibe why or how a water level minimum threshold set at a particular
representative monitoring site is similar to or diffefeam water level thresholds in nearby
representative monitoring sitehe groundwater elevation minimum thresholds are derived

from smoothly interpolated groundwater elevagiomthe Subbasiherefore, the minimum

thresholds are unique at every well, but when combined represent a reasonable and potentially
realistic groundwater elevation map. Because the underlying groundveatatian map is a

reasonably achievable condition, the individual minimum thresholds at RMSs do not conflict

with each other.

Groundwater elevation minimum thresholds can influence other sustainability indicators.

SVBGSA reviewed the groundwater levelmmmi m t hr eshol dsd6 rel ati onsh
other sustainability indicatsd8 mi ni mum t hreshol ds to ensure a
threshold would not trigger an undesirable result for any of the other sustainability indicators.

The groundwater eleviah minimum thresholds are selected to avoid undesirable results for

other sustainability indicators.

1 Change in groundwater storageThe groundwater elevation minimum thresholds are
setat2019groundwater elevations. Groundwater elevations aB6&elevations are
consistent with the practice of pumping at or less than the sustainable yield. Therefore,
the groundwater elevation minimum thresholds will not result in long term significant or
unreasonable change in groundwater storage.

1 Seawater intrusion Groundwater elevations in the Langley Area Subbasin are higher
than those in neighborintB0/400Foot Aquifer and EastsideuBbasins and are likely
not contributing to any additional sweater isinn. The groundwater elevation minimum
thresholds are set 2019groundwater elevations. Therefore, the groundwater elevation
minimum thresholds are intended to not exacerbate, and may help control, the rate of
seawater intrusion.

1 Degraded water quality. Water quality could be affectedrough two processes:

1. Changes in groundwater elevation could change groundwater gradients, which could
cause poor quality groundwater to flow toward productind domestigvells that
would not have otherwise been impatct&€hese groundwater gradients, however, are
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only dependent on differences between groundwater elevations, not on the
groundwater elevations themselves. Therefore, the minimum threshold groundwater
elevations do not directly lead to a significant and wsweable degradation of
groundwater quality in producticand domestiavells.

2. Decreasing groundwater elevatiare cause wells to dragoorquality groundwater
from deeper zonedlo additional poor groundwater quality issues were identified due
to low groundwater elevations when groundwater elevations were previously at
minimum threshold levels. Therefore, tp@undwater elevation minimum thresholds
are set to avoid deeppoorquality water from impacting shallower production and
domestic wells.

1 Subsiderce Subsidence is caused by dewatering and compaction efictagediments
in response to lowering groundwatdevations The groundwater elevation minimum
thresholds are set at or abaeeentgroundwater elevations. Because future groundwater
elevations will be higher thahistorical lowgroundwater elevations, they will not induce
additional dewatering of clagich sedimentsand thus will not induce additional
subsidence.

1 Depletion of interconnected surface waterd.owering average groundwater eléeas
in areas adjacent to interconnected surface water bodies will increase depletion rates.
Because the groundwater elevation minimum thresholds aa¢2¥t9elevations future
groundwater elevations will not induce additional depletion of intercdedestirface
watersover historical ratesTherefore, the groundwater elevation minimum thresholds
will not result in a significant or unreasonable depletion of interconnected surface waters
including groundwatedependent ecosystems

8.5.2.4 Effect oMinimum Thresholds on Neighboring BaantsSubbasins

The Langley Area Subbasin has two neighboring subbasins within the Salinas Valley
Groundwater Basin:

1 The Eastside Subbasin to the south
1 The 180/406Foot Aquifer Subbasin to the west

The SVBGSA is eithethe exclusive GSA or is one of the coordinating GSAs for the adjacent
Subbasins. Because the SVBGSA covers all these subbasins, the SVBGSA is coordinating the
development of the minimum thresholds and measurable objectives for all these subbasins. The
180/40GFoot Aquifer Subbasin submitted a GSP in 2020 and the Eastside Subbasin is in the

process of GSP development for submittal in January 2022. Minimum thresholds for the Langley
Area Subbasin will be reviewed relative to information developed for thegne b or i ng s ubb a
GSPs to ensure that these minimum thresholds will not prevent the neighboring subbasins from
achieving sustainability.
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The Pajaro Valley Basin lies directly to the north of the Subbasin. Because the minimum
thresholds in the LangleyrAa Subbasin are above historical low groundwater elevations, it is
likely that the minimum thresholds will not prevent the Pajaro Basin from achieving and
maintaining sustainability. The SVBGSA will coordinate closely with the Pajaro Valley Water
Agency b ensure that the basins do not prevent each other from achieving sustainability.

8.5.2.5 Effects on Beneficial Users and Land Uses

The groundwatelevel minimum thresholds may have several effects on beneficial users and
land uses in th8ubbasin

Agricultural la nd uses and usersThe groundwater elevation minimum thresholds prevent

continued lowering of groundwatelevationsn the SubbasinThismay havethe effect of

limiting the amount of groundwater pumping in BebbasinLimiting the amount of

groundwatepumping may limit the amount and type of crops that can be grown 8uthizasin

The groundwater elevation minimum thresholds could therefore limit expansion of the

Subbasibs agricul tural economy. This colahdd have \
uses:

1 Agricultural landcurrently under irrigatiomay become more valuable as bringing new
lands into irrigation becomes more difficult and expensive.

1 Agricultural landnot currently under irrigatiomay become less valuable because it may
be toodifficult and expensive to irrigate.

Urban land uses and usersThe groundwatdevel minimum thresholds may reduce the amount
of groundwater pumping in teubbasinThis may limit urban growth, or result in urban areas
obtaining alternative sources of t®a This may result in higher water costs for municipal water
users.

Domestic land uses and userg he groundwatdevel minimum thresholds are intended to
protect most domestic wellscluding small state and small local system wéllgerefore, the
minimum thresholds will likely have an overall beneficial effect on existing domestic land uses
by protecting the ability to pump from domestic wells. Howeggtremelyshallow domestic

wells may become dry, requiring owners to drill deeper watiglitionally, the groundwater
elevation minimum thresholds may limit the number of new domestic aredisall state and

small local system welldhat can be drilled to limit future declines in groundwalerations

Ecological land uses and userssroundwateteved minimum thresholds may limit the amount

of groundwater pumping in tifgubbasirand may limit both urban and agricultural growth. This
outcome may benefit ecological land uses and users by curtailing the conversion of native
vegetation to agricultural @romestic uses, and by reducing pressure on existing ecological land
caused by declining groundwatdevations
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8.5.2.6 Relevant Federal, State, or Local Standards
No federal, state, or local standards exist for chronic lowering of groundesadés
8.5.2.7 Method for Qantitative Measurement of Minimum Thresholds

Groundwatetevel minimum thresholds will be directly measured frim representative
monitoring wellnetwork The groundwateglevationmonitoring will be conducted in
accordance with the monitoring plan ewgid in Chapter 7. Furthermore, the groundwater
elevationmonitoring will meet the requirements of the technical and reporting standards
included in theGSPRegulations.

As noted in Chapter 7, the current groundwatevationmonitoring network in th&ubbasin
across aquifers includdd wells. Data gaps were identified in Chapter 7 and will be resolved
during implementation of this GSP.

8.5.3 Measurable Objectives

The measurable objectives for chronic lowering of groundwater levels represent target
groundwaer elevations that are higher than the minimum thresholds. These measurable
objectives provide operational flexibility to ensure that the Subbasin can be managed sustainably
over a reasonable range of hyldgic variability. Measurable objectives for thlronic lowering

of groundwater levels aet to 2010 groundwater elevations andsamamarized ifTable8-2.

The measurable objectives are also showtherhydrographs for each RMS in Appendix 8A.

8.5.3.1 Methodology for Setting Measurable Objectives
The methodology for establishing measurable objectives is described in detail in 8é&cah

A year from the relatively recent past was selected for setting measurable objectives to ensure
that objectives are achievable. Groundwater elevafions2010wereselected as representative
of the measurable objectives for thengiey Area Subbasin.

Themeasurable objectiveontour map along with therepresentativenonitoring network wells
are showron Figure8-3 for theLangley Area Subbasin.
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Figure3-3. Groundwater Elevation Measurable Objettiweg Map
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