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To: Vina Stakeholder Advisory Committee (SHAC) 

From:  Paul Gosselin, Vina GSA Administrator 

Valerie Kincaid, Vina Legal Counsel 

Re: Legal Implications of Potential Projects and Management Actions 

The Vina SHAC voiced concerns about the ability to proceed with identifying potential PMAs without a 
greater understanding of the legal implications, particularly those involving recharge. Legal implications 
are one of many considerations whether a PMA is suitable for inclusion in a GSP.  Since there are not 
specific proposed projects, the discussion of legal implications and other considerations are 
hypothetical.  However, the general discussion of legal implications may identify aspects of potential 
projects require limitations imposed by the Vina GSA Board through management actions. The SHAC 
may identify and recommend management actions that would allow for projects to proceed consistent 
with the Vina GSP and without harming the basin or groundwater uses. Management actions could 
involve establishing rules and procedures governing projects. 
 
Currently, there are no specific projects proposed in the Vina subbasin. Evaluating the acceptability of a 
PMA must be based on the specific project’s scope, design and intent. However, management actions 
could be identified through an evaluation of potential characteristics of projects that have negative 
aspects or be inconsistent with the GSP.  For the purposes of this discussion paper, potential projects 
involve those that result in increased groundwater in the basin.  Recharge, conservation and recycling 
projects could result in groundwater that could be put to beneficial use by the project proponent.  Refer 
to the glossary of potential PMAs.  
 
The following are questions concerning potential legal implications of potential projects. If there are 
other questions, please let me know prior to the January meeting.  
 
1. Does a project proponent gain water rights over recharged groundwater? 
2. What rights could a project proponent exercise over recharged water? 
3. For managed recharge projects, does it matter what the source of the water is or if it comes from 

another basin? 
4. Could the owner of a surface water lose their ownership/water right by making their water available 

to a project proponent? 
5. How would projects affect groundwater users, the environment (streams, GDEs, all species), and 

water quality (surface and groundwater)? 
6. Could a project affect groundwater users rights to pump groundwater or have it limited? 
7. Could a project be available for out-of-basin export? 
8. Could a project in the Vina subbasin benefit users downslope subbasins? 

 
 

Potential Management Actions 



 
Management actions would the Vina GSA to protect the Vina subbasin and the implementation of the 
GSP from negative implications from artificial recharge project through enactment of policies and/or 
rules.   
 

1. Require any recharge, water conveyance, or water supply project be subject to review and 
approval by the Vina GSA Board for consistency with the GSP 
 

2. Evaluate the applicability of the Butte County Groundwater Conservation Ordinance in regards to 
out-of-county export of recharge water. 


