
   CALIFORNIA WATER AND ENVIRONMENTAL MODELING FORUM 
 

MINUTES OF THE STEERING COMMITTEE 
 For January 17, 2014  

(This meeting was held at the Solano Irrigation District Office in Vacaville.) 
 

Decisions    
Action Items • Record the annual business minutes – Tara and Marianne 

• Forward information on English benchmarking to the Steering 
Committee – Chris Bowles 

• Have a sign-up sheet at the annual meeting where participants can 
state their interests in benchmarking study needs – Chris/Ben/Tariq 

• Tell the Executive Director the names of the professional modelers 
for the student mentoring luncheon – Eleanor  

• Check on the availability of a local restaurant for the student 
mentoring luncheon – Executive Director 

• Write up the new By-Laws next week and email them to the Steering 
Committee’s Subcommittee on By-Laws for review  - Stacy 

• Send out a survey to see who is interested in taking the PEST model 
workshop – Tariq and Josue 

• Check on commemorative pen costs - Tara 
Parking Lot 
Items 

•  (Located at end of minutes.) 

Motions • A motion was made and passed for Stacy to write up the new By-
Laws next week (with an expiration date of next year) 

• A motion was made and passed to support the C2VSIM workshop in 
Fresno 

    
REFERENCES HANDED OUT: 

1. Executive Directors report. 
2. Minutes of the Nov. 15, 2013 Steering Committee meeting. 
3. Treasurer’s Trial Balance 
4. List of Ideas for Getting Students Involved in CWEMF. 
5. 2014 Steering Committee Meeting Dates 
6. Draft Annual Meeting Program 
7. 2014 Annual Meeting Sponsor Status 
8. CWEMF By-Law Options 
 

 
1. INTRODUCTIONS/DESIGNATION OF QUORUM – The meeting was opened with 12 
persons in attendance, 3 persons on the phone, and 2 proxies. A quorum was declared. 
 
2. EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT – The ground water peer review has been officially 
completed. The Director’s other comments are included in the topics discussed below. 
 



3. SECRETARY’S REPORT –The minutes for the November 20, 2013 Steering Committee 
meeting were accepted today. George mentioned that he would have to miss the annual meeting 
this year. Tara and Marianne agreed to team together to record the business meeting minutes this 
year. 
 
4. TREASURER’S REPORT – There is about $155,000 total in our accounts, with $98,000 in 
the general account, $23,000 in the peer review account, and $35,000 in our operating reserve 
account. 
  
5. ANNUAL MEETING – The Executive Director announced that the sessions are just about 
full.  
 
   a. Benchmarking - The potential of a talk or session on Benchmarking was discussed. Chris 
Bowles has talked to Professor Nigel Wright of the University of Leeds on our benchmarking 
considerations. Professor Wright has recently given Chris information on benchmarking, and 
after Chris looks this information over he will forward it to the Steering Committee. The English 
work on benchmarking has been on 2-D flood plain models. As an example Chris mentioned a 
benchmarking study done for a large urban area in England/Scotland. A large flood volume was 
assumed to flow through the city. The bathymetry of the city landscape was given to the various 
model developers/consultants. They then ran their models. Each modeler then presented his input 
and output files for review. This benchmarking study will then determine which model will work 
best for this situation.  
 
DWR has been doing flood plain modeling for the Central Valley Flood Project. A 
recommendation was made to start benchmarking in the Delta-Central Valley area, possibly 
starting with flood plain models. A key consideration in benchmarking is not to make any model 
look bad: just say how well the model applies to the situation tested. Have impartial experts 
review the input and output of the test cases. Such benchmarking done, say for flood plain 
modeling, would then help DWR and other agencies determine which model to use for the 
conditions under consideration. The question arose as to whether you should benchmark 
C2VSIM as well as other generic models. 
 
Now, the question arose as to how benchmarking can be worked into the annual meeting. Ask 
the participants what type of test cases might be used. Tariq has some familiarity with 
benchmarking, and will email Chris some information on benchmarking studies done in the 
United States. Chris volunteered to present some slides or do a pop-up talk on benchmarking. 
Ben and Tariq volunteered to help Chris with this. It was decided to have a sign-up sheet at the 
door where people interested in benchmarking can state their interest and possibly make 
suggestions of what they would like to see for benchmarking studies. 
 
While Pete Smith’s work on 3-D modeling did not discuss benchmarking, let’s have a discussion 
with Pete to get his ideas on the possibility of benchmarking multi-dimensional models for the 
Delta.     
 
   b. Poster Session – Encourage pop-up talks and poster presentations to people when we don’t 
have room for them to speak. Also, encourage people who are speakers to give pop-up talks 



when they want to warm the audience up for their main talk. However, as of now there is plenty 
of poster space but limited pop-up talk space. 
 
   c. Student Mentoring – Eleanor has prepared a handout containing ideas on how to get 
students to come to the annual meeting and get involved in modeling and CWEMF. The goal of 
the upcoming annual meeting is to get 10 students involved. Eleanor has made some initial 
contacts with professional modelers who would be interested in meeting with the students at a 
lunch at the annual meeting, and she will let Elaine know who these persons are. Elaine will 
check on the availability of a nearby restaurant for this luncheon. Elaine, Eleanor, and Kevin will 
work on the CWEMF website to include information on this student meeting. 
 
   d. Other Items – More will be spent on food this year, in response to some complaints last 
year. A motion was made and passed to not have soft drinks this year. The award certificates 
have been prepared. A sum of $3,600 has been obtained from sponsors of our social and other 
events this year.  
 
6. BY-LAW CHANGES – Handouts of both proposed voting methods were handed out. After 
some discussion it was decided that for the upcoming annual meeting we had to bring our current 
voting method and the method stated in our By-Laws into agreement. Then at subsequent 
Steering Committee meetings we could re-visit how we want to do our future voting. A motion 
was made for Stacy to write up the new By-Laws next week (called Tier 1: where each person at 
the Steering Committee votes) with an expiration date of next year and email them to the 
Steering Committee’s Subcommittee on By-Laws for review and acceptance before the 
upcoming annual meeting. This motion was seconded and all present voted aye for it, with one 
abstention for a proxy.         
 
7. CVP/IRP MODEL PEER REVIEW – Jobaid is waiting to hear back from DWR on the 
possibility of having this review. 
 
8. TECHNICAL WORKSHOPS – A PEST (automatic calibration of generic models) 
workshop will be held in April for four days (2 days for beginners, and 2 days for advanced 
persons). This workshop will be held in Sacramento. CWEMF will provide the equipment and 
the room. Bring a laptop to install the program and to take it home. There will be a cost for this, 
and 12-15 people minimum will be needed. Tariq and Josue will send out a survey form asking 
for interest on this workshop. Tariq will mention this workshop at his pop-up talk at the annual 
meeting. Tariq will give us an update at the March Steering Committee meeting. A question 
arose as to whether we should announce our upcoming workshops on our annual meeting 
registration forms. 
 
   CSU Fresno and UC Merced want a C2VSIM workshop in Fresno. DWR would like CWEMF 
to sponsor this and handle the registration and cover instructor travel. CSU Fresno will furnish 
the room. Students can attend free, while professionals will pay. CWEMF members will pay $50, 
while non-CWEMF persons will pay $100. DWR will provide the instructor. May 8-9 is the 
tentative date for this. Should we ask for a sponsor for refreshments, or should CWEMF pay for 
them? Is parking free? CWEMF will pay Charlie Brush for his hotel. On our workshop 



announcement call this “Training” and not “Workshop” or “Seminar”.  A motion was made and 
seconded to pay for the above, not to exceed $800, and passed with all ayes.  
 
9. DELTA SCIENCE PROGRAM – A Delta Modeling Summit session will be held at the 
annual meeting including both CWEMF and IEP participants.  
 
10. MODEL USER GROUP – Francis and Eli will talk at the next DSM-2 meeting. 
Measurements made at Clifton Court Fore Bay will be discussed.  
 
11. CWEMF STRATEGIC PLAN – Discussion on this was postponed until after the annual 
meeting. 
 
12. OTHER BUSINESS – It was suggested that we make commemorative pens to hand out at 
the annual meeting for the occasion of the 20th anniversary of CWEMF. Tara will check on the 
pen costs and send an email out for us to vote on our preferences in styles. The Steering 
Committee agreed to this and set a cost maximum of $250.    
 
13. ADJOURN – 12:00 noon. Next meeting is scheduled for March 21, from 9:30 am to 2:00 
pm, 2014.  
 
        Respectfully Submitted 
        George Nichol, Secretary, CWEMF 
 
ATTENDANCE 
Ben Bray   Convener    EBMUD 
Elaine Archibald   Executive Director   CWEMF 
Marianne Guerin  Past-Convener    RMA  
Josué Medellin   Vice-Convener   UCD 
Stacy Tanaka   Treasurer    Watercourse Engineering 
George Nichol   Secretary     Public Member 
Eleanor Bartolomeo      SWRCB 
Anne Huber      ICF 
Tariq Kadir      DWR 
Chris Bowles      CBEC 
Tara Smith      DWR 
Fred Lee      GFLA 
 
Phone: Jobaid Kabir (USBR), Hubert Morel Seytoux (Hydroprose, Inc.), Lucinda Shih (CCWD) 
  
Proxies:  Mike Deas (Watercourse Engineering), Paul Hutton (MWD) 
 
 
 



 
Parking Lot Items 

• Multi-Year Budget – Prepare a draft. 
• Peer Review Process - Development of peer review 

administrative process. 
• Investment Policy - Development of investment policy. 
• Financial Transparency – Determine how best to show our 

financial transparency to outsiders. 
• By-Law Changes – Develop a proposal for updating the 

By-Laws 
• Determine how much money can be accumulated as a non-

profit organization 
 

 


	MINUTES OF THE STEERING COMMITTEE
	REFERENCES HANDED OUT:
	ATTENDANCE

