
Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency 
Advisory Committee Meeting 

Meeting Summary 

.



11-12-2019 SVGSA AC Meeting Summary  11-25-2019 1 

Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency 
Advisory Committee Meeting 

Meeting Summary 

Date/Time: November 12, 2019 ◆ 3:00 p.m. – 5:30 p.m. 
Location:   Valley of the Moon Water District Office, 19039 Bay Street, El Verano 
Contact: Ann DuBay, Sonoma Valley GSA Administrator 

Email: AnnDuBay@scwa.ca.gov   Phone: (707) 524-8378 

MEETING RECAP 
• Fred Allebach, SVGSA Advisory Committee Chair, welcomed all attendees and kicked off

the SVGSA Advisory Committee meeting.
• The meeting agenda and schedules for 2019 and 2020 were reviewed.
• The previous meeting summary for October 2019 was approved unanimously (with

amendments) by Advisory Committee Members to finalize and post.
• Cannabis and water and groundwater use was discussed by Christopher Dillis and David

Kuszmar (North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board) and Robert Pennington
(Permit Sonoma).

• The Advisory Committee engaged in a discussion of the sustainability goal(s) and ideas
for moving forward on Sustainable Management Criteria.

• Brief Administrator and technical updates were provided.

SUMMARY OF ACTION ITEMS 
Action Item Responsible 

Party 
Deadline 

1) Send to AC members the slides with the draft
2020 SMC/GSP meeting schedule.

Staff November 25, 2019 

2) Finalize and post the October 2019 meeting
summary.

Staff November 25, 2019 

3) Fill in topics and finalize draft 2020 SVGSA
meeting schedule.

Staff November 25, 2019 

4) Re-share the sustainability goals from other basins Staff November 25, 2019 
5) Send out summary of comments on sustainability

goal
Staff November 25, 2019 

6) Staff to send AC a spreadsheet with community
groups to receive short presentation/update. AC
members to fill out and sign up.

Advisory 
Committee 

December 2, 2019 

7) Send Ann comments on GURP registration form. Advisory 
Committee 

December 15, 2019 

mailto:AnnDuBay@scwa.ca.gov
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8) Send Prop 68 grant application summary. Staff November 25, 2019 
9) Send information to AC about December 11

workshop, with facilitation sign-up.
Staff November 25, 2019 

Next Meeting:  January 14, 2019, 3:00 p.m. – 5:30 p.m., Valley of the Moon Water District, 
19039 Bay Street, El Verano. (NOTE: December 11th 4:30-7PM Recharge Workshop, Santa Rosa.) 

Sonoma GSA Website: http://sonomavalleygroundwater.org/ 

Roll Call, Public Comment 
Minona Heaviland with Sonoma Ecology Center briefly updated the Advisory Committee on a 
grant-funded project to conduct outreach and an assessment of water supply/quality/flood 
issues in disadvantaged communities (DACs). The project is being conducted in partnership with 
Daily Acts, La Luz and Sonoma Water as a statewide goal for understanding needs of DACs. 
Early data shows that the top issues in DACs are drinking water, well water, rain water/flooding, 
pollution/trash dumping, and desired improvements. 

The survey results also found that low-income respondents drink bottled water or filtered 
water and they don’t trust tap water. Flooding in the streets and trash and dumping by creeks 
were identified as important issues in the community. 

Minona asked the Advisory Committee members to contact her at 
minona@sonomaecologycenter.org if they want more information or would like to share the 
survey with their stakeholder groups.  

Next steps: stakeholder discussions, other data, prioritize project identification. They will come 
back to present full report next year.  

Agenda and 2020 Meeting Schedule Planning and Review 
No changes or comments on the agenda. The 2020 calendar was generally reviewed by Marcus 
Trotta and will be updated with specific meeting topics. The December 11 all-basin workshop is 
also on the calendar.  

Action Item: Send slides with outline of calendar to committee. 

Approval of October Meeting Summary 
Ann DuBay reviewed action items, which were all completed. 

There was one comment on the Meeting Summary: On the top of page 5, the reference should 
be to well and “cascading” (not campaigning).  

http://sonomavalleygroundwater.org/
mailto:minona@sonomaecologycenter.org
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Advisory Committee Action: The Meeting Summary for October 2019 was accepted as amended 
by Advisory Committee members and approved unanimously.  

Action Item:  Amend/finalize summary and post. 

Cannabis and Groundwater 
Chris Dillis, North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board (regional board), presented the 
findings of a 2017 survey that was conducted for all the counties in the North Coast region on 
the water sources, water storage, and use patterns of cannabis growers. Major points: 

• Many growers use wells for irrigation;
• The number of wells used as a water source will likely increase because of limited

surface water access;
• Surface water storage is difficult for growers because of costs and regulations, and it’s

easier to drill wells;
• The regional board is seeing a lot of wells near streams;
• Most cannabis farms are located outside groundwater basins;
• Sonoma County has far fewer cannabis farms than northern counties;
• Water reporting has a supplemental section to help data collecting on all water source;
• The long-term depletion of groundwater is likely further down the road – the immediate

concern is wells near streams that are impacting stream flows.

Question: Is this data only for regulated grows in Sonoma County? 
Response: Yes. The data was all collected in 2017 based on what was reported as 
growers came online.  

Robert Pennington, Permit Sonoma, presented what the County is seeing regarding cannabis 
applications. He discussed the following: 

• County default water use rates are 4.0 acre feet annually (AFY) for indoor sites and 2.0
AFY for outdoor grows;

• Cannabis users that have specific estimates and analysis can use that information rather
than the default rates;

• The County default rates are likely higher than reality, but they err on the side of
caution;

• The Santa Rosa Plain has three areas that require zero net use (Coho streams that were
identified by the State Board during the drought), where cannabis growers have to
develop storage and not use groundwater;

• Sonoma Valley has one area (southern Sonoma Valley, at zone of depletion) that
requires zero net water use;

• There was a big spike in permits when the program opened but the applications
plateaued last year;
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• Total permitted water use county-wide is estimated at 160 AFY;
• Cannabis water use is very small compared to other water use.

Question: Are the numbers reported in the presentation from all type of cannabis grows, 
(both indoor/outdoor)? 

Response: Yes 

Question: Are you monitoring how much they are using? 
Response: Yes, that is part of the permit. 

Question: What is the boundary of zero net use in Sonoma Valley? 
Response: Southern Sonoma Valley does not have a clear line. 

Comment:  The Hemp ordinance is coming up soon. It’s in the Ag Commissioner’s office (not 
Permit Sonoma). 

Question: There is likely a lot of unregulated, unpermitted grows -- do you have a sense of 
demand and where water sources are?   

Response: Most in upland and not in GSA jurisdiction. Higher density of unpermitted 
grows in outlying areas. 

Question: In the North Coast regulated industry, is there less surface water quality problems? 
Response: The big water quality problems they’ve seen have been from chemicals on 
public land for cannabis grows in national parks and forests. For regulated grows, they 
can only use pesticides and herbicides that have been approved – and none is approved, 
so legal-market grows are organic. 

Response: Trends with industry and coverage overall – the assumption right now is that 
maybe 5% of growers are legal (1 out of 20 are legal). The state is trying to tighten 
screws and eliminate the black market.  

Response:  The vast majority of unpermitted grows are in the Emerald Triangle. Sonoma 
County doesn’t have the same percentage of illegal grows. There are more viable uses of 
agricultural land and there are other economic options for people.  

Response:  Ballpark statistics for Sonoma County is that a third to one-half of growers 
have applied or are in the process of applying for permits. Game plan for worst-case 
consumption is to take the numbers and multiply by 10 to 20 for conservative estimate 
of land use. Based on current permit applications, there is less than 100 acres of 
cannabis cultivation countywide.  
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Comment: I thought cannabis numbers would be bigger – they are very low. It seems there will 
not be a conflict with Ag/wine grape growers. 

Question: Regarding hemp, do you know status? Is hemp water use the same as or more then 
cannabis?  

Response: Hemp is the same plant. The draft ordinance is available this week. It will be 
challenging to enforce growing hemp vs. cannabis. The Ag Commissioner will track each 
plant, but growers will likely find a work around. The economics are good now for hemp 
oil (CBD) but not fabric. China has cornered the hemp fiber market.  November 21 will 
be the first discussion of the first draft ordinance with Ag Commissioner.  Hemp could 
replace forage crops like hay and grain as a seasonal commodity such as corn. 

GSP Update & Sustainable Management Criteria 
Tim Parker reminded the committee members that at the last meeting they expressed the 
desire to discuss the sustainability goal (big picture goal) before getting into the individual 
SMCs. They wanted a vision of what sustainability would look like before they started discussing 
the details. Marcus noted that DWR recommends the sustainability goal be the last thing that 
the GSAs finalize, as it will change as the GSP is being developed. 

Marcus referred to the sustainability goal handout, which included all legislative and regulatory 
references to the sustainability goal, and a strawman sustainability goal.  

Question: Do we have examples of sustainability goals from other jurisdictions? 
Response: Yes – we can share from past meetings. Most are from other web-posted 
draft GSPs. 

Comment: Some level of detail in the goal is supposed to be included, and there is specific 
information they are asking for.  

Comment: If some asked me what the minimum threshold was, I would be confused. 

Question: Back to the notion of a goal or objective, what if we were optimistic and wanted to 
return groundwater water levels to 1910 levels, and our threshold is something less than that – 
would we have specific elevations we are trying to achieve? 

Comment: The difference between goals, mission statements, feasibility goals etc. can be 
confusing. I don’t know if re-establishing to 1910 level would be beneficial. I would need to 
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know at what cost and what projects would be involved. I like the idea of developing specific 
projects and goals.  

Comment: The word “sustainable”” is problematic. What is sustainable to us? I don’t think we 
should aim for a “year”. Any point in time has its own issues. We should focus on quality, levels 
and other metrics. 

Comment: Agree with challenge of word sustainable. 

Comment: Harder to quantify, more water in streams, benefits and consequence. It’s a lot of 
work to estimate ROI return on investment. 

Comment: On groundwater level issue, drought-hardening is also an issue of how resilient our 
groundwater basin is.  I think we need to relate goals to volume and level.  

Comment: Beneficial uses – primary uses are agriculture, residential but you have interest of 
business, rural residential. I am looking forward to working with DACs to see how it all comes 
together for environment and economy.  

Question: Does the beneficial use include environment? 
Response: Yes. 

Comment: We need a little more technical discussion for the six SMC’s. I wouldn’t know where 
to start for an objective on saltwater. I think those discussion areas are a little different on each 
one. Sustainability under seawater intrusion is probable – keep it where it is.  

Comment: I agree we should go category by category. We should have long-term and short-
term goals, and could consider stretch goals. It’s a moving target and can be updated. You want 
to have an idea of how things are going to point you to a direction to make adjustments.  

Response: Terminology from SGMA makes criteria specific. 

Comment: I see it tied to sustainable yield. Conventionally, is sustainable yield tied to today’s 
use? As of right now? How is it defined conventionally?  

Response: It is based on what your basin is projected to be able to pump without 
causing harm (undesirable results).  

Comment:  Looking at DWR best management practices on SMC’s, I suspect GSA would use 
groundwater levels as measurements for all of the sustainability indicators. It could really be 
finessed with tie into groundwater level. It has to be objective and quantified for DWR. 
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Comment:  We need to focus on the long-term balance. If we could figure out the basic projects 
we need to bring the basin into balance, then there are others we can identify as enhancement 
projects.  

Comment: We should never recommend anything that costs more without benefits. 

Comment: Craft some options. Option 1 would be to shoot for moon; Option 2 is to keep it like 
it is; and Option 3 is for something less. We can put all options on the table until we have more 
information. What we end up with is that one looks good or there is a blending of options, 
especially as we get into the project level.  

Comment: Monitoring is always a place we will invest – that is a long term thing. 

Comment: Maybe those who aren’t here can be updated. We need input from Jim and Matt to 
see what they think about this.  

Action Item: Send out summary to committee for input. 

Comments on the strawman: 
• Sustainable is a problem word. Prefer “local managed” term.
• Arrange options in each indicator to comply with SGMA at beginning of 2015 or go

beyond that for each sustainability indicator.

Question: Would SGMA let us have different indicators for areas? 
Response: Yes. It would require management areas be defined to do so. 

Comment: When we send out, we need to throw in some SGMA terminology and language -- 
SGMA has definite terms and we all need to get used to using it. SGMA has complex language 
around it.  

Outreach 
Andrea Rodriguez discussed the proposed outreach planned with the AC, which includes to help 
Staff compile a list of names and contact information for local groups/ organizations that the AC 
participate in for stakeholder outreach. Staff will develop and help coordinate meetings where 
AC members will give a brief presentation about the GSA and upcoming opportunities for GSP 
input. 

Action Item:  Staff will send out a spreadsheet with stakeholder group names and information. 
AC members to fill in, and indicate if they can contact the organizer and are willing to speak. 
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Updates 
Administrator: 

• The visit to monitoring well at St. Leos is canceled for Wednesday, November 13.
• Last week a few members attended the SRP monitoring well installation. There was a

Press Democrat article today on the monitoring program. Overall good exposure.
• SRP continues with the Groundwater User Registration Program (GURP). The program is

being developed and will launch in January. Permit Sonoma is involved with launch. Staff
will share sample postcard/ letter about the user program with the AC and requests AC
member feedback on the user program as Staff begins to consider a program for
Sonoma Valley basin.

• December 11 all-basin recharge workshop will include presentations on Flood-MAR,
local recharge project at Jackson Family Wines, and what recharge means in the SGMA
context. This will be followed by a Q&A session and an interactive component – basin
map-talk about possible areas for recharge projects.  We are hoping AC members can
help facilitate the table top discussion.

Question: Is Petaluma Valley doing a well user registration program? 
Response: Yes, but Petaluma Valley is letting SRP go first to learn from them. 

Action Item:  Send out GURP form to AC for review. 

Technical: 
We are wrapping up grant application. Good input on general project. DWR granted two-week 
extension because of power shut-down and fire. January AC meeting will be on water budget 
and what we’re finding with the model.  

Action Item:  Send out Prop 68 grant application (short form) to AC. 

Action Item:  Send out email to AC with December 11 agenda and information and ask for table 
facilitators.  

MEETING ATTENDEES 
Advisory Committee Members (Present) 
Fred Allebach 
Greg Carr 
Caitlin Cornwall 
Vicki Hill 
Ken Johnson 
Steve Wolf 
Craig Lichty 

12
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Advisory Committee Members (Absent) 
Matt Stornetta 
Jane Whitsett 
Norman Gilroy 
Jim Bundschu 
Taylor Serres 

Staff 
Ann DuBay, SV GSA Administrator 
Marcus Trotta, Sonoma Water 
Andrea Rodriguez, Sonoma Water 
Tim Parker, Facilitator, Parker Groundwater 
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