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Sonoma Valley  Groundwater Sustainability  Agency  
Board M eeting 

 Regular Meeting Minutes 
Date:  January 25, 2021,  4:00 p.m.  

www.santarosaplaingroundwater.org  

1. Call to Order and Roll  Call
Director  Gorin  called the meeting  to order  at  4:00 p.m. After going over  meeting protocol,  she asked 
Ann DuBay, Administrator, to  conduct roll  call.  Directors  Gorin,  Abelli-Amen, Rogers (Alternate for 
Director Prushko), Sangiacomo and Jack  Ding (new Board member  representing City of  Sonoma 
and sworn in at the start of the meeting)  were present.  Director  Rabbit  was absent.  Also, in 
attendance were Ann DuBay,  Administrator; Jay  Jasperse, Plan Manager; Marcus  Trotta,  Technical
Staff; Andrea  Rodriguez, Outreach staff;  Simone  Peters,  Administrative  Aide  (recording  minutes);
Fred Allebach, Sonoma  Valley  Advisory Committee Chairman;  Mike  Martini,  Member of Public; 
Tawny Tesconi, Member of Public (arrived later). 

2. Public comment  on  matters not listed on  the agenda but  within the subject 
matter jurisdiction of the Board

Mike Martini, representing 20 growers and  wine producers in partnership with Sonoma County  
Farm Bureau and the Sonoma Wine Grape Commission, wished  everyone a happy new year and said  
he hoped  2021 would  be a  better year. He noted that together,  the three organizations mentioned  
work with over 2,000 local farmers, ranchers, and grape growers.  We are working together to  create 
a farm plan that incorporates best practices in  water management and conservation. We are asking  
for time on future GSA  meeting agendas to present progress on  the farm plan  which upon  
completion and approval by the Board, can be incorporated into each  subbasin’s GSP.  This will help  
us collectively meet compliance with sustainable groundwater  management. Thank you for your  
service  and your time.  

Director Gorin  thanked  Mr. Martini for his  service  and time  working  with the ag folks  and noted that  
he can work with  Ann DuBay to  create  time on the agenda  at the appropriate  moment  in connection  
with the GSP.  

3. Consent Calendar
a. Approve Minutes of  October 26, 2020  Meeting
b. Approve Year-to-Date  Financial Report
c. Approve Year-to-Date Member Agency Contributions
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No public comment. 

Directors Ding and Rogers abstained from approving the minutes as they weren’t at the previous 
meeting. Director Abelli-Amen abstained from items a., b., and c. as he was asked to participate in 
this meeting only one hour before the start time and hadn’t had time to review. 

 Financial documents were approved. The October 26, 2020 minutes will be approved at the 
next meeting as there wasn’t a quorum. 

4. Directors/Subcommittee Report 
Director Sangiacomo gave a short report on the Rural Community Outreach survey, noting that the 
liaisons met with consultants in January, and that Andrea Rodriguez would provide a more complete 
report later during the meeting. (Note: Director Sangiacomo’s comments weren’t fully audible due 
to bandwidth issues.) 

No public comment. 

5. Advisory Committee Report 
Fred Allebach, Sonoma Valley GSA Advisory Committee Chair, said the AC has been informed the 
schedule is serious and there will be an increased need for focus and study between meetings. In 
terms of the Advisory Committee report, the Degraded Water Quality for SMC vote at the recent 
Advisory Committee meeting was split evenly so there is no clear direction to give the Board today. 

No public comment. 

6. Information Items 
a. Rural Community Engagement Program Update: Receive update on recent survey, and 

next steps 

The project is being conducted jointly with the other two Sonoma County GSAs. Major contract 
tasks include research (survey and focus groups); development and implementation of an 
engagement campaign; and funding analysis. 

Andrea Rodriguez said 1,657 surveys were mailed on December 1-2 in English and Spanish; overall 
response rate for all basins was 15% but Sonoma Valley was 17% and SCI is happy with that. She 
presented the survey mailer and snapshots of issues in Petaluma Valley, Santa Rosa Plain and 
Sonoma Valley. Transportation and housing affordability appear to be a much bigger issue than 
groundwater in Sonoma Valley. Rodriguez reiterated that this survey is a “look and feel” survey and 
includes no detail about fees. Next steps include analyzing the survey feedback and focus groups in 
which some survey recipients offered to participate. SCI is expected to present their findings at the 
next Board meeting. 

Director Gorin – I am amused to see some of the topics that are considered an issue of concern. She 
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asked that when sending future surveys, to send them to the Board as well, so they can see the 
questions being asked. 

Ann DuBay (chat) – The survey went out on December 1. An email was sent to the Board the week 
before but probably got lost in the post-Thanksgiving mail and emails. We will resend it so the new 
Board members can see the questions and information sheet. 

Director Sangiacomo – So far, things are positive. It is just the initial stages of the program, so there 
aren’t many surprises yet. We are hopeful we will get more information soon. 

Director Ding – Groundwater is a big issue of concern. For eight years I served on Sonoma Valley’s 
Citizen Advisory Commission and we reviewed almost 100 different projects; one of the biggest 
concerns was groundwater. I will work hard on the Board to keep everything moving. 

Director Rogers – I am surprised at some of the issues of concern. Mostly rural well owners, how 
many single-family residential users, how many ag? He added, the other wells that are significant for 
irrigation are HOAs as they mostly use well water. Andrea Rodriguez said she can look at the split of 
ag and residential wells. 

Fred Allebach (chat) - Rural residential is 28% of basin groundwater use, ag is @ 53%. 

Director Gorin – What is next? 
Rodriguez – SCI will analyze the surveys, present the results, and conduct focus groups. 

Director Gorin - How will you identify the focus groups? 
Rodriguez - Well, thankfully, we did have people sign up and volunteer through the survey. We 
might need to do some additional solicitation for volunteers, but we don't know yet. 

Director Gorin thanked Andrea Rodriguez and Director Sangiacomo for their work on rural 
community outreach. 

No public comment. 

b. Groundwater Sustainability Plan Update: Receive progress update on Groundwater 
Sustainability Plan, including calendar for 2021 and an introduction to Projects and 
Management Actions, and provide feedback 

The Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) is due January 31, 2022.  As part of the GSP, Sustainable 
Management Criteria (SMC) must be developed for six sustainability indicators as defined by the 
Sustainable Groundwater Management Act. 

Jay Jasperse gave an update on the key GSP activities to be completed this year and provided the 
schedule for 2021. GSP updates will be made around the schedule and four major elements will be 
taken into consideration to build into the schedule: 
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Complete 50-year water budget 
Use model to evaluate SMC as defined by draft SMCs 
Evaluate projects and management actions as needed to ensure sustainability per SMCs 
Develop GSP implementation plan 

Director Gorin asked if it would make sense to bring the Groundwater Sustainability Plan to the 
Sonoma City Council, Valley of the Moon Board of Directors of Board of Supervisors, and Directors of 
Sonoma Water. 

Jasperse – We have been talking about that. I am thinking August for the Water Advisory 
Committee, and August/September timeframe for the Board of Supervisors and Board of 
Directors of Sonoma Water. 

Director Rogers – If you present this virtually, you could present to everyone at the same time so 
you wouldn’t have to make separate presentations. 

Jasperse – Thank you, I will look at that idea. 

Director Gorin – Do you think it would be appropriate to have a presentation for North Bay Water 
District as well? 

Director Sangiacomo – Would be great if we could squeeze that in. 

Director Ding – I suggest a presentation be made to the Citizen Advisory Commission. 
Director Gorin – Thank you, I will make sure Ariel Jones is notified at the appropriate time. 

Director Abelli-Amen – Three SMCs to be reviewed/approved in February? 
Jasperse – The Board will vote on draft SMCs in March; you will see them first in February. We 
tried to avoid it, but we need to allow for public review time later this year. 
Director Abelli-Amen – I suggest it might be helpful for the Board to sit in the Advisory 
Committee meeting to get familiar with the topic. 

Director Gorin – I suggest to spell-out ‘SMC’ for the public. 
Jasperse said he would make sure to do that. 

Fred Allebach (chat) – Make an acronym dictionary for the public. 

Jay Jasperse then covered Groundwater Sustainability Plan requirements for Projects and 
Management Actions. 

Fred Allebach – One thing is becoming clear in the Advisory Committee meetings – as mentioned in 
chat; SMCS are action tools and the model is the planning tool. 

Director Rogers – So, if I understand this correctly, the 50-year water budget dictates how many 
projects you're going to need to be able to sustain? 

Jasperse – That is the timeframe we will consider. That will be the one that we judge how we’re 
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to  meet  our sustainability goals and  management criteria.  
Director  Rogers  –  How  far along  are you  now?  
Jasperse  –  Pretty far along, we have put all the pieces  together and are working  with the  
Advisory Committees.  
Director  Rogers  –  How much of a shortfall do  you  have now?  
Marcus Trotta –  In terms of shortfall in the  water budget, the sustainable management criteria 
are the main drivers. During our current water budget period from  2012  to 2018,  I believe the  
average annual change in storage was about  600 acre-feet/year on an average annual basis.  
Director Rogers  –  And then  you  need  to make that up with  projects?  
Jasperse  –  Or management  actions  or a combination.  This basin is  a little more acute than  
others.  Even if you  were sustainable today, you  need  to look  at  the future and have  
projects/actions to address the future.  
Director Rogers  –  Are there any areas  that you  will have to give up  and say that  we’re not going 
to  be  able to sustain  activity in those  areas because of global warming and seawater rise?  
Jasperse  –  Not until now,  we also need to refine our SMC  going forward. We don’t fully  
understand the impacts  of  seawater intrusion SMC.  
Director Rogers  –  Could seawater intrusion  make some areas uninhabitable with  no project big  
enough to solve it, and to avoid it  messing up the rest  of the GSA,  would  you  just  have to let it  
go?  
Jasperse  –  Too early to do that now.  It will be  a decision down the road.  

No public comment.  

7. Action Items: 

a. Draft Sustainable Management Criteria –  Degraded Water Quality:  Provide 
feedback  to staff and take  possible action on proposed draft  Sustainable Management 
Criteria for Degraded Water Quality 

This item  will provide  an overview  of key elements  of a proposed draft SMC for degraded water 
quality that was developed by staff with input from  the Advisory Committee.  Requested Board  
action is to provide comments and consider approval of draft SMC for Water Quality.  Marcus Trotta 
covered  key points  on Water Quality Sustainable Management Criteria  and initial Advisory  
Committee  input as  well as SMC development.  

Director Abelli-Amen  –  If you  had  one  additional well  with an exceedance, would that be considered  
violating the SMC? You would need two  wells, right?   

Trotta –  In order to exceed  it, it would have to be two  wells.  

Director Rogers  –  What happens if you add  more  monitoring wells?  
Trotta –  We would need  to revise the baseline numbers so that new wells  aren’t just added to  
the total number.  
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Director Abelli-Amen  –  If you  have one well and can’t  tie it  to one of your projects and  doesn’t  
appear to be related to any of  the  other  SMCs, can  you say  “it isn’t your problem”  and  therefore we 
don’t have a SMC  violation?  

Trotta –  Correct,  SMC violations  would have to be related to something the GSA  has control  
over. That is where the coordination with other  regulatory  agencies come in  to play.  
Director Abelli-Amen  –  So  the water quality  monitoring events might lead to  detective work  to  
figure out  where the problem  comes from.  If you can’t figure it  out, what  would you  do with  
that? Change the baseline?  
Trotta –  If we did see an  exceedance, we would ask questions.  

Director  Rogers  –  So hypothetically  if you exceeded the SMC and at the same time, noticed  the 
water level is  reduced,  could you  tie that to  the reduced level, would that be  one  of the things?  

Trotta –  Yes,  it  could be one possible scenario.  

Marcus  Trotta said staff was looking for Board direction on  the  methodology developed, and  
specifically  for the preferred option for Undesirable Results. He  said five  of the Sonoma Valley  
Advisory Committee  chose Option 2  and  four preferred  Option  1. Both Petaluma Valley  and  Santa  
Rosa Plain  chose Option 2.  

Director Sangiacomo  –  What about other basins  in the state?  
Trotta –  I would say they are all a little different and  many  are incorporating  some  sort of  trend.  

Director Ding  –  Seems  like Sonoma Valley  is a bigger basin than Petaluma Valley  basin and a higher  
priority area.   

Trotta –  Petaluma Valley  and Sonoma Valley are  roughly the  same size.  In Sonoma Valley  there  
are  more wells in the monitoring network as well as  more public supply  wells.  

Preference  
Director  Sangiacomo  –  Option 2  
Director  Ding  –  Option 2  
Director  Abelli-Amen  –  Option 2  
Director  Gorin  –  Option 2   
Director  Rogers  –  Option 2  

There was  consensus on  Option 2 for the  Undesirable Results (two  consecutive  years) and  on  one  (1)  
exceedance  for Minimum Thresholds.  

No public comment.  

Director  Abelli-Amen  moved to approve  the draft SMC for Degraded  Water Quality,  using the one  
additional well exceedance for the  Minimum  Threshold, and Option  2 for  the Undesirable Results  
option of two consecutive  years, being required for an  exceedance  before an  Undesirable  Result is  
determined, Director  Ding seconded. Motion  passed  unanimously  5-0-0. Director Rabbitt  absent.  
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Roll call Vote:  
Director Gorin  –  aye   
Director Ding  - aye  
Director  Abelli-Amen  –  aye  
Director  Rogers  –  aye  
Director Sangiacomo  –  aye  

b. 2021 Calendar:  Adopt 2021  Meeting Calendar 

The Board annually adopts  a meeting calendar for the  year. The proposed 2021  meeting calendar 
will focus on completion  of Sustainable Management  Criteria, review and  adoption of the  
Groundwater Sustainability Plan, possible adoption of a groundwater registration program, and  
initiation  of a fee study. Staff recommends the  Board  approve the  2021  meeting calendar.  

The November meeting is currently scheduled  during the Thanksgiving week. Possibly  a December  
meeting will be necessary,  if so,  the November  meeting would be cancelled.  

No public comment.  

Director  Abelli-Amen  moved to adopt the  2021  Meeting  Calendar as presented,  Director  Rogers  
seconded. Motion  passed unanimously  5-0-0. Director Rabbitt  absent.  

Roll call Vote:  
Director Gorin  –  aye   
Director Ding  - aye  
Director Abelli-Amen  –  aye  
Director Rogers  –  aye  
Director Sangiacomo  - aye  

c. 2021 Policy Platform:  Consider policy for decisions  between Board  meetings 

The following policy platform is proposed to provide GSA staff with clear guidance allowing  
time-sensitive decisions to  be made and actions  to occur, and delegate power to  staff in accordance  
with tiers  of standards, such as:  

• When time permits, bring all policy items  to the full Board. 
• When urgency requires action between  meetings, staff should attempt to  contact the 

Chair and Vice-Chair to  confer on  matters and seek approval, which approval must be 
consistent  with Board’s adopted policy platform. 

• If staff determine a matter  requires urgent  action and  the Chair and Vice-Chair cannot 
be reached in a timely  manner, staff may  make policy  decisions  that are consistent with 
the Board’s adopted policy  platform, so long as  the adopted policy platform expressly 
addresses  the issue in question, and those decisions are communicated to  the Board at 
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the next meeting and the Board is asked  to ratify the continuing implementation  of  
those decisions.  

• This policy does not apply to decisions involving the expenditure of funds  exceeding th e 
GSA Administrator’s authority. 

Staff recommend the Board consider the policy, and either approve or provide feedback for 
consideration at a future Board  meeting.  

No public comment.  
Director  Rogers  moved to approve  Resolution  SV  -21-001  as presented,  Director  Sangiacomo 
seconded. Motion  passed unanimously  5-0-0. Director Rabbit  absent.  

Roll call Vote:  
Director Gorin  –  aye   
Director Ding  - aye  
Director Abelli-Amen  –  aye  
Director Rogers  –  aye  
Director Sangiacomo  - aye  

d. Re-appointment of interest-based Advisory  Committee members 

In 2017, the Board  conducted a robust application and selection process to fill the six interest-based  
seats: Agricultural interests, business community interests,  environmental interests, rural residential 
interests and two  at-large community  interests.  

The three-year term of Board-appointed Advisory Committee  members ends  this fall. The  Board has  
the option  of reappointing current  members or re-opening the application process to solicit new  
members. Following consultation  with the  Chair, staff recommends the  Board  consider 
reappointment of  the current Advisory Committee members  who are interested in serving another  
term for the following reasons:  

• There is a significant learning curve for new Advisory  Committee  members, as they learn 
about the basin, SGMA, the Groundwater Sustainability  Plan (GSP) and become familiar 
with other stakeholders 

• The draft  GSP is in a critical phase of development, and the Advisory Committee 
members are providing significant feedback  on technical and policy issues 

• All the current interest-based members have provided valuable feedback and 
contributions and are engaged with the stakeholders  they represent. 

All appointees have expressed interest in filling a new  two-year term.   Staff recommend the Board  
reappoint the current interest-based Advisory Committee  members.  
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Director  Gorin  said thank  you to all  the Advisory Committee members  for their service  and asked  
that Fred Allebach  communicate  the Board’s  appreciation  to his fellow Advisory  Committee  
members.  

No public comment.  

Director  Abelli-Amen  moved to reappoint the current interest-based Advisory Committee members,  
Director  Rogers  seconded.  Motion passed unanimously  5-0-0.  

Roll call Vote:  
Director Gorin  –  aye   
Director Ding  - aye  
Director Abelli-Amen  –  aye  
Director Rogers  –  aye  
Director Sangiacomo  –  aye  

8. Legal Counsel, Plan  Manager and Administrator Report 
There is no  report from  Legal Counsel.  The  Plan  Manager and Administrator report are in  the 
packet.  Ann DuBay  mentioned  that in addition to  what she  reported  in the packet, there is an 
opportunity for  the Board  to  provide  preliminary comments  on Section  1 of the  GSP. The link was 
sent by email  to the  Board;  please  try  out the form  and provide your feedback  to staff. 

9. Adjournment 
Director Gorin  mentioned there will  be news  in the upcoming week  about vaccine  distribution sites 
in  Sonoma  County.  The  meeting was adjourned  at  6:00 pm and the next meeting will be February 
22, 2021. 
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