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Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency 
Board Meeting

       Regular Meeting Minutes 
Date: October 26, 2020, 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 reviewing meeting protocol, she asked
Ann DuBay to conduct roll call. Directors Gorin, Rabbitt, Hundley, Prushko, Sangiacomo and Logan
Harvey (Alternate for Rachel Hundley) were present. Also, in attendance were Ann DuBay,
Administrator; Jay Jasperse, Plan Manager; Marcus Trotta, Technical Staff; Pete Parkinson, Technical
Consultant; Andrea Rodriguez, Outreach staff; Rob Pennington, Permit Sonoma; Fred Allebach,
Sonoma Valley Advisory Committee Chairman; Tim Parker, Sonoma Valley Advisory Committee
Facilitator; Ken Johnson, Sonoma Valley Advisory Committee member (arrived late); Simone Peters,
Administrative Aide (recording minutes).

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

No public comment. 

3. Consent Calendar
a. Approve Minutes of July 27, 2020 Meeting
b. Approve Year-to-Date Financial Report
c. Approve Year-to-Date Member Agency Contributions
d. Resolution for Withdrawal of Membership from Association of California Water

Agencies, and Withdrawal from its Joint Powers Insurance Authority

Comments/Questions 
Director Prushko – Where will we be insured if we aren’t insured through the Association of 
California Water Agencies? 

Ann DuBay – There are a few other organizations that provide insurance for districts like ours 
including Golden State Risk Management Authority. The California Special Districts Association 
also has an insurance pool. We have reached out to both to get quotes. They are about the 
same price as the Aqua insurance but without the membership fee. 
Director Prushko – How much are we paying now? 
DuBay – $1,084 for insurance and the membership fee is $4,484. The fee for Golden State is 
$2,260.  
Director Prushko – Sounds like a sound financial decision to me. 

http://www.santarosaplaingroundwater.org/


 

No public comment. 

Director Rabbitt moved to approve the Consent Calendar as presented, Director Mulas seconded. 
Motion passed unanimously 6-0-0.  

Roll call Vote: 
Director Gorin – aye  
Director Hundley – aye 
Director Mulas – aye 
Director Prushko – aye 
Director Rabbitt - aye 
Director Sangiacomo - aye 

4. Directors/Subcommittee Report
None.

5. Advisory Committee Report
Fred Allebach, Sonoma Valley Advisory Committee Chairman – The Advisory Committee has been
working over the SMC seawater intrusion, groundwater levels, seawater intrusion, land subsidence,
and water quality. We have also been looking at the water budget and model and climate scenarios.
I think Sonoma Valley GSA is in good shape, the GSA process is going well, and staff is doing a good
job.

Questions/Comments 
Director Prushko – Has the Committee talked about assessing well owners and how much it is going 
to cost them annually to pump water? 

Allebach – We haven’t gotten to that yet. We are looking at Santa Rosa Plain as a trial run to see 
how things go there before deciding what we might do in this basin. 

No public comment. 

6. Information Items:
a. Groundwater Model and 50-Year Projections: Receive update on Practitioners Working

Groups, and climate projections to be used in groundwater model and water budget.

Jay Jasperse kicked off the subject with an overview of the key activities related to the GSP and 
Sustainable Management Criteria preparation. 

Pete Parkinson, Technical Consultant, former Director of what is now Permit Sonoma, is providing 
consulting services on this topic to all three GSAs. He gave an update on rural residential projections 
(does not include municipalities or public water companies) covering a 50-year GSP planning period. The 
objective is to develop a high/low range of projections for the planning horizon of the GSP. As no one is 
doing projections beyond 2040 we are using the Sonoma County Traffic Model which combines TAZ 
(traffic analysis zones) and projections from PlanBayArea 2040, to develop two scenarios – General Plan 
Buildout and PlanBayArea2040. For PlanBayArea, we project growth in rural residential areas will be very 
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low – about 0.5% annually. The growth under General Plan buildout is forecast to be even lower. Next 
steps include extrapolating 2040 projections to 2072 and accounting for increased Accessory Dwelling 
Unit development. We are also modeling growth projections in the watershed area outside of the basin 
as they are important areas in terms of recharge to the basin. 

Questions/Comments 
Director Prushko – 900% increase in housing units, how many units would that equate to? 

Parkinson – A little over 5,000 units in the unincorporated area of Sonoma County county-wide. 

Director Rabbitt – Thank you, I appreciate all the work as we go forward. 

Director Gorin – You are a veteran in projecting growth. We know that you know it is a challenge, 
we need to do the best we can. 

Fred Allebach – What do you think the chances are in the Sonoma Valley of uncontrolled luxury 
sprawl from Sonoma? 

Parkinson– Extremely minimal, under 1% per year. There aren’t a huge number of vacant parcels 
available for additional growth. The likelihood of tract subdivision in rural parts of the county is 
practically nil. 

Marcus Trotta provided an overview of Ag water demands. There is a practitioners’ work group that 
has been formed to develop a range of agricultural water use projections for the planning horizon of 
the GSP. Land use planning and agricultural water subject matter experts will help identify 1) 
potential expansion or contraction areas for irrigated cops; and 2) project changes in crop type. The 
general work group member input was an expected reduction of farmed acreage for all crop types 
with exception of vineyards and cannabis/hemp. We are not planning on including cannabis/hemp 
in the original Groundwater Sustainability Plan, but it can be included when updating future 
projections during 5-year GSP updates. 

Questions/Comments 
Director Sangiacomo – I appreciate all the work you have done. As we are looking at what it costs to 
farm fruit in Sonoma County, economics should be considered. 

Trotta – That is similar input we heard from a member of our work group. We are looking at 
data sources to help us better understand that.  
Director Sangiacomo – I will forward the information I have. Again, I appreciate all the hard 
work. 

Director Gorin – I know all the work is going into developing the GSP, if we are challenged to 
develop the water budget, how do we think about it in the future? 

Trotta – That is one of the reasons SGMA is set up to be adaptive and allow us to review data. 
Also, Jay Jasperse will describe the climate futures next. One of the purposes of it, is to provide 
us with a stress test.  
Director Gorin – Will there be checkpoints built into the Plan? 
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Trotta – Yes, there are 5-year increments as we do our five-year updates on the GSP. 

Jay Jasperse covered considerations for climate change implementation in groundwater models. 
SGMA requires the incorporation of climate change as a potential projected future climate scenario 
for purposes of stressing the system and identifying uncertainties in future conditions. Climate 
models agree on increased temperature, an increased precipitation variability. We look at models to 
evaluate probability. For SGMA, we need to use one climate change scenario. Jacobs Engineering 
looked at the various models and identified HadGEM2-ES as good for our area. Two emission 
scenarios used by DWR include: RCP 4.5 (more optimistic) and RCP 8.5 (more pessimistic). Staff 
prefers to use the same scenario for all three basins for efficiency and cost savings. Staff identified 
the 8.5 scenario as the preferred scenario. 

Comments/Questions 
Director Prushko – There has been a lot of talk about getting rid of the Scotts Dam. Some of the 

water that comes in the valley is being absorbed, it penetrates down to the groundwater. In 
today’s newspaper, it was mentioned that 1/3 of the water that is in the river comes from Lake 
Pillsbury and talk is to reduce it to what Spring Creek looks like. Is that factored into this 
projection? 
Jasperse – You are talking about Eel River. I don’t know where the 1/3 figure comes from. 
Maybe it is 1/3 of the water that comes into Lake Mendocino but that’s only a small part of the 
whole system. For our water supply planning, we account for scenarios with the Potter Valley 
project. 

Director Sangiacomo – Is there a difference in the cost of developing it? What does it mean for 
doing projects, is one going to be more costly than another? 
Jasperse – It is a little hard to tell now. Just because 8.5 may be a little more severe towards the 
end of a multi-year drought. There are some key decisions between here and there. We will 
have the opportunity to adjust course if necessary. Regarding costs, are you talking about the 
costs of analyzing or project costs? 
Director Sangiacomo – Maybe you can comment about what it would entail. 
Jasperse – Having to run more than one climate model takes a lot of time, it is just one criterium 
we looked at from a staff perspective. We could work with multiple climate scenarios. The more 
consistency we have across the basins, the more efficiency we have. 
Director Sangiacomo – At the end of the five years, will there be a reevaluation, maybe looking 
at 6.5? 
Jasperse – We would carefully look at 6.5. We will be capitalizing on the benefits. 
Director Sangiacomo – There is no benefit to starting over? 
Jasperse – We would look at the models again and the emission scenarios and what it has been 
tracking, it doesn’t mean we will change from the decision we made. 

Director Gorin – Are you looking for feedback from the Board for a preference? 
Jasperse – Yes. 
Director Gorin – The Sonoma Valley Advisory Committee voted: 5 members for 4.5, 3 members 
for 8.5, and 5 members were either, is that correct? 
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Jasperse – Yes. 
Director Gorin – There is some concern that projects might be too restrictive if we choose RCP 
8.5. Could you give us an example of a project? 
Jasperse – Some people were concerned about that. I think there will be some opportunities, if 
we do 8.5, we would have some contingency projects and plans. 
Director Gorin – And especially how we might afford some of the projects. 

Director Mulas – Initially, I thought 4.5, I would rather start with a more optimistic view and have 
more data as we move forward. 

Director Gorin – And whether we choose 4.5 or 8.5, we will have an opportunity in the future to 
evaluate a host of projects that might meet the goal of either? 

Jasperse – That is correct. 

Director Hundley – I could support either, today I am leaning towards 8.5. 

Director Sangiacomo – I am leaning towards 4.5 just because the comment that 8.5 could make 
projects potentially more difficult. 

Director Prushko – I tend to be a little more conservative on this issue. One thing Pete Parkinson 
brought up was the 5000 additional developed parcels that wouldn’t be in the unincorporated 
areas. I am opting towards a more conservative 8.5 scenario. 

Director Rabbitt – In Petaluma Valley, I was in favor of 4.5. I would like to respect staff’s choice. 
Again, what are the consequences of this basin choosing a different scenario from the other basins? 

Jasperse – It is not a huge deal, a little more work for staff, especially on the modelling. 
Director Rabbitt – Is it safe to say if we go with 8.5, the modeling has more stress tests further 
away, that we would probably revisit this and look at the middle ground? There is something to 
be said for not going with extra work as it will change. It is important for consistency to be as 
efficient as possible. 

Director Gorin – I agree with your thoughts Director Rabbitt. We are not yet sure how Santa Rosa 
Plain will decide. I would prefer a more conservative approach with 8.5. I am concerned about 
climate change for all of Sonoma County and Sonoma Valley has more groundwater declines than 
the other basins. I think we will remain with our basin floor being dedicated to ag and some 
ranchettes.  

Fred Allebach – As we think about contingency planning, it seems like 4.5 would require more 
projects upfront. If we choose the 8.5, we wouldn’t have the projects upfront. Maybe Mr. Trotta 
could expound on it. 

Ken Johnson to everyone (chat) – It is important to note that projects will also be primarily based on 
the monitoring data itself (reality). 
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Trotta (chat) – Yes, good point. Where the SMC are set (i.e., minimum thresholds, measurable 
objectives and undesirable results) will be the main determinant in when projects will be 
needed. 

Trotta – What is important is that you know the timing of projects, the need for projects is primarily 
driven by the SMC because that is how DWR will judge if the basin is sustainable or not. 

Director Gorin – I think we show a slight preference for 8.5 for consistency knowing that the 
number is going to change. 

DuBay – Thank you for that direction. 

b. Draft Sustainable Management Criteria – Degraded Water Quality: Receive update on
Sustainable Management Criteria for Degraded Water Quality

Because of time constraints this item was moved to the next meeting. 

7. Action Items:
a. Draft Sustainable Management Criteria - Land Subsidence and Seawater Intrusion:

Provide feedback to staff and take possible action on proposed draft Sustainable
Management Criteria for Land Subsidence

As part of the GSP, Sustainable Management Criteria (SMC) must be developed for six sustainability 
indicators as defined by the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act. This item requests Board 
approval of the draft SMCs for Land Subsidence and Seawater Intrusion with the understanding 
that all the SMCs will be revisited in total prior to final adoption. 

Jay Jasperse provided key points and considerations for land subsidence followed by the 
recommended approach, with Undesirable Results options: 

1. Any rate of future inelastic subsidence due to groundwater pumping is significant and
unreasonable

2. Annual Minimum Threshold and Measurable Objective set at 0.2 feet total subsidence
3. Undesirable result occurs if:

a. Annual MT of 0.1 feet total subsidence due is exceeded OR
b. Cumulative total subsidence of 0.2 feet is exceeded within 5-year period
c. AND MT exceedance is determined to be correlated with 1) groundwater pumping and

2) a MT exceedance of the Chronic Lowering of groundwater levels SMC.

General methodologies for land subsidence are similar for both Santa Rosa Plain (Board chose 25 
contiguous acres) and Petaluma Valley (Board chose 50-contiguous acres). The requested Board 
action regarding Land Subsidence is to determine the geographic extent of subsidence for the 
Undesirable Result. 

1. 2.5 acres (one pixel of InSAR output data)?
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2. 25 acres?
3. 50 acres?
4. Other?

Board Questions/Comments 
Director Mulas – We are responsible for groundwater pumping subsidence. How do you know if 
subsidence is caused by groundwater pumping solely? 

Jasperse – We would have to study this by looking at data, possibly do some additional sampling 
to make sure it is actual and not a false positive. 

Director Prushko – In an earlier presentation by Marcus Trotta, there was a subsidence area in 
Sonoma Valley, was it the golf course area? 

Jasperse – One area of future concern may be in the Baylands area. 
Trotta – Jay Jasperse is right in terms of existing land subsidence in the Baylands area, but it has 
been determined to be due to farming practices and not groundwater pumping related 
subsidence. We don’t have any data of inelastic subsidence in other areas, but our records don’t 
go back very far in time in this basin. 

Director Sangiacomo – Do you recommend 25 or 50 acres? Is there one more efficient for your 
staff since we don’t have much evidence at this point? 

Jasperse – We are comfortable with either one. 
Director Sangiacomo – Do you have a preference? 
Jasperse – One thing we could do, being mindful this is work in progress. If you look at the 50 
acres and you see subsidence at 30 acres, it would be a red flag and we would look at it 
carefully. 

Director Prushko – Are they pumping a lot of groundwater in the Baylands now? 
Jasperse – Not to my knowledge. There is influx of recycled water in those areas. 

Director Rabbitt – I am fine either way but would opt for consistency with Petaluma Valley. 

Director Gorin – Remind me of what Petaluma Valley decided. 
Jasperse – Petaluma Valley chose 50 and Santa Rosa Plain chose 25 acres. 
Director Gorin – Why were the Advisory Committee members concerned about the smaller 
sizes? 
Director Rabbitt – In Petaluma Valley it was going to be better served with a larger size. 
Jasperse – I think some of the Advisory Committee members wanted to be conservative, they 
wanted a finer trigger of any indication of subsidence. 
Trotta – That is my recollection as well. In Sonoma Valley basin we have declining groundwater 
levels, maybe more vulnerability. 

Fred Allebach – I seem to remember Vicki Hill had a sophisticated reason for the 2.5 acres. I think 
50 acres is fine, if there is a problem, staff will jump on it. 



Ken Johnson – The summary that Jay Jasperse, Marcus Trotta and Fred Allebach gave, is accurate. I 
was in favor of the larger area; it is a pragmatic reason. Something as small as 2.5 acres wouldn’t be 
very practical, and we would be chasing too many small issues.  

VOTE / DECISION 
Director Sangiacomo – 50 acres 
Director Hundley – Abstain 
Director Prushko – 50 acres 
Director Mulas – 50 acres 
Director Rabbitt – 50 acres 
Director Gorin – I prefer 25 acres, but I am fine either way. 

Marcus Trotta then provided key points and considerations of seawater intrusion: a natural 
interface exists between saline water and fresh groundwater; the GSA may establish that seawater 
intrusion is acceptable in areas with minimal groundwater pumping where seawater intrusion may 
not cause a significant or unreasonable condition; control of high salinity connate water is not 
covered by this SMC. Trotta said we have limited data which suggests there is some seawater 
intrusion but there are significant data gaps.  

Staff suggests an adaptive approach for setting Minimum Thresholds and Undesirable Results. 
The following proposed adaptive approach for setting Minimum Thresholds and Undesirable 
Results were recommended by the Advisory Committee: 

1. Seawater intrusion inland of areas of existing brackish groundwater that may affect
beneficial uses of water is considered significant and unreasonable

2. The Minimum Threshold will be set as a 250 mg/L chloride “reference” isocontour.
3. Undesirable result determination also incorporates:

a. Three consecutive years of Minimum Threshold exceedances
b. Minimum Threshold exceedance is determined to be caused by groundwater

pumping

The Measurable Objective is the chloride isocontour that represents an aspirational goal to  
maintain or provide optimal protection of groundwater conditions from seawater intrusion. The 
Measurable Objective isocontour can be based on a different chloride concentration and have a 
different aerial extent than the Minimum Threshold reference isocontour, or it can be the same. 

Options 
1. Same location and same concentration as MT (e.g., 250 mg/l inland of baseline isocontour)
2. Same location and concentration as 250 mg/l baseline isocontour (e.g., maintain existing

line where it is)
3. Same location and lower concentration as MT (e.g., 150 mg/l)

Questions/Comments 
Director Gorin – Petaluma Valley supports Option 1, why should we be different? 
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Trotta – This basin has some known declining groundwater levels in the vicinity of the Baylands 
area. It is the only rationale I can think of for a more conservative approach. 
Director Gorin – We already have impacts of seawater intrusion of chloride and boron. I have 
some concerns approving the same concentration we have now, that we may regret it in the 
future because it will be more of an issue in the future. 
Director Sangiacomo – Based on the standards of development above the line 8th street East, 
will one or two have a difference in that? 
Trotta – We are not seeing lots of increasing trends of chloride in wells over time; we have a 
large number of data gaps for this SMC. 

Director Mulas – With regards to the Baylands area, are some of the wells the property of Army 
Corps? 

Trotta – I believe I know the wells you are alluding to, but I don’t think we have the data. 

Director Mulas – They have opened and are embracing the Baylands coming towards highway 37. 
Could that potentially impact sea water intrusion? 

Trotta – It is something we would want to track and monitor. We brought up the concern with 
the Department of Water Resources. 

Director Mulas– I support Option 2. 
Director Gorin – I am leaning towards Option 2 as well. 
Director Rabbitt – Again, looking for what is unique in this basin, I am open to Option 1 or 2. I don’t 
know if this one matters if we are consistent with Petaluma Valley. 
Director Gorin – I think it matters less that we are consistent with Petaluma Valley because the 
basin has different characteristics. 
Director Prushko – I will go with the majority, Option 2. 
Director Sangiacomo – I can go with Option 1 or 2. 
Director Hundley - Absent 

Jasperse – OK, Option #2 it is. Thank you. 

No public comment. 

b. Rural Community Engagement Program: Receive update on program and consider
appointment of a Board liaison

With funding from the California Drought, Water, Parks, Climate, Coastal Protection and Outdoor 
Access for All Act of 2018 (Proposition 68), the Agency kicked-off a rural community engagement 
program. The goal of the project – which is underway in all three Sonoma County GSAs – is 
educating and engaging rural residents on issues related to SGMA, the GSP, groundwater concerns 
and potential funding sources. At its July meeting, the Board approved a contract with the SCI 
Consulting Group. Because the GSA Boards meet every other month, and decisions on timing, 
schedule and survey questions will need to be made relatively rapidly, staff and the consultant 
recommend that each Board appoint a liaison to provide guidance and feedback. Next steps include 
obtaining additional input from workgroup, developing a methodology to geographically distribute 
additional crop acreage in models. 



Director Sangiacomo accepted the role of Board liaison and Director Gorin thanked him. 

No public comment. 

c. Reappointment of Interest-Based Advisory Committee members: Consider
reappointment of the Board-appointed interest-based Advisory Committee members
for a two-year term

Because of time constraints this Item was moved to the next meeting. 
d. Proposed Policy for Decisions between Board Meetings: Consider and possibly adopt a

policy that would allow for policy decisions to be made between Board meetings

Because of time constraints this Item was moved to the next meeting. 

8. Legal Counsel, Plan Manager and Administrator Report
Ann DuBay mentioned the Plan Manager and Administrator Report is in the packet. Legal Counsel 
will make a presentation at the January or February meeting. 

Questions/Comments 
Director Gorin asked Ann DuBay if an extra meeting would need to be scheduled to cover items 6B, 
7C, and 7D. Ann DuBay said she anticipates a very full meeting schedule next year because of the 
buildup of the Sustainable Management Criteria. As such, staff intends to add a few additional 
meetings to the calendar so a February meeting could be included to catch up. She added that the 
meeting schedule will be sent out shortly. 

9. Adjournment
Director Gorin adjourned the meeting at 6:18 p.m. We will meet again in the new year. Happy
Holidays to everyone.
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	c. In the event that any of Sonoma Water’s personnel assigned to perform services under this Agreement become unavailable due to resignation, sickness, or other factors outside of Sonoma Water’s control, Sonoma Water shall be responsible for timely pr...


	4. Payment
	4.1. Total Costs:  Total costs under this Agreement shall not exceed $2,291,5001,241, 500.
	4.2. Method of Payment:  Sonoma Water shall be paid in accordance with the following terms:
	a. Rates and Expenses.  Sonoma Water shall be paid current weighted labor rates, including overhead, for Sonoma Water staff performing work under this Agreement plus actual costs of applicable materials.  Weighted labor rates as of October 3, 2018, ar...
	b. Annual Commitment of Funds under JPA.  Work performed by Sonoma Water under this and other agreements, up to $117,233, shall be credited by GSA towards Sonoma Water ’s annual commitment of funds under the JPA through FY 18/19, and up to $125,000 in...
	c. Payments Beyond Annual Commitment of Funds under JPA.  Sonoma Water  shall be paid for work that exceeds the annual commitment of funds listed in Paragraph 4.2.b.

	4.3. Invoices:  Sonoma Water shall submit its bills in arrears on a quarterly basis, based on work completed for the period.  The bills shall show or include:
	a. Sonoma Water name
	b. Name of Agreement
	c. GSA’s Project-Activity Code
	i. 2017-02 Public Outreach
	ii. 2017-03 Grant Administration
	iii. 2017-04 Technical Services

	d. Task performed with an itemized description of services rendered
	e. Summary of work performed by subconsultants, as described in Paragraph 15.3
	f. Time in quarter hours devoted to the task
	g. Hourly rate or rates of the persons performing the task
	h. List of reimbursable materials and expenses
	i. Copies of receipts for reimbursable materials and expenses


	5. state grant funding
	5.1. Funding for this Agreement has been provided in full or in part from the Water Quality, Supply, and Infrastructure Improvement Act of 2014 (Proposition 1) and the California Drought, Water, Parks, Climate, Coastal Protection, and Outdoor Access f...

	6. Term of Agreement
	6.1. Term of Agreement:
	a. The term of this Agreement shall be from June 19, 2017 to June 30, 2022, unless terminated earlier in accordance with the provisions of Article 7 (Termination).
	b. Sonoma Water shall have two options to extend this Agreement for a period of one year each by providing written notice to GSA thirty days in advance of the expiration date noted in this Article and of the first extension option.


	7. Termination
	7.1. Either party may terminate this Agreement by giving ninety (90) calendar days advance written notice to the other party of its intent to terminate this Agreement.  Sonoma Water ’s right to terminate may be exercised by Sonoma Water 's General Man...

	8. Mutual Indemnification
	8.1. Each party shall indemnify, defend, protect, hold harmless, and release the other, its officers, agents, and employees, from and against any and all claims, loss, proceedings, damages, causes of action, liability, costs, or expense (including att...
	8.2. Sonoma Water shall indemnify and hold and save the State of California, its officers, agents, and employees, free and harmless from any and all liabilities for any claims and damages (including inverse condemnation) that may arise out of the Proj...

	9. Insurance
	9.1. With respect to performance of work under this Agreement, Sonoma Water shall maintain and shall require all of its subcontractors, consultants, and other agents to maintain, insurance as described in Exhibit D (Insurance Requirements).

	10. Prosecution of Work
	10.1. Performance of the services hereunder shall be completed within the time required herein, provided, however, that if the performance is delayed by earthquake, flood, high water, or other Act of God or by strike, lockout, or similar labor disturb...

	11. Extra or Changed Work
	11.1. Extra or changed work or other changes to the Agreement may be authorized only by written amendment to this Agreement, signed by both parties.  Changes to lengthen time schedules or make minor modifications to the scope of work, which do not inc...

	12. Representations of Sonoma Water
	12.1. Status of Sonoma Water:  The parties intend that Sonoma Water, in performing the services specified herein, shall act as an independent contractor and shall control the work and the manner in which it is performed.  Sonoma Water is not to be con...
	12.2. No Suspension or Debarment:  Sonoma Water warrants that it is not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation in covered transactions by any federal department or agency....
	12.3. Taxes:  Sonoma Water agrees to file federal and state tax returns and pay all applicable taxes on amounts paid pursuant to this Agreement and shall be solely liable and responsible to pay such taxes and other obligations, including, but not limi...
	12.4. Accounting and Audits: Sonoma Water shall maintain books, records, and other documents pertinent to their work in accordance with generally accepted accounting principles and practices. Records are subject to inspection by GSA and the State at a...
	12.5. Records Maintenance:  Sonoma Water shall keep and maintain full and complete documentation and accounting records concerning all services performed that are compensable under this Agreement and shall make such documents and records available to ...
	12.6. Inspection of Work:  GSA and the State of California shall have the right to inspect the work being performed at any and all reasonable times during the term of the Agreement.
	12.7. Conflict of Interest:  Sonoma Water covenants that it presently has no interest and that it will not acquire any interest, direct or indirect, that represents a financial conflict of interest under state law or that would otherwise conflict in a...
	12.8. Labor Code Compliance: Sonoma Water  agrees to be bound by all the provisions of the Labor Code regarding prevailing wages and shall monitor all contracts subject to reimbursement from this Agreement to assure that the prevailing wage provisions...
	12.9. Nondiscrimination:  Sonoma Water shall not unlawfully discriminate, harass, or allow harassment against any employee or applicant for employment because of sex (gender), sexual orientation, race, color, ancestry, religion, creed, national origin...
	1.1. Nondiscrimination:  Sonoma Water shall comply with all applicable federal, state, and local laws, rules, and regulations in regard to nondiscrimination in employment because of race, color, ancestry, national origin, religion, sex, marital status...
	12.10. Assignment of Rights:  Sonoma Water assigns to GSA all rights throughout the world in perpetuity in the nature of copyright, trademark, patent, right to ideas, in and to all versions of the plans and specifications, if any, now or later prepare...
	12.11. Ownership of Work Product:  All reports, drawings, graphics, plans, and studies, in their final form and format, assembled or prepared by Sonoma Water or Sonoma Water’s subcontractors, consultants, and other agents in connection with this Agree...

	13. Prevailing Wages
	13.1. General:  Sonoma Water shall pay to any worker on the job for whom prevailing wages have been established an amount equal to or more than the general prevailing rate of per diem wages for (1) work of a similar character in the locality in which ...
	13.2. Subcontracts:  Sonoma Water shall insert in every subcontract or other arrangement which Sonoma Water may make for performance of such work or labor on work provided for in the Agreement, provision that Subcontractor shall pay persons performing...
	13.3. Compliance Monitoring and Registration:  This project is subject to compliance monitoring and enforcement by the Department of Industrial Relations.  Sonoma Water shall furnish and shall require all subcontractors to furnish the records specifie...
	13.4. Compliance with Law:  In addition to the above, Sonoma Water stipulates that it shall comply with all applicable wage and hour laws, including without limitation Labor Code sections 1725.5, 1775, 1776, 1777.5, 1813, and 1815 and California Code ...

	14. Demand for Assurance
	14.1. Each party to this Agreement undertakes the obligation that the other's expectation of receiving due performance will not be impaired.  When reasonable grounds for insecurity arise with respect to the performance of either party, the other may i...

	15. Assignment and Delegation
	15.1. Consent:  Neither party hereto shall assign, delegate, sublet, or transfer any interest in or duty under this Agreement without the prior written consent of the other, and no such transfer shall be of any force or effect whatsoever unless and un...
	15.2. Subcontracts:  Notwithstanding the foregoing, Sonoma Water may enter into subcontracts with the subconsultants specifically identified herein.  If no subconsultants are listed, Sonoma Water may enter into subcontracts if subconsultants are appro...
	15.3. Summary of Subconsultants’ Work:  Sonoma Water shall provide GSA with a summary of work performed by subconsultants with each invoice submitted under Paragraph 4.3.  Such summary shall identify the individuals performing work on behalf of subcon...

	16. Method and Place of Giving Notice, Submitting Bills, and Making Payments
	16.1. Method of Delivery:  All notices, bills, and payments shall be made in writing and shall be given by personal delivery, U.S. Mail, courier service, or electronic means.  Notices, bills, and payments shall be addressed as specified in Paragraph 3.2.
	16.2. Receipt:  When a notice, bill, or payment is given by a generally recognized overnight courier service, the notice, bill, or payment shall be deemed received on the next business day.  When a copy of a notice, bill, or payment is sent by electro...

	17. Miscellaneous Provisions
	17.1. No Waiver of Breach:  The waiver by GSA of any breach of any term or promise contained in this Agreement shall not be deemed to be a waiver of such term or promise or any subsequent breach of the same or any other term or promise contained in th...
	17.2. Construction:  To the fullest extent allowed by law, the provisions of this Agreement shall be construed and given effect in a manner that avoids any violation of statute, ordinance, regulation, or law.  The parties covenant and agree that in th...
	17.3. Consent:  Wherever in this Agreement the consent or approval of one party is required to an act of the other party, such consent or approval shall not be unreasonably withheld or delayed.
	17.4. No Third-Party Beneficiaries:  Nothing contained in this Agreement shall be construed to create and the parties do not intend to create any rights in third parties.
	17.5. Applicable Law and Forum:  This Agreement shall be construed and interpreted according to the substantive law of California, regardless of the law of conflicts to the contrary in any jurisdiction.  Any action to enforce the terms of this Agreeme...
	17.6. Captions:  The captions in this Agreement are solely for convenience of reference.  They are not a part of this Agreement and shall have no effect on its construction or interpretation.
	17.7. Merger:  This writing is intended both as the final expression of the Agreement between the parties hereto with respect to the included terms and as a complete and exclusive statement of the terms of the Agreement, pursuant to Code of Civil Proc...
	17.8. Survival of Terms:  All express representations, waivers, indemnifications, and limitations of liability included in this Agreement will survive its completion or termination for any reason.
	17.9. Time of Essence:  Time is and shall be of the essence of this Agreement and every provision hereof.
	17.10. Digital Signature(s):  If Sonoma Water uses digital signature(s) to execute this Agreement, or to execute documents required to be executed by this Agreement, the digital signature(s) shall comply with Government Code section 16.5.  By using di...

	1. Commencement of Work
	1.1. Sonoma Water is authorized to proceed immediately with the performance of this Agreement upon the Effective Date of this Agreement.

	2. Tasks
	2.1. Task A-1: Grant Application
	a. Sonoma Water staff will monitor and report on funding opportunities related to supporting the implementation of new and expanded responsibilities identified in the SGMA, including development and implementation of the Groundwater Sustainability Pla...
	i. Assemble team of technical, administrative, and financial staff.
	ii. Prepare templates, make assignments, and create schedule to ensure application is submitted on time.
	iii. Prepare drafts of project narrative, budget, and schedule; circulate to appropriate staff for review and comment.
	iv. Collect supplemental documents required to be submitted with application, such as letters of support, resolution from governing board, maps, studies, or reports.
	v. Finalize and submit application according to program requirements.


	2.2. Task A-2: Grant Management
	a. If a grant is awarded, and for the existing Proposition 1 and Proposition 68 planning grants, Sonoma Water staff will provide grant administration and management for GSA.
	i. Act as primary contact with grant agency to prepare grant agreement, including scope, schedule, and budget.
	ii. Assist in meeting grant compliance requirements, including standard terms and conditions, and project deliverables.
	iii. Monitor grant schedule and budget.
	iv. Coordinate with GSA members and sub-recipients to implement grant project in a timely manner.
	v. Prepare quarterly progress reports for grant agency.
	vi. Prepare and process invoices for match and reimbursement.
	vii. Coordinate and submit deliverables required under grant agreement.
	viii. Oversee grant closeout process.


	2.3. Task B-1:  Ongoing Outreach
	a. Sonoma Water staff will continue existing outreach and communications program, including outreach support for the development of the GST, implementation of the Community Engagement Plan, well or groundwater user registration program, Rural Communit...
	i. Scheduling and coordination of community meetings, including:
	a) Finding location, date, and time
	b) Drafting agendas in coordination with the Administrator and facilitator
	c) Advertising meeting, including development of content and graphics, and placing paid advertisements in community and regional newspapers, including the Sonoma Index Tribune and The Press Democrat.
	d) Preparing materials and presentations
	e) Coordinating note taking and feedback
	f) Setting up and breaking down meetings

	ii. Issuing monthly updates on activities to the Interested Parties list.
	iii. Maintaining the Interested Parties list, including ensuring that the Interested Parties list can be targeted to each basin (if targeted emails are needed).
	iv. Maintaining and updating the website on a monthly basis (minimum).
	v. Developing fact sheets, frequently asked questions and other materials to explain GSA rates/fees and the Groundwater Sustainability Plan in clear, non-technical terms to stakeholders and the public.
	vi. Developing content for, and coordinating approval and issuance of, press releases.
	vii. Coordinating social media messaging with GSA member agencies, and budget permitting, developing a GSA social media presence.
	viii. Updating the Community Engagement Plan annually, to ensure key milestones are accomplished.


	2.4. Task C-1:  Initiate Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) Preparation
	a. Sonoma Water staff will provide technical services related to initiating the GSP for the Sonoma Valley Groundwater Subbasin through in Year 5, including the following:
	i. Serve as primary contact with DWR and interface with U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) and other state and federal agencies for technical matters related to development of the GSP.
	ii. Prepare and present background information to Advisory Committee and GSA Board, including:
	a) Summary of current understanding of groundwater conditions based on findings of USGS study, monitoring associated with the existing voluntary Groundwater Management Plan for the Sonoma Valley Watershed (GMP), and other relevant studies and monitori...
	b) Summary of existing voluntary GMP, including areas that can be leveraged or incorporated into development of the GSP, as well as new requirements that will need to be addressed; and discuss insights and recommendations from the Basin Advisory Panel...

	iii. Develop a Work Plan for GSP development that includes a proposed scope of work, schedule, and estimated budget, in consultation with working group comprised of staff from each GSA member.
	a) Develop outline and template for Work Plan in consultation with inter-basin coordination group from other Sonoma County medium-priority basins.
	b) Develop Draft Work Plan for Sonoma Valley Groundwater Subbasin and present to Advisory Committee.
	c) Address any Advisory Committee input or recommendations and revise Draft Work Plan, as necessary.
	d) Present Draft Work Plan to GSA Board for consideration.
	e) Address any GSA Board input/recommendation, as necessary and prepare Final Work Plan.

	iv. Maintain and update the Final Work Plan for GSP development (Provided as Exhibit E) that includes a proposed scope of work, schedule, and estimated budget, in consultation with Advisory Committee and member-agency staff.
	v. Solicit technical subconsultant(s), as needed, for assistance in developing GSP.
	a) Assess need(s) for technical subconsultant(s) for developing GSP or components of GSP.
	b) Pending assessment of need(s) and in consultation with staff from each GSA member agency and inter-basin coordination group, develop solicitation for technical services, coordinate review of solicitation responses, and prepare contract with selecte...

	vi. Prepare initial notification of GSP preparation and submit to DWR and local agencies, distribute to the GSA’s interested-parties email list, and post on the GSA website.
	vii. Initiate development of Basin Setting for GSP (consistent with Subarticle 2, sections 354.14 through 354.18 of GSP Regulations) utilizing information from the USGS study and other available sources.  Present information and draft materials to Adv...
	a) Hydrogeologic Conceptual Model (description of principal aquifers and aquitards, general water quality conditions, principal uses of each aquifer, hydrogeologic cross-sections, surficial geology and soils, description and assessment of basin bounda...
	b) Groundwater Conditions (description of groundwater elevation trends over time, groundwater elevation hydrographs and contour maps, groundwater quality issues)
	c) Water Budget (summary of historical water budget and future scenarios from existing MODFLOW-OWHM model, identify data gaps in historical and ongoing data collection)

	viii. Initiate, coordinate input and revisions from public, Advisory Committee and Board, and complete development for Board approval of the following GSP Sections in compliance with SGMA and the GSP Regulations:
	a) Introduction and Plan Area - Prepare the Introduction and Plan Area section to inform the GSA Board, Advisory Committee and public about SGMA, and current understanding of the plan area. The plan area description will include information on jurisdi...
	b) Basin Setting - Prepare the Basin Setting GSP section. Describe the hydrogeologic conceptual model, a description of current and historical groundwater conditions, water budget, and determination of the need to develop management areas within the B...
	c) Develop Sustainable Management Criteria - Develop sustainable management criteria including sustainability goals, undesirable results, minimum thresholds and measurable objectives and interim milestones for 6 of the 6 undesirable results (chronic l...
	d) Design Monitoring Program and Data Management System - Describe of the current Basin monitoring network and its ability to sufficiently demonstrate short-term, seasonal, and long-term trends in groundwater and related surface water to evaluate GSP ...
	e) Identify and Evaluate Proposed Projects and Management Actions - Identify projects and management actions necessary to respond to changing conditions, address problems, and to achieve the Sustainability Goal. Consider, where appropriate, implementa...
	f) Develop GSP Implementation Program - Develop GSP implementation costs and general description of how the GSA plans to meet those costs, along with a detailed schedule for GSP implementation, including annual and five-year reporting and updating;

	ix. Compile the complete GSP, prepare for adoption by the GSA Board, perform required noticing and public hearing and submit final GSP to DWR by the January 30, 2022 deadline.
	x. Sonoma Water staff will provide or contract for technical services to support ongoing and expanded monitoring within the Sonoma Valley Groundwater Subbasin, including:
	a) Continue collection of groundwater-level data from network of dedicated monitoring wells currently instrumented with pressure transducers and data logger systems.
	b) Coordinate the collection, compilation and reporting of groundwater-level data collected by others within Sonoma Valley for periodic briefings to the GSA Board, including CASGEM and other monitoring data.
	c) Develop and present proposals for the expansion and refinement of monitoring networks compliant with requirements for monitoring networks described in the GSP Regulations to the Advisory Committee and GSA Board for consideration. This will include ...
	d) Manage and coordinate the installation of four new multi-level monitoring wells (funded through Proposition 68 grant revenues) including design, permitting, environmental review, preparation of technical specifications, bidding, contracting, instal...
	e) Manage and coordinate a pilot study of ground-based geophysical transects that will consist of approximately six mile transects within the Basin.  The transects will be conducted on existing and accessible roadways with a focus on utilizing lands o...



	2.5. Task C-2:  Technical Support for Financing Options Study and Groundwater User/Well Registration Program
	a. Sonoma Water staff will continue to provide technical services, as-necessary, to support development of a financing options studiesy in consultation with staff of GSA members, inter-basin coordination group and consultant(s).  Such services may inc...
	i. Refined estimates of groundwater demands by water-use sector based on data from available information, studies and computer models.
	ii. Processing of computer model output from groundwater flow model of water budget estimates for Bulletin 118 basin portion of model domain.
	iii. Technical assistance with a well registration program, including providing data from available information, studies and computer models.
	iv. Work with Permit Sonoma to implement improvements to datasets for parcel-specific water supply and water use attributes and development protocols and tools to support a groundwater user/well registration program.


	2.6. Task C-3:  Optional As-Needed Technical Support to the GSA Board
	a. Sonoma Water staff will provide as-needed technical support to the GSA Board pursuant to GSA Board priorities and direction.  Such services may include:
	i. Pending the timing of future Basin Boundary Modification request periods established by DWR and upon request by the GSA Board, Sonoma Water staff would compile and present technical information to the Advisory Committee and GSA Board for considerat...
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