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Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency 
Board Meeting 

Date: March 23, 2020 
Time: 4:00 p.m. 

This meeting will be held via conference call 
1 (855) 983-5374 Code: 769406# 

Agenda, Materials and Speaker Phone will be available the day of the meeting at: 
Valley of the Moon Water District, Board Room 

19039 Bay Street, Sonoma, CA 95476 
www.sonomavalleygroundwater.org 

Agenda 
1. Call to Order and Roll Call

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

3. Consent Calendar
a. Approve Minutes of January 27, 2020
b. Approve Year-to-Date Financial Report
c. Approve Year-to-Date Member Agency Contributions

4. Directors/Subcommittee Report

5. Advisory Committee Report

6. Information Items: None

7. Action Items:
a. Fiscal Year 2020-2021 Budget: Review and consider approval of Fiscal Year

2019-2020 budget and Member Agency Contributions

8. Legal Counsel, Plan Manager and Administrator Report

9. Adjournment

http://www.sonomavalleygroundwater.org/
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Member Agency Directors Alternates 

City of Sonoma Rachel Hundley Logan Harvey 

County of Sonoma Susan Gorin James Gore 
North Bay Water District Mike Sangiacomo Carolyn Wasem 
Sonoma County Water Agency David Rabbitt James Gore 
Sonoma Resource Conservation 
District  

Vicki Mulas Bruce Abelli-Amen 

Valley of the Moon Water District Ron Prushko Steve Rogers 

Special Accommodations: If you have a disability which requires an accommodation, an alternative 
format, or requires another person to assist you while attending this meeting, please contact Ann 
DuBay, (707) 524-8378, as soon as possible to ensure arrangements for accommodation. 

Public Comment: Any member of the audience desiring to address the Board on a matter on the 
agenda: please complete a Speaker Card and hand it to the Clerk of the Board at the beginning of the 
meeting or prior to the time the Board Chair closes public comment on the item about which you wish 
to speak. When called by the Chair, please walk to the podium, state your name and make your 
comments. The public may comment on closed session items prior to the Board adjourning to closed 
session. In order that all interested parties have an opportunity to speak, please be brief and limit your 
comments to the subject under discussion. Each person is usually granted 3 minutes to speak; time 
limitations are at the discretion of the Chair. While members of the public are welcome to address the 
Board, under the Brown Act Board, members may not deliberate or take action on items not on the 
agenda, and generally may only listen. 

Meeting Documents: Materials are available for review at Sonoma Water, 404 Aviation Blvd., Santa 
Rosa, 95403, during normal business hours, and a copy of the agenda packet will be available for public 
review at the meeting. Any documents provided at the meeting by staff will also be available to the 
public. The agenda and meeting packet materials are also available at: 
http://sonomavalleygroundwater.org/. 

Any changes to the date of the hearing, or any other updates will be noticed on the above website. For 
more information, please contact Ann DuBay, Ann.DuBay@scwa.ca.gov.  
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Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency 
Board Meeting 

Regular Meeting Minutes - DRAFT 

Date: January 27, 2020 
Time: 4:00 p.m. 

Location: Valley of the Moon Water District, Board Room 
19039 Bay Street, Sonoma, CA 95476 
www.sonomavalleygroundwater.org 

1. Call to Order and Roll Call
Chairwoman Susan Gorin called the meeting to order. Chairwoman Gorin, Vice-
Chairman Mike Sangiacomo and Directors Ron Prushko, Bruce Abelli-Amen and David
Rabbitt were present.

2. Public comment on matters not listed on the agenda but within the subject
matter jurisdiction of the Board
None

3. Consent Calendar
a. Approve minutes of November 18, 2019
b. Approve Year-to-Date Financial Report
c. Approve Year-to-Date Member Agency Contributions

No comments or questions from the public or Board. Director Sangiacomo moved to 
approve the consent calendar as presented, Director Prushko seconded. Motion passes 
unanimously 5-0-0. 

4. Directors/Subcommittee Report
None.

5. Advisory Committee Report
Advisory Committee Chairman Fred Allebach submitted an update included in the Board
packet. He reported to the Board that the Advisory Committee is working well with
staff, and he is hopeful the committee will arrive at consensus on issues around

3

http://www.sonomavalleygroundwater.org/


developing the Sustainable Management Criteria. He shared that staff has provided a lot 
of information to the Advisory Committee.  

 
Chairwoman Gorin: Thank you Mr. Allebach for chairing the Advisory Committee and tackling 
these hard issues.  
 

6. Information Items: 
a. Groundwater Sustainability Plan: Overview and discussion of developing 

Sustainable Management Criteria, including schedule and possible all-basin work 
groups.  

 
Jay Jasperse, Plan Manager, presented the work plan for the seven sections of 
the Groundwater Sustainability Plan. Sections 1 and 2 are in draft for internal 
review, and Basin Setting Section 3 is about halfway done, with the Water 
Budget being actively worked on.  Section 3 goes “hand in glove” with Section 4, 
Sustainable Management Criteria (SMC). The Management Area will also be 
developed as part of the SMC discussions. 

 
Staff is looking at how other basins developed Sustainable Management Criteria. 
Some basins have addressed one Sustainability Indicator at a time while basins 
group Sustainability Indicators. Staff will be reviewing the GSPs submitted by the 
critically over-drafted basins, which are due on January 31.  Sonoma Valley is 
starting with the Lowering of Groundwater Levels. Setting the criteria involves 
stakeholder engagement and data.  Each of the six indicators need to identify 
what is unacceptable, what are desired conditions and how these can be 
described quantitatively.  

 
The Advisory Committee is working on “guiding” questions on creating minimum 
thresholds. The first question addresses what is unacceptable; the second 
question addresses desired conditions; the third question gets to geographic 
scale; and the fourth question gets to unique characteristics in basin (for 
example, depleted groundwater areas that need special attention).  

 
Question: It seems like question 1 is driven by the state law that you can’t drop 
below a certain level and that question 2 is aspirational. Is there any mechanism 
in the latter that dictates why not just avoid undesirable results not enforced by 
law? 

Response: Both are locally derived, we have local discretion as long as 
you justify sound practice and principles. In question 1 versus question 2, 
the concept is not a static single level but how we pump and operate 
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through climate change and a range of operations. This establishes a 
bottom. Question 2 is aspirational – where we would like to get to.  

Question: What does it take to get to that objective? Is there a buffer? 
Response: Yes, to help us get to where we want to go, we get to define 
the range. 

Question: What is the given area to monitor? Is it around each well or around 
the entire basin? 

Response: Both are part of all of this. We will not use every single well to 
measure on every indicator. We will pick out key monitoring wells in the 
basin to use for each Sustainable Management Criteria (although some 
wells may be used for more than one SMC). Maybe you exceed the levels 
in one well, but depending on how you set the threshold, you could still 
be OK if you don’t exceed in the other wells. Marcus Trotta and the team 
are going through the monitoring wells and identifying wells that meet 
the criteria established by the Department of Water Resources.  

Question: We know we have contaminated water, is that something we will 
evaluate in the Plan? 

Response: Yes, when we look at water quality and seawater intrusion 
SMCs we will decide what we monitor and possibly correlate water 
quality/seawater intrusion to groundwater levels.  

Jay Jasperse – referring to the slide “What are Significant and Unreasonable 
Effects DWR has defined for the GSP?” You want to describe them in a 
qualitative form that include geographic references so you can develop a 
monitor network to look at it. There needs to be a correlation with groundwater 
pumping, and it must show cause and effect.  

Question: Are the beneficial uses straight from the basin? 
Response: The beneficial uses identified in SGMA is where we will start, 
and we can look at other beneficial uses. 

Jasperse then discussed the initial Advisory Committee feedback on what is 
significant and unreasonable and on measurable objectives.  

Question: What does it mean to “drop below historical levels”? What does 
history allow for? 

Response: We are flushing it out. There are ways to interpret that. For 
example, do you want to set the level to what it is now, or to where it 
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was on a different date? If you set the level to today and it continues to 
decline you would be in violation straight out of the gate. 
Response: You can always adjust it in five years. 

 
Question: Why would you set a threshold lower if you have five years to get 
there? 

Response: To show the baseline for projects. 
 

Question: Was there a baseline set by SGMA? 
Response: Yes, but you can choose a higher bar. The measurable 
objective is the ideal destination. 

 
Jasperse continued with the next steps on Lowering of Groundwater Levels. 
This is where we are trying to turn qualitative into quantitative statements. 
Marcus Trotta and his team are looking at all the data. We could have interim 
monitoring wells but we will look at the complete network that meets all of the 
requirements right out of the plan. The Advisory Committee will continue their 
discussion and bring recommendations forward in March. They will continue to 
move through the indicator at each Advisory Committee meeting.  

 
Question: I thought the draft examples of significant and unreasonable effects 
from other basins were useful, but are they approved? 

Response: No, but the plans are due this month for the critically over-
drafted basins. 

 
Question: Have they had feedback from DWR? 

Response: No formal feedback, but DWR staff is looking at it in critically 
over-drafted basins.  We have asked DWR staff to attend more meetings 
to make sure we are on track.  In February, DWR will hold a workshop to 
talk about the initial plans.  

 
Ann DuBay – SGMA requires outreach – stakeholder feedback. One of the 
reasons the Advisory Committee was created is to get feedback. The Advisory 
Committee members are helping us identify stakeholder groups in the basin. 
Staff is developing terminology and a one-page handout on the Groundwater 
Sustainability Plan. We anticipate holding a community workshop in the spring. 
The intent is to talk about draft basin conditions and tabletop discussions about 
what the AC is considering. We want to know what the community thinks would 
be significant and unreasonable and what you would like to see. And something 
on cost, getting the initial thoughts on topics and issues. 
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Another workshop will be held in the fall where all the draft SMCs will be 
discussed. Andrea Rodriguez is developing an online social media survey, and we 
continue providing information through the Monthly Update. 
 
If the Proposition 68 grant is awarded, we will do an outreach campaign to the 
rural residential community. The good news is we are working with DWR on final 
questions about grant specifics and could be awarded the $1 million. We should 
know within a few weeks if we get the grant.   

 
Question: Would the Prop 68 grant be part of overall outreach? 

Response: No, the grant is project specific. 
 

Question: How do we incorporate feedback? Is it filtered through the Advisory 
Committee and Board or the stakeholders? 

Response: We will work with the Advisory Committee and stakeholders 
on summaries. On any potential survey you would get direct information.  

 
Question: Your survey will have an educational component? We don’t want 
inflammatory questions out there. 

Response: It would be an educational campaign on the GSP, and to hear 
what concerns are. If people have concerns about groundwater, the GSA 
needs to hear that. This is a two-way conversation. 

 
Comment: This is a policy Board, I don’t want information and recommendations 
to be filtered when it gets to us. I want to be sure we don’t limit ourselves on the 
discussion. But we should also do outreach and ask if people are having a 
problem with groundwater and learn about it. 

Response: We are not in a rush for rural residential outreach, but the 
grant has a short deadline. Ideally the grant would be funded by spring 
then outreach would begin in summer.  

 
Question: The Advisory Committee work on SMC’s, will they have “fully baked” 
recommendations for the Board? And what if it doesn’t sit well – do we send it 
back?  

Response: You can always send back recommendations and staff will 
recommend “bookends” options for criteria. If you are looking at higher 
criteria, it might cost more and you’ll have to deliberate on that. Giving 
you policy options is key.  
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Question: So you’ll have costs when you present the SMC? 
Response: We won’t have costs as we go through each recommendation 
and look at the criteria. Once these are folded together and we have 
scenarios, you can look at projects to achieve a goal.  

Public Comment 

Staff included a good comment in our packet of materials – that developing the 
SMC’s is an iterative process. Everyone is new to this and we are learning as we 
go. I think the turn-around on the iterative process is short. I don’t think we have 
time for a long drawn-out process.  

Response: Once we have the plan out in 2022, every five years we 
have a chance to adjust.  

Question: Who generated the Proposition 68 grant? 
Response: Sonoma Water did the grant application, we have staff that 
does grant writing. 

7. Action Items
a. Pisenti & Brinker- Fiscal year 2018-19 Audit

The audit was presented by Andrea Lifto with Pisenti & Brinker, LLP.  In the 
complete audit, Pisenti & Brinker reports an unqualified opinion that the 
financial statements are materially accurate. There were no significant 
deficiencies or material weakness identified in internal controls.
Risk Assessment was included to gain understanding of the GSA operating 
characteristics, practices and procedures. Future area of emphasis identified in 
the audit includes communicating between parties involved, frequently and 
thoroughly, including the Board of Directors, GSA Administration and County 
Auditor Controller’s office. Pisenti & Brinker propose one adjustment to the 
financial statements on the grant estimate. They did not observe any 
discrepancies nor where there any difficulties in dealing with management 
during the audit.
No comments or questions from the public or Board. Director Sangiacomo 
moved to accept as presented, Director Rabbitt seconded. Motion passed 
unanimously 5-0-0.

8



b. Fiscal Year 2019-2020 Budget: Review and provide input on Draft Fiscal
Year 2019-2020 budget
Ann DuBay, Administrator, provided a presentation on the draft FY 2020-21 
budget. The JPA requires a budget 60 days before the end of the fiscal year, 
which is why she provided a draft. The budget will need 2/3 vote at the March 
meeting, and Member Agency contributions require a unanimous vote.

We expect the FY 2020-21 to be the largest year in expenses because of the 
timing of the GSP. There is an estimated carry-forward (just got audit on Friday, 
will make an adjustment to make sure it’s accurate) and the anticipated 
Proposition 68 grant funding from DWR. On the expenses side, the Well User 
Registration program has a placeholder. Sonoma Valley will track the Santa Rosa 
Plain form and program. Santa Rosa Plain will implement the program in the 
spring. In March, SV Board will see the SRP form and have a discussion about 
what a well user registration program will look like in the Sonoma Valley basin.

Question: When you say form – do you mean a paper form to fill out?
 Response: No it is an online process, unless people request a paper form. 

Question: Do we have any feedback from any other jurisdiction on participation? 
It seems to me it will take a while to get people to understand what it is. 

Response: Yes, it is an opt-out program. If you have a well, you could be 
on a neighborhood well, you would be registered. The form will allow 
people to correct that information.  

Comment: There are some fire survivors that may have a non-functional well and 
others who have abandoned wells. We will encounter that.  

Response: Yes, and we will work with the county who has records on 
those lots.  

Comment: You would think the county has a list of well permits. 
Response: In this basin we found out how incomplete the records are, 
especially with older wells. Permits may not have been submitted or 
digitized. The border parcels of the basin are questionable, in regard to 
well location and if it’s in the basin or outside. We will have to determine 
it. 
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Question: Do we have the number of parcels in the basin? 
Response: Yes, we have good records. Part of prop 68 grant is for PRMD 
to update records. We are trying to get better information on what the 
well water is used for.  For Santa Rosa Plain, they estimated rural 
residents use ½ acre foot per year, but residents say they are using a lot 
less than that. 

DuBay continued, noting the draft budget does not meet minimum reserve, but 
that is not a significant concern since Sonoma Water handles all the grant 
funding and time lag between being reimbursed. 

Comment: VOMWD is a special district, the total of all three should be broken 
out on the spreadsheet.  

Feedback from Board on draft budget: Please send any feedback to Ann DuBay. 

c. 2020 Calendar:
The November meeting date is currently scheduled during the week of 
Thanksgiving, Board can choose to hold a meeting the week before on Monday, 
November 16.
Director Abelli-Amen moved to adopt, Director Rabbitt seconded. Motion 
passed unanimously 5-0-0.

8. Legal Counsel, Plan Manager and Administrator Report
No legal or Plan manager reports. The Administrator report is in the packet.

9. Adjournment
The meeting adjourned at 5:15 p.m. The next meeting will take place on March 23, 2020
at 4:00 p.m.
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Agenda Item: 3B&C 
Meeting Date: March 23, 2020 

Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency 

Consent Calendar 

TO: Board of Directors 
FROM: Ann DuBay, Administrator 
SUBJECT: Fiscal Year 2019-2020 Year-to-Date Budget and Member Agency Contributions 

Summary: As of March 6, 2020, the Agency received or invoiced $194,852 in income (member 
agency contributions including in-kind services and grant revenues) and had $217,735 in invoiced 
expenses. 

Background  
This financial report covers July 1, 2019 – March 6, 2020. The Agency’s total budget for FY 19/20 
includes revenues of $467,000 plus anticipated carry-forward funding from 2018-2019 of $262,873 
for total funding of $729,873, and expenditures of $633,400 plus reserves of $96,473 for a total of 
$729,873.  

Income: Anticipated member agency cash contributions total $95,000 plus in-kind contributions of 
$64,000. To date, invoices totaling $95,000 have been issued to member agencies and $63,650 has 
been received in payments. (Invoices for payment are recognized as income owed for accounting 
purposes.) 

In-kind contributions from Sonoma Water for technical, outreach, grant management and 
administrative services are billed on a quarterly basis. The Q1 invoice was received and totaled 
$64,000. 

Expenses: Invoiced expenses for services and supplies were $215,735. 

Staff Recommendation  
Accept the financial report and member agency contribution report. 

Vote Requirement 
Majority. 

List of Attachments 
1. Agency Financial Report, Year-to-Date, for Fiscal Year 2019-20
2. Member agency contributions, Year-to-Date, for Fiscal Year 2019-20

Contact 
Ann DuBay, Administrator, 707-524-8378, ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov 
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Account Account Description
FY 2019-20

Budget

 FY 2019/20
Year-to-Date
(as of 3/6/20) 

% of 
Budget

42601 County of Sonoma 25,000 25,000           100%
42610 Other Governmental Agencies
42618 City of Sonoma 25,000 25,000           100%
42627 Special Districts (VOMWD, NBWD, SRCD) 45,000 45,000           100%

42000   Total Intergovernmental Revenues 95,000 95,000 100%

42360 Proposition 1 Grant funds, DWR 308,000 35,852           12%
46029 In-Kind Member Fees (Sonoma Water) 64,000 64,000           100%

46000   Total Miscellaneous Revenues 372,000 99,852 27%

Grand Total Revenues 467,000 194,852 42%

51041 Insurance - Liability 2,500 1,484             59%
51201 Administration Services 80,000 36,752           46%
51206 Accounting/Auditing Services 5,000 6,260             125%
51207 Client Accounting Services 3,000 5,549             185%
51212 Outside Counsel - Legal Advice 45,000 11,632           26%
51226 Consulting Services 426,000 85,378           20%
51249 In-kind services 64,000 64,000           100%
51421 Rents and Leases - Bldg/Land 1,500 1,000             67%
51601 Training/Conference Expenses 2,000 - 0%
51916 County Services Chgs 1,500 - 0%
52031 Food 500 - 0%
52091 Memberships/Certifications 900 3,680             409%
52111 Office Supplies 500 - 0%
52114 Freight/Postage 500 - 0%
52118 Printing and Binding Supplies 500 - 0%

51000   Total Services and Supplies 633,400 215,735 34%

Total Expenditures 633,400 215,735 34%
Reserves* 96,473
Grand Total Expenditures & Reserves 729,873
Increase/(Decrease) to Fund Balance (262,873)

* Reserves are equal to approximately two months operating
expenses, not including in-kind services

** For county purposes, the budget does not include the balance forward
from 2018-19

Sonoma Valley Financial Report -- Budget to Actual as of 3/6/20



Member Agency
FY 2019-20 
Budgeted

Received (as of 
3/6/20)

Percent 
of total Invoiced / Unpaid

County of Sonoma 25,000.00$               16,656.00$       67%
Sonoma  Water* 64,000.00$               64,000.00$       100%
City of Sonoma 25,000.00$               16,667.00$       67%
Valley of the Moon Water District 25,000.00$               16,667.00$       67%
North Bay Water District 10,000.00$               6,667.00$          67%
Sonoma Resource Conservation District 10,000.00$               6,667.00$          67%
Total 159,000.00$         127,324.00$     80% -$  

* Sonoma Water contributions provided as in-kind services

Member Agency Contributions Received (as of 3/6/20)
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Agenda Item: 5 
Meeting Date: March 23, 2020 

1 

Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency 
Information Item 

TO: 
FROM: 
SUBJECT: 

Board of Directors 
Ann DuBay, GSA Administrator, and Fred Allebach, Chair, Advisory 
Committee Advisory Committee Report.

Summary: Update on recent activities and decisions made by the Advisory Committee 

Background 
Summary of GSA Advisory Committee activities (Advisory Committee meetings in February and 
March): 

• The Advisory Committee continues to be updated by staff on GSA technical work, state
legislative and policy updates, and the Groundwater User Registration Program underway in
Santa Rosa Plain.

• In February and March, the Advisory Committee received presentations on and had robust
discussions about Sustainable Management Criteria: Chronic lowering of groundwater
levels.

• At both meetings, the committee received information about and discussed Representative
Monitoring Points for the SMC on groundwater levels.

Items Reviewed and Action/Decisions 
• At its February meeting, the Advisory Committee discussed possible Management Areas in

the basin. For the March meeting, staff provided additional detail on Management Areas, as
defined by SGMA, and a breakdown of Management Areas in critically over-drafted basins.
Staff recommended and the committee agreed to discuss management areas toward the
end of the SMC process, when all Sustainability Indicators have been discussed.

• At the February and March meetings, the committee tackled developing Sustainable
Management Criteria for the chronic lowering of groundwater levels. Committee members
discussed several ideas regarding minimum thresholds (the worst case scenario for lowering
of groundwater levels) and measurable objectives (where we would like groundwater levels
to be), including:

o No dropping below historic minimum groundwater levels
o No net decrease in groundwater levels
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Agenda Item: 5 
Meeting Date: March 23, 2020 

o Not letting existing wells go dry
o Focusing on groundwater levels, and not wells
o Considering effects on groundwater beneficial user/uses, including domestic and

agricultural wells and riparian habitats (for example, the root depth of oaks)
• At its March meeting, the committee provided feedback on a strawman provided by staff,

which included options for looking at water supply well depths, historical groundwater
conditions and future projected conditions. Generally, the committee expressed interest in
using water supply well depths as a measurement for minimum thresholds and historical
groundwater conditions for measurable objectives.

• In March, staff presented a draft Regional Monitoring Network (RMP) for the chronic
lowering of groundwater. The committee discussed the proposed network, and provided
important feedback.

• Feedback was provided from various interests (disadvantaged communities, rural
residential, agriculture, city of Sonoma). The Advisory Committee will continue this
discussion at the May meeting, and will also discuss surface water/groundwater
interactions and groundwater-dependent ecosystems; projected future water demands;
and the shallow well monitoring program.

Advisory Committee Meeting Packets 
To view Advisory Committee meeting agendas and packets, please visit 
www.sonomavalleygroundwater.org. 

Type of vote required 
None, information only. 

Fiscal Information 
No fiscal impact. 

Staff Recommendation 
None. 

List of Attachments 
None. 

Contact  
Ann DuBay, Administrator, 707-524-8378, ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov 
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Agenda Item: 7A 
Meeting Date: March 23, 2020 

1 

Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency 
Action Item 

TO: Board of Directors 
FROM: Ann DuBay, Administrator 
SUBJECT: Fiscal Year 2019-2020 Budget 

Summary: The JPA for the Agency (Section 10.06) requires the Board adopt, by a date no later 
than sixty (60) days before the end of each Fiscal Year, a budget for the Agency for the ensuing 
Fiscal Year. 

Background 
The JPA for the Agency (Section 10.06 – Budget) requires the Board adopt, by a date no later 
than sixty (60) days before the end of each Fiscal Year, a budget for the Agency for the ensuing 
Fiscal Year.  

The JPA (Section 10.07 – Payments to the Agency) notes that costs of the Agency will be borne 
by assessments to member agencies, which require a unanimous approval (Section 7.07). 
Further, at its August 2018 meeting, the Board approved a methodology for member agency 
contributions for Fiscal Years 2019-2020 through FY 2021-22, as follows: 

1. North Bay Water District and Sonoma Resource Conservation District each provide
$10,000 annually;

2. The City of Sonoma and Valley of the Moon Water District each provide $25,000
annually;

3. Sonoma Water provides $125,000 annually; and
4. The County of Sonoma covers the remaining Agency costs (with a minimum contribution

of $25,000).
5. If Agency costs decrease from the projected budget, the County and Sonoma Water

contributions would decrease proportionally until they hit $25,000.
6. The amount of member agency contributions would be discussed as part of the annual

budget process and would require a unanimous vote of all member agencies.

Fiscal Year 2020-21 Proposed Draft Budget 
A five-year budget projection that staff developed when the GSA was formed, anticipated the 
largest expenditures would occur in fiscal year 2020-21, as work on the Groundwater 
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Meeting Date: March 23, 2020 

2 

Sustainability Plan is in full swing. This projection appears to be accurate. Staff anticipates that 
2020-21 spending will be $727,600, a 14% increase from the fiscal year. 

Expenditures:  The largest expense is associated with development of the Groundwater 
Sustainability Plan (including technical support, monitoring, facilitation and outreach) which 
totals $440,000 or 61% of total expenditures. About 85% of the GSP work will be covered by 
Proposition 1 grant funding. The second largest expenditure category includes administration, 
accounting/audits and grant administration (19%). Staff also proposes the following budget 
additions, which would require future Board discussion and action before funds could be spent: 

• $40,000 to implement a proposed well registration program; and
• $50,000 to initiate a new rate/fee study, in order to prepare for July 1, 2022, when it is

anticipated that the GSA will become self-funded.

The largest line items are consulting services ($395,000) plus in-kind services (Sonoma Water’s 
services that are offered in-lieu of a cash contribution, $125,000). Consulting services 
breakdown as follows: 

SERVICE BUDGETED 
Grant Administration $30,000 
Facilitation (Advisory Committee & workshops) $40,000 
Rate/Fee Study $50,000 
Monitoring $50,000 
Community Engagement $60,000 
Technical Services $290,000 

Revenues:  The $882,526 in revenues would be derived from the Proposition 1 grant (an 
estimated $387,500), member agency contributions ($110,000), Sonoma Water in-kind 
contributions ($125,000) and funds carried forward from prior fiscal years (estimated to be 
approximately $260,026). If approved by the Board, member agency contributions would be as 
follows: 

Agency FY 2020-21 Contribution 
North Bay Water District $10,000 
Sonoma Resource Conservation District $10,000 
Valley of the Moon Water District $25,000 
City of Sonoma $25,000 
County of Sonoma $40,000 
Sonoma Water (in-kind) $125,000 
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Reserves: The proposed budget would result in approximately $155,000 in unspent reserves. 
This is above the March 25, 2019 adopted policy which sets a goal of reserves equal to two 
months of operating expenses – or $100,250 for FY 2020-21. 

Sonoma Valley GSA Fiscal Year 2020-21 Proposed Budget 
FY 2019-20 FY 2020-21

Account Description Final Budget Proposed Budget
Actual/Estimated carry forward (cumulative) $426,426 $260,026
State Grant Revenue 308,000                  387,500
County of Sonoma 25,000 40,000
City of Sonoma 25,000 25,000
Special Districts 45,000 45,000
  Total Intergovernmental Revenues $829,426 $757,526
In-Kind Member Fees (Sonoma Water) 64,000 125,000
  Total Miscellaneous Revenues $64,000 $125,000
Grand Total Revenues $893,426 $882,526

Insurance - Liability 2,500 2,500
Administration Services 80,000 100,000
Accounting/Auditing Services 5,000 6,600
Client  Accounting Services 3,000 4,000
Legal Services 45,000 45,000
Consulting Services 396,000                  395,000
Permits/License/Fees (well registration) 30,000 40,000
In-kind services (Sonoma Water) 64,000 125,000
Rents and Leases - Bldg/Land 1,500 1,500
Training/Conference Expenses 2,000 1,000
County Services Chgs 1,500 1,500
        Subtotal Services $630,500 $722,100
Food 500 500
Memberships/Certifications (ACWA for JPIA) 900 4,000
Office Supplies/Postage 1,500 1,000
            Subtotal Supplies 2,900 5,500
  Total Services and Supplies $633,400 $727,600
Grand Total Expenditures $633,400 $727,600
Increase/(Decrease) to Fund Balance $260,026 $154,926
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4 

Impacts of Proposition 68 Grant: In November, the GSA submitted an application for a $1 million 
grant to the California Department of Water Resources (DWR) for a variety of tasks related to 
development of the Groundwater Sustainability Plan, including targeted outreach to rural 
residents; funding for data coordination and sharing and better well information from Permit 
Sonoma; deep monitoring wells; and a geophysical pilot study in the southern part of the basin. 

On March 13, the GSA was notified that its application is funded for the full amount. However, 
the funding will not be released until the 2021-22 fiscal year. GSA staff is communicating with 
DWR staff regarding this provision. Questions include whether the GSA can start the programs 
earlier and then be reimbursed for expenses in FY 2021-22 and whether the completion date of 
the proposed projects (currently Summer 2022) will be extended. 

Until the timing of the grant projects and funding are clarified, staff recommends the Board 
approve the budget in its current form. When there is more clarity around Proposition 68 grant 
funding and expenditures for FY 2020-21, staff will bring an adjusted budget back to the Board 
for consideration. 

Type of Vote Required 
• Two-thirds voted needed for budget approval.
• Unanimous vote of all member agencies needed for approval of member agency

contributions.

Fiscal Information 
Proposed Fiscal Year 2020-21 budget with expenditures of $727,600, revenues of $622,500 and 
carry-forward funds of $260,026. 

Staff Recommendation 
1. Approve the Fiscal Year 2020-21 Budget and Budget resolution.
2. Approve proposed member agency contributions.

List of Attachments 
1. Budget Summary and Approval Resolution
2. Member Agency Contributions schedule

Contact  
Ann DuBay, Administrator, 707-524-8378, ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov 
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(1)* Actual Beginning Fund Balance @7/01/20: $260,026

(2) Plus: Budgeted FY 2020-20 Revenues: 622,500
(total from attached worksheet)

(3) Less: Budgeted FY 2020-21 Expenditures: (727,600)
(total from attached worksheet)

(4)* Estimated Ending Fund Balance @6/30/21: $154,926

(5) Adopted Budget Approval Date:
(Please have your Board Members sign below or
 attach resolution confirming approval)

___________________________ ___________________________
Board Member Board Member

___________________________ ___________________________
Board Member Board Member

___________________________ ___________________________
Board Member Board Member

___________________________ ___________________________
Board Member Board Member

* If District Fund Balance is separated into multiple categories, each district
should keep records to identify how much beginning and ending fund balance
is available for each fund balance category and should work with their external
auditors to identify appropriate GASB 54 fund balance classifications.

FY 2020-21 Budget Summary
Sonoma Valley GSA

76451
71110100

March  23, 2020
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Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency
76451

71110100

Account Account Description

42360 State Grant Revenue 387,500
42441 Federal FEMA Disaster Funding
42461 Federal Other Funding
42601 County of Sonoma 40,000
42618 City of Sonoma 25,000
42627 Special Districts 45,000

42000   Total Intergovernmental Revenues 497,500

46029 In-Kind Member Fees (Sonoma Water) 125,000
46000   Total Miscellaneous Revenues 125,000

Grand Total Revenues 622,500

51041 Insurance - Liability 2,500
51201 Administration Services 100,000
51206 Accounting/Auditing Services 6,600
51207 Client  Accounting Services 4,000
51211 Legal Services 45,000
51226 Consulting Services 395,000
51244 Permits/License/Fees (well registration) 40,000
51249 In-kind services (Sonoma Water) 125,000
51421 Rents and Leases - Bldg/Land 1,500
51601 Training/Conference Expenses 1,000
51916 County Services Chgs 1,500

        Subtotal Services 722,100
52031 Food 500
52091 Memberships (ACWA for JPIA) 4,000
52111 Office Supplies 500

52114 Freight/Postage 500
            Subtotal Supplies 5,500

51000   Total Services and Supplies 727,600

Grand Total Expenditures 727,600

Increase/(Decrease) to Fund Balance (105,100)

FY 2020-21
Draft

Budget
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2020-21 Member Agency Contributions

AGENCY
TOTAL 

CONTRIBUTION
First Invoice 
Due 9/15/20

Second Invoice 
Due 11/30/20

Third Invoice 
Due 3/30/21

North Bay Water District 10,000$               3,334$             3,333$                 3,333$              
Sonoma Resource Conservation District 10,000$               3,334$             3,333$                 3,333$              
City of Sonoma 25,000$               8,334$             8,333$                 8,333$              
Valley of the Moon Water District 25,000$               8,334$             8,333$                 8,333$              
County of Sonoma 40,000$               40,000$          
Sonoma Water (In-Kind Services) 125,000$            
TOTAL 235,000$            63,336$          23,332$               23,332$           
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Agenda Item: 8 
Meeting Date: March 23, 2020 

Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency 
Information Item 

TO: Board of Directors 
FROM: Ann DuBay, Administrator 
SUBJECT: Administrator Report 

Summary: The purpose of this item is to provide updates on any major developments or 
milestones since the last Board Meeting, and any significant upcoming activities. All of the 
items reported are carried out in coordination with Member Agency staff and with other 
Sonoma County Groundwater Sustainability Agencies.  

Background  
February and March activities: 

• Staffed and helped coordinate February and March Advisory Committee meetings;
• With technical staff and staff from other basins, continued refining process for

Sustainable Management Criteria discussions and decision making;
• Worked with outreach staff on Monthly Updates and website updates;
• Participated in Santa Rosa Plain groundwater user registration program meetings,

focusing on database refinements and development of a web-based registration form
(paper forms will also be available);

• Worked on 2020-21 budget;
• Attended Groundwater Resource Association of California meeting on well owner

outreach and the 2020 legislative symposium; and
• Developed a draft Request for Proposals for rural well owner engagement program

(pending Proposition 68 grant).

Upcoming activity highlights: 

• Work with outreach and technical staff on spring community workshop on Groundwater
Sustainability Plan;

• Continue work on groundwater registration program; and
• Discussions with California Department of Water Resources regarding Proposition 68

grant.

Staff Recommendation 
Information only.  
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Fiscal Information 
None. 
 
Contact  
Ann DuBay, Administrator, 707-524-8378, ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov 
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