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Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency
Board Meeting Agenda
September 27, 2021 | 4:00 p.m.

PENDING PASSAGE OF RESOLUTION 003-2021, ITEM 2 ON THE AGENDA, THIS MEETING WILL BE
HELD VIRTUALLY VIA REMOTE CONFERENCING SERVICE — NO PHYSICAL MEETING LOCATION

This meeting will be held via Zoom
https://scwa-ca-gov.zoom.us/j/96441789806?pwd=dG5mL3VHekJtcnZ4Z0o3RUtBUzVtZz09
Meeting ID: 964 4178 9806 | Passcode: 722795
+1 669 900 9128
1. Call to Order and Roll Call
2. Consider Emergency Resolution 003-2021
3. Public comment on matters not listed on the agenda but within the subject matter jurisdiction
of the Board
4. Consent Calendar
a. Approve Minutes of July 26, 2021
b. Approve Year-to-Date Financial Report
c. Approve Year-to-Date Member Agency Contributions
5. Directors/Subcommittee Report
a. Rural Community Engagement Program
b. Rate-Fee Study
6. Advisory Committee Report
7. Action Items:
a. Multi-Level Groundwater Monitoring Wells: Notice of Exemption under the California
Environmental Quality Act
8. Information Items:
a. Rate-Fee Study: Meet consultants and discussion of schedule and process
b. Groundwater Sustainability Plan: Sonoma Water staff will give an update on the GSP,
discuss comments made by the Advisory Committee and other reviewers on working
draft, and discuss public release and schedule
c. Drought Update: Sonoma Water staff will provide a brief update on water supply
conditions
This agenda posted this 21 day of September 2021
Secretary/Clerk of the Board
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9. Legal Counsel, Plan Manager and Administrator Report
10. Adjournment
Member Agency

Directors

Alternates

City of Sonoma

Jack Ding

Kelso Barnett

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

Steve Rogers

Gary Bryant

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: 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. Any documents provided at the meeting by staff will
also be available to the public. The agenda and meeting packet materials are 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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Agenda Item: 2
Meeting Date: September 27, 2021

Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency
Action Item

TO:
Board of Directors
FROM:
Ann DuBay, Administrator
SUBJECT:
Emergency Resolution to Meet Virtually
____________________________________________________________________________________

Summary: On September 18, Governor Gavin Newsom rescinded emergency orders that allowed for

remote public meetings. Newly enacted legislation allows for remote public meetings and requires the
legislative body to enact a resolution to suspend certain provisions of the Ralph M. Brown Act.
_____________________________________________________________________________________

Background

Starting in March 2020, California Governor Gavin Newsom issued a series of Executive Orders aimed at
containing the novel coronavirus. These Executive Orders (N-25-20, N-29-20, N-35-20) modified certain
requirements created by the Ralph M. Brown Act (Brown Act), the state’s local agency public meetings
law.
In essence, the modifications allowed public bodies to meet via teleconferencing or otherwise
electronically without the burden of:
1. Providing the physical address where each public official would be located during the meeting;
2. Posting the meeting agenda where each public official would be physically located; and
3. Providing a physical location for members of the public to attend the meeting.
Other key requirements of the Brown Act continued to apply, including noticing, and posting agendas
and meeting materials, providing access to all meetings by telephone or through other electronic
means, and allowing members of the public the opportunity to comment.
The executive orders were slated to expire on September 30, 2021. However, legislation sponsored by
the California Special District Association (CSDA), AB 361, was signed by the Governor on September 16,
2021. This legislation allows remote meetings to continue without having to comply with requirements
1-3 listed above. The legislation requires that legislative bodies must pass a resolution every 30 days to
continue meeting remotely.

Current Situation

Back in July, staff began preparing a transition plan, with the hopes of returning to in-person Board and
Advisory Committee meetings in September. However, the Delta variant of COVID-19 and other factors
resulted in a spike in local COVID-19 cases, with August being the second deadliest month for Sonoma
County this year. Like many other local legislative bodies, the GSA decided to continue meeting remotely
through September and possibly transitioning to in-person meetings in October – or later, depending on
the local health conditions.
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The GSA doesn’t have a physical meeting location identified for the September 27 meeting. Attachment
A (Resolution 003-2021) would allow the September 27 Board meeting to take place electronically. It
would also allow the October 12 Community Meeting to take place remotely. (While the community
meeting is not an official Board or Advisory Committee meeting, it would be subject to the requirements
of the Brown Act if a quorum of Board and/or Advisory Committee members attend.)
The GSA ensures that the meetings are publicly accessible by providing a Zoom link, a telephone line,
and the contact information of the Administrator on posted agendas so that requests for additional
accommodations can be met as needed.

Staff Recommendation

1. Approve Resolution 003-2021 which would allow the September 27 meeting to occur remotely.
2. Consider whether the Board would prefer to meet remotely or in person for the next Board
meeting on October 25. If the Board chooses to meet in person in October, the social distancing
recommendations, or requirements from the Sonoma County Public Health Department in place
at that time will apply to the meeting.

Fiscal Information

Minor fiscal impact. Meeting remotely reduces meeting costs by approximately $300 per meeting.

Vote Required
Majority.

List of Attachments

1. Resolution 003-2021

Contact

Ann DuBay, Administrator, 707-524-8378, ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov
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RESOLUTION NO.: 003-2021
Dated: September 27, 2021
RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE SONOMA VALLEY
GROUNDWATER SUSTAINABILITY AGENCY PROCLAIMING A LOCAL EMERGENCY,
RATIFYING THE PROCLAMATION OF A STATE OF EMERGENCY BY EXECUTIVE ORDER N25-20, MARCH 4, 2020 AND AUTHORIZING REMOTE TELECONFERENCE MEETINGS OF
THE LEGISLATIVE BODIES OF THE SONOMA VALLEY GROUNDWATER SUSTAINABILITY
AGENCY FOR THE PERIOD SEPTEMBER 27, 2021 THROUGH OCTOBER 26, 2021
PURSUANT TO BROWN ACT PROVISIONS.
WHEREAS, the Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency (SVGSA) is
committed to preserving and nurturing public access and participation in meetings of the Board
of Directors; and
WHEREAS, all meetings of SVGSA’s Board and Advisory Committee are open and
public, as required by the Ralph M. Brown Act (Cal. Gov. Code 54950 – 54963), so that any
member of the public may attend, participate, and watch the District’s Board and Advisory
Committee conduct their business; and
WHEREAS, the Brown Act, Government Code section 54953(e), makes provisions
for remote teleconferencing participation in meetings by members of a legislative body,
without compliance with the requirements of Government Code section 54953(b)(3), subject to
the existence of certain conditions; and
WHEREAS, a required condition is that a state of emergency is declared by the
Governor pursuant to Government Code section 8625, proclaiming the existence of conditions
of disaster or of extreme peril to the safety of persons and property within the state caused by
conditions as described in Government Code section 8558; and
WHEREAS, a proclamation is made when there is an actual incident, threat of
disaster, or extreme peril to the safety of persons and property within the jurisdictions that are
within the District’s boundaries, caused by natural, technological, or human-caused disasters;
and
WHEREAS, it is further required that state or local officials have imposed or
recommended measures to promote social distancing, or, the legislative body meeting in
person would present imminent risks to the health and safety of attendees; and
WHEREAS, such conditions now exist in the District, specifically, a state of
emergency exists in California as a result of the threat of COVID-19 and subsequent variants;
and
1
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WHEREAS, the Sonoma County Public Health Officer’s Order C19-25 requires
mandatory face coverings be worn indoors, and public health guidelines recommend
maintaining 3-6 feet between individuals and recommend that people in congregate settings
are either vaccinated or show proof of a negative COVID test taken within 72 hours of
congregating; and
WHEREAS, the Board of Directors does hereby find that COVID-19 exposure has
caused, and will continue to cause, conditions of peril to the safety of persons within the
District that are likely to be beyond the control of services, personnel, equipment, and facilities
of the District, and desires to proclaim a local emergency and ratify the proclamation of state of
emergency by the Governor of the State of California; and
WHEREAS, as a consequence of the local emergency, the Board of Directors does
hereby find that the legislative bodies of SVGSA shall conduct their meetings without
compliance with paragraph (3) of subdivision (b) of Government Code section 54953, as
authorized by subdivision (e) of section 54953, and that such legislative bodies shall comply
with the requirements to provide the public with access to the meetings as prescribed in
paragraph (2) of subdivision (e) of section 54953; and
WHEREAS, SVGSA makes all agendas and materials available online, and provides
free access to meetings via telephone or Zoom, and persons requiring additional assistance to
access meetings may contact the Administrator to request reasonable accommodations.
NOW, THEREFORE, THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF SVGSA DOES HEREBY RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1. Recitals. The Recitals set forth above are true and correct and are
incorporated into this Resolution by this reference.
Section 2. Proclamation of Local Emergency. The Board hereby proclaims that a
local emergency now exists throughout the District, and
Section 3. Ratification of Governor’s Proclamation of a State of Emergency. The Board hereby
ratifies the Governor of the State of California’s Proclamation of State of Emergency, effective
as of its issuance date of March 4, 2020
Section 4. Remote Teleconference Meetings. The Administrator and legislative bodies of SVGSA
are hereby authorized and directed to take all actions necessary to carry out the intent and
purpose of this Resolution including, conducting open and public meetings in accordance with
Government Code section 54953(e) and other applicable provisions of the Brown Act.
Section 5. Effective Date of Resolution. This Resolution shall take effect immediately
upon its adoption and shall be effective until the earlier of (i) October 26, 2021, or such time as
the Board of Directors adopts a subsequent resolution in accordance with Government Code
2
Page 6 of 39

Agenda Item: 2, Attachment
Meeting Date: September 27, 2021

section 54953(e)(3) to extend the time during which the legislative bodies of SVGSA may
continue to teleconference without compliance with paragraph (3) of subdivision (b) of section
54953.
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Directors of Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability
Agency, this 27 day of September 2021, by the following vote:
MEMBERS:
J. Ding ____ S. Gorin ____ V. Mulas ____ D. Rabbitt ____ S. Rogers ____ M. Sangiacomo ____

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

SO ORDERED
The within instrument is a correct copy of the original on file with this office.

ATTEST:

DATE: September 27, 2021

Ann DuBay

Clerk of the Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency
of the State of California in and for the County of Sonoma
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Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency
Board Meeting
Regular Meeting Minutes – DRAFT
Date: July 26, 2021, 4:00 p.m.
http://sonomavalleygroundwater.org/

1. Call to Order and Roll Call

Chair Gorin, called the meeting to order at 4:01 p.m. She asked Ann DuBay, Administrator, to
conduct roll call. Directors Gorin, Mulas, Rogers, and Sangiacomo were present. Also, in
attendance; Jay Jasperse, Plan Manager; Marcus Trotta, Technical Staff; Andy Rich, Technical
Consultant; Andrea Rodriguez, Outreach Staff; Simone Peters, Administrative Aide (recording
minutes); Holly Roberson, Legal Counsel; Jerry Bradshaw, Arcelia Herrera and Valerie Flores all from
SCI Consulting; Fred Allebach, Sonoma Valley Advisory Committee Chairman; Tim Parker, Parker
Groundwater.

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

3. Consent Calendar

A. Minutes, June 28, 2021
B. Year-to-date Financial Report
C. Year-to-date Member Agency Contributions

No public comment.
Director Rogers moved to approve the Consent Calendar as presented, Director Mulas seconded.
Motion passed unanimously 4-0-2. (Directors Ding and Rabbitt were absent).
Roll call Vote:
Director Ding – absent
Director Gorin – aye
Director Mulas – aye
Director Rabbitt – absent
Director Rogers – aye
Director Sangiacomo – aye

07.26.21 SV GSA Board Mtg Draft Minutes
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4. Directors/Subcommittee Report
a. Rural Community Engagement Program
Director Sangiacomo said there will be a presentation by SCI Consulting later today in the meeting.
b. Rate-Fee Study
Director Gorin confirmed that staff is in conversations with SCI consulting group and Larry Walker
Associates on the scope, schedule, and budget. A full report will be available at the next Board
meeting.
No public comment.

5. Advisory Committee Report

Fred Allebach – There seems to be sentiment among the Advisory Committee members to hold an
August meeting to get verbal narrative of the Groundwater Sustainability Plan and to discuss
recommendations; we think this would be helpful for the Board. Hopefully, we will have an August
meeting.
Questions/Comments
Director Gorin [To Ann DuBay/Jay Jasperse] – I assume you will be able to accommodate the
request?
DuBay – We are planning to hold an August Advisory Committee meeting. An Outlook request
will be sent out in the next day or two.
No public comment.

6. Action Items
a. Multi-level Groundwater Monitoring Wells
i. Consider approval of resolution authorizing Administrator to execute easements
with property owners
The GSA received a $1 million grant from California’s Department of Water Resources (Proposition
68). One of the grant components is the planning, design, and installation of four multi-level
groundwater monitoring wells drilled to up to 500 feet in areas identified as data gaps. The well
planning, environmental analysis, design, construction, and completion is being conducted by
Sonoma Water and its subcontractors. The wells will be owned, monitored, and maintained by the
GSA.
Ann DuBay said staff has been in discussions with the property owners regarding well installation
and ongoing monitoring. The property owners are willing to sign easements with the GSA for (1)
construction, (2) the wells and (3) ongoing access to the wells for maintenance and monitoring.

07.26.21 SV GSA Board Mtg Draft Minutes
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Because of the tight timing, staff recommends that the Administrator be authorized to sign the
easements so they will be in place when the drilling contract is awarded.
Questions/Comments
Director Gorin – The County has several easements on Arnold Drive and elsewhere. In years like this
it makes me nervous because I see the tall grasses on the easements. Presumably the County holds
the land. We have the easement and the activity. Who is going to take charge of the grounds’
vegetation maintenance?
Roberson – I believe I wrote into one of the draft easements that the property owner could still
do vegetation management.
Trotta – It is my recollection as well.
Director Gorin – There is a difference between could and will or shall.
Trotta - My recollection is that we did leave it in the drafts that the property owner would
continue to maintain the vegetation because these events are going to be small areas over what
are sometimes larger plots of the parcel.
Director Gorin – I hope you will contact me or Transportation Public Works to request a crew to
cut down the lawn on an annual basis.
Roberson – I will double check the easement language that the vegetation management is the
responsibility of the property owner.
Director Gorin – Great, we don’t want the vegetation growing around the easements.
Director Rogers – Can you use an active well as a monitoring well?
Trotta – They are not always ideal, but we do have a voluntary monitoring program here in
Sonoma Valley. The wells can be very useful to look at spatial trends throughout the basin. We
need to make sure that we have a good understanding of how the wells are constructed and
know what aquifer we're getting the information from. Also, when we go out to collect the data,
we need to make sure that the well has not been pumping recently so the measurements we
get are reflective of the static groundwater level measurements. They can be very useful, and in
some cases, less expensive.
Director Gorin – We are approving drilling monitoring wells and I assume it is in the budget. What is
the average cost of each of the wells?
DuBay – About $125,0000. It includes the design, construction, installation and finishing of the
wells.
Trotta – I think $120,000 to $200.000 is the approximate cost. They are all covered by the Prop
68 Grant that the GSA received.
Public Comment
Fred Allebach (chat) – $125-$200,000 per well or for all four?
DuBay (chat) – Per well.
Trotta (chat) – Each well will be completed to depths of up to 500 feet with 2 to 3 individual
casings at each well location to monitor both the shallow and deeper aquifers.

07.26.21 SV GSA Board Mtg Draft Minutes
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Allebach – I am curious about the County yard. Does anyone have a map that shows the line of the
Eastside fault? I am not exactly sure where the Eastside fault is. It seems to run right under City Hall.
Trotta – I can send out a map. I believe that well at the corporate yard and the one further south
near Burndale Road are both east of the Eastside Fault.
Director Rogers moved to approve a resolution authorizing the Administrator to execute easements
with property owners, Director Mulas seconded. Motion passed unanimously 4-0-0. (Directors Ding
and Rabbitt were absent).
Roll call Vote:
Director Ding – absent
Director Mulas – aye
Director Rabbitt – aye
Director Rogers – absent
Director Sangiacomo – aye
Chair Gorin – aye

7. Information Items:

a. Groundwater Sustainability Plan: Sonoma Water staff will give an update on the GSP,
and discuss Implementation Plan and budget

The Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) is due January 31, 2022. Jay Jasperse provided an
informational update on the Groundwater Sustainability Plan including schedule, Projects and
Management Actions scenarios, and an introduction to the GSP Implementation Plan.
Jay Jasperse reported that the schedule has slipped a little; SMC Sections 4 and 5, were/will be
available for review in July rather than June. Sections 6 and 7 will be combined for Advisory
Committee review with the complete compiled document in August. A public 30-day review is
expected in October and adopting and filing the GSP is still foreseen for December (no change from
original schedule). That will give us time to do the filing in January. There will be an August 10
Advisory Committee meeting to have a bigger picture discussion on the narrative of the overall Plan.
There is a tentative August 23 Board meeting and scheduled September meetings for both the
Advisory Committee and the Board.
Marcus Trotta provided a status update on Projects and Management Actions.
Jay Jasperse kicked off the Implementation Plan topic with an overview of the contents and Marcus
Trotta provided details on the components.
1.
2.
3.
4.

GSA Administration
Communication and Engagement
Routine Monitoring, Data Evaluation and Annual Reporting
Addressing Data Gaps

07.26.21 SV GSA Board Mtg Draft Minutes
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5.
6.
7.
8.

Maintaining, Updating and Improvements to Model
Refining, Study and Implementation of Potential Projects and Actions
Five-Year Update to GSP
Five-Year Budget, Schedule, and Funding Strategy

Jay Jasperse provided preliminary mid-range five-year budget estimates for each of the components
and closed his presentation with a list of next steps:
•
•
•
•

Prioritize activities and recommended studies
Further develop descriptions of activities
Develop cost estimates and funding strategy
Refine implementation schedule

Questions/Comments
Director Gorin [To the Board] – Do any Board members have plans for a longer vacation in the fall?
I am trying to anticipate because our meeting frequency is ramping up.
Director Mulas – I am hopeful to get away between now and the August meeting. I will also be
away in September for some medical issues.
Director Sangiacomo – I will be working around harvest so I will be here.
Director Rogers – For right now, I will be here.
Director Gorin – I will be away the 2nd week of August but otherwise will be here through
December. [To Ann] – Could you send an email to the Board noting the GSP meeting schedule.
Director Rogers – Will meetings be hybrid from September onwards? It makes a big difference
for a lot of my travel.
Director Gorin – It is my understanding that the governor’s order extends to September 30. I
wouldn’t be surprised if it is extended given the rise in COVID again.
Roberson – We will continue to monitor and let you know if the September 30 deadline will be
extended.
DuBay – The plan for now is to meet in person starting in October in the Valley of the Moon
Boardroom.
Director Gorin – The actions you describe presumably will lead us to sustainability. What happens if
we don’t achieve sustainability?
Trotta – That is something we will be tracking as we go. That is why SGMA was set up to be an
adaptive management program. We do have required annual reports and five-year updates. We
are also proposing updating the model to better assess the projects and actions as we go.
Jasperse – Ultimately, if we have Undesirable Results and are not sustainable, the State Board
will intervene.
Director Rogers – The 8th Street East well, is it close to a water distribution line? 8th street East
would like municipal water. If the piping would be put in, it could save a lot of water in the aquifer.

07.26.21 SV GSA Board Mtg Draft Minutes
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Trotta – The Carriger Road ASR well is near the golf course and Valley of the Moon has a line
going down in that area. On the 8th Street East and scenarios east of Eastside fault, they aren’t
near existing infrastructure. That is why they are included as Group 2 b projects.
Director Rogers – We had person from 8th Street East ask us to supply water there, but it is too
far for us and the City of Sonoma didn’t want to.
Trotta – We are looking at recycled water expansion in that area as well. Our initial modeling
was showing that ASR may be challenging in that area east of the Eastside fault, because of the
geologic formations.
Director Gorin – The county has had multiple conversations with property owners along 8th
Street East about that. To provide municipal water, in an unincorporated area, it would need to
have approval to extend utilities out to that unincorporated area and it's not going to be easy to
do.
Director Rogers – We could operate outside our area if we could get a pipe there.
Director Mulas – Is Arroyo Seco near 8th Street East?
Trotta – What we simulated is a little northeast of the corridor and more focused on the alluvial
fan, closer to Castle Road area.
Director Mulas – When you are talking about reducing the flow of the Baylands, injecting surface
water, will that keep the Baylands at bay?
Trotta – Stabilizing water north of the Baylands area helps reduce any potential brackish inflow
into the area.
Director Gorin – I know this whole series of information points generated conversation in Petaluma
Valley regarding the efficacy of expending this much money to implement some projects that may
or may not be needed. Sonoma Valley is a little different, we know we have declining groundwater.
There are some big price tags here and it makes me nervous.
Director Rogers – It makes me very nervous. I wonder if you can soften the blow for our
constituents by having plans that trigger no excess wells or cutting down on some of the water that
is used. What are the alternatives? I think it deserves alternatives. If you don’t have the money, and
you don’t have the money for the projects and need to self-sustain it, how do you it? One of the
ways is that you stop wells.
Jasperse – One of the projects we have is policy options. There are capital projects on one end
and regulatory ones on the other. The capital costs will be financed over 30 years.
Director Mulas – If you start talking about restricting future wells in rural areas, how do you get
them water? Would there be a project that would allow more hook-ups? I am trying to protect
people that are in an area that doesn’t have any other source of water.
Director Rogers – If you have an aquifer going bad and you need to stop putting in wells and put
in a pipeline, it might be cheaper to have pipelines rather than more wells.
Director Mulas – I want to express my concerns for people that don’t have access to city water,
protecting property values, etc.

07.26.21 SV GSA Board Mtg Draft Minutes
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Director Gorin – That speaks to equity issues. Our county is known throughout the state as
having a very high number of wells – rural residential, ag, and even urban. At some point, each
property owner will have to make some hard choices. I don’t think we can continue to permit
wells for the foreseeable future as we are doing now. Sonoma County is being sued by a
consortium of public individuals and organizations about wells in the Russian River area. The
Board is involved in that discussion; there are groups out there starting to say “enough”.
Director Gorin – We haven't really talked about technology and how we could help farmers
adopt technology, if they are not adopting technology already. I think we could be doing more
on water conservation to spread the water we have available now.
Director Rogers – Valley of the Moon has a permit in place for a 70-unit apartment
subdivision and there is talk about imposing certain requirements on them to save water,
such as gray water recovery, etc. I am opposed to that because there should be a uniform
approach throughout the county. The GSA’s, Sonoma Water, and Permit Sonoma need to be
at the forefront of requiring things like this. It is incumbent upon us to start looking at this.
Director Gorin – Especially in the drought years, we are butting up against our finite water
supplies. New homes use much less water than older homes. I don’t know where the urban
providers are with some of the conservation strategies but it all should be part of the
Groundwater Sustainability Agencies’ GSP.
Public Comment
Allebach (chat) – 8th East, major tensions with city UGB and sphere.
Allebach – I forgot to mention in my Advisory Committee report that Ann DuBay had arranged a
meeting with the Sanitation District and Sonoma Water staff, about the Cargill salt ponds and
possible recycled water sources. As a result of that meeting, it came out that there could possibly be
600 acre-feet extra recycled water annually, but it would need to be stored so that ties into this 8th
Street East project. I think that would be a critical project.
Director Gorin – I think all of that is fair game for the Groundwater Sustainability Agency GSP.
b. Rural Community Engagement: Update on focus group feedback, project timeline and
messaging.
Andrea Rodriguez shared the results from the Rural Community Engagement Program focus groups
that were conducted in late April/early May. The information provided by the survey and focus
groups is being used to develop an engagement campaign that will be deployed in August or
September.
Questions/Comments
Director Sangiacomo – There weren’t too many surprises in the focus group results. I look forward
to getting the final document.
Director Gorin – I think we all know the state of our valley. When will we have a firmer
understanding about attitudes?
Rodriguez – Soon.

07.26.21 SV GSA Board Mtg Draft Minutes

7

Page 14 of 39

Agenda Item: 4A
Meeting Date: September 27, 2021
Director Rogers – One thing in the SGA presentation bothers me, the question about political
affiliation. I suggest we don’t put things like that in a survey like this.
Rodriguez – I can get clarity from Michelle Struthers on how they got that information.
Director Gorin – It is a typical question from surveyors to understand where the attitudes might
be coming from.
Jerry Bradshaw – I don’t think this was asked, mentioned, or discussed in the focus groups. I
think it came from data we had on who the respondents were. We did want to make sure we
didn’t bias one way or the other.
Director Mulas – I agree with Director Rogers, I strongly disapprove of political affiliation with
this.
Public Comment
Fred Allebach – It said Sonoma Valley had six people, only six responded?
Rodriguez – This was the focus group, after everyone filled out the survey, they had an
opportunity to volunteer for a focus group. The consultant invited six people to create a
balanced group that was more conversational, it was really to tell the stories behind the survey.
Bradshaw – This is just to put some personal stories against the data that we already collected
during the survey phase.
Director Mulas – Given only six in the Sonoma Valley focus group, what kind of representation
was there? If I am to interpret what was presented, it appears as though there's a specific bias
against agriculture and agricultural use of water with maybe a lack of knowledge as to what
agriculture does to protect groundwater and contribute towards recharge. Did you have ag
representatives in the focus group?
Rodriguez – There was one agricultural representative, the others were rural residential with
one- to five- acre parcels.
DuBay – There were also a specific/dedicated agricultural focus group and one specific to
disadvantaged communities.
Bradshaw – I think it is good information to have when it seems people aren’t well informed.

8. Legal Counsel, Plan Manager and Administrator Report

Ann DuBay said that the Plan Manager and Administrator report are in the packet. She introduced
Holly Roberson, Legal Counsel, who gave a brief overview of the lawsuit of California Coastkeeper
Alliance versus Sonoma County. This is a repeat of the Scott River case, the issues are similar.
California Coastkeeper Alliance, an environmental nonprofit, is alleging that Permit Sonoma's well
permitting process does not adequately consider public trust resources impacts of well permitting,
including specifically the public trust of the Russian river, its tributaries, Coho salmon, and other
wildlife. The GSA does not need to do anything. We will continue to monitor the case and provide
you updates.
Director Gorin - So far, the County and the Board is not considering policy changes to the
permitting of wells. As I said before, water is finite so we may think about how we achieve
sustainability through the GSAs but also some alterations of policy.
No public comment.
07.26.21 SV GSA Board Mtg Draft Minutes
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9. Adjournment

Director Gorin thanked the Board members for attending and adjourned the meeting at 5:57p.m.
The next Board meeting is August 23 (tentative) and/or September 27, 2021 at 4:00 p.m.

07.26.21 SV GSA Board Mtg Draft Minutes
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Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency
Consent Calendar

TO:
FROM:
SUBJECT:

Board of Directors
Ann DuBay, Administrator
Fiscal Year 2021-22 Year-to-Date Budget and Member Agency Contributions

Summary: As of September 16, the Agency received no income for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2021
(member agency contributions including in-kind services and grant revenues) and received $9,559 in
invoiced expenses.

Background

This financial report covers the 2021-22 fiscal year. The Agency’s total final budget for FY 2021-22 includes
projected revenues of $974,350, and expenditures of $1,123,950.
Income: Budgeted member agency cash contributions total $115,000 plus in-kind contributions of
$125,000. To date, invoices totaling $101,668 have been issued to member agencies for cash contributions.
Invoices to California Department of Water Resources are invoiced quarterly, and no invoices have been
issued yet for the new fiscal year.
Expenses: As of July 20, 2021, the agency received invoices for services totaling $9,559.

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 2021-22
2. Member agency contributions, Year-to-Date, for Fiscal Year 2021-22

Contact

Ann DuBay, Administrator, 707-524-8378, ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov
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Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency
Account
42360
42601
42618
42627

42000

Account Description
State Grant Revenue (Proposition 1 and 68)
County of Sonoma
City of Sonoma
Special Districts
Total Intergovernmental Revenues

46029 In-Kind Member Fees (Sonoma Water)

46000

Total Miscellaneous Revenues

Grand Total Revenues

51041
51201
51206
51207
51211
51226
51244
51249
51421
51601
51916
52031
52091
52111
52117
52118
51000

FY 21-22
Final
Budget

FY 21-22
YTD
Budget

734,350
45,000
25,000
45,000
849,350

0

125,000
125,000

0

974,350

0

Insurance - Liability
Administration Services
Accounting/Auditing Services
Client Accounting Services (County)
Legal Services
Consulting Services
Permits/License/Fees (well registration)
In-kind services (Sonoma Water)
Rents and Leases - Bldg/Land
Training/Conferences
County Services Chgs
Subtotal Services
Food
Memberships (ACWA for JPIA)
Office Supplies
Mail and Postage Supplies
Printing and Binding Supplies
Subtotal Supplies
Total Services and Supplies

1,000

0

1,123,950

9,559

Grand Total Expenditures

1,123,950

9,559

Increase/(Decrease) to Fund Balance

4,000
90,000
6,600
10,000
80,000
774,350
30,000
125,000
1,500
0
1,500
1,122,950
500
0
0
500

(149,600)

9,559

9,559

(9,559)
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MEMBER AGENCY
County of Sonoma
City of Sonoma
Sonoma RCD
North Bay Water District
Sonoma County Water
Agency (in kind)
Valley of the Moon WD
TOTAL

First Invoice:
TOTAL
Due
Second Invoice:
CONTRIBUTION
10/15/21 Received Due 12/30/21
$
45,000 $
45,000
$
25,000 $
25,000
$
10,000 $
3,334
$
3,333

Third Invoice:
Received Due 3/30/22

$

3,333

$

10,000

$

3,334

$

3,333

$

3,333

$
$
$

125,000
25,000
240,000

$
$

25,000
101,668

$
$

6,666

$
$

6,666

Received
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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 in August and September:
•

Advisory Committee members reviewed and commented on the working draft Groundwater
Sustainability Plan (GSP).

•

The Advisory Committee continues to be updated by staff on GSA technical work and outreach
efforts.

•

At its August and September meetings, the Advisory Committee:
o

Held a section-by-section discussion of the GSP to date (August).

o

Reviewed the working draft GSP and provided comments on strengths and areas of
concern (September).

Feedback/ Action/Decisions

At the August meeting, the Advisory Committee provided the following input:
•

Expressed concerns regarding the perceived planning timeframe (too long) and implementation
timeframe (too slow).

•

Asked questions about proposed budget and spending plan.

•

Make more specific the purview of the GSP and its limitations, and the responsibilities of the GSA.

•

Make sure the plan – or at least the executive summary -- is understandable to the General
public; provide talking points to the Advisory Committee and Board.

•

Expressed concerns regarding the protections for interconnected surface water; other members
referred to the lack of data and the difficulty of drawing conclusions.

•

Expressed concerns that the projects and management actions might not be specific enough
regarding the two areas of chronic groundwater declines.

•

One member of the public expressed concern regarding the risks of climate change and imported
water reliability.
1
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At the September meeting:
• Staff reviewed the comments received on the working draft GSP. Five commenters provided
helpful feedback on multiple sections of the GSP.
o A few Advisory Committee members expressed the concerns that the projects and
management actions focus too heavily on supply-side enhancements and voluntary
conservation while not emphasizing mandatory conservation and regulatory pumping
curtailments. At least one commenter felt that the voluntary conservation estimates
from the Group 1 projects were overly optimistic.
o In response to these primary concerns, staff has been modifying Section 6 (Projects and
Management Actions) and Section 7 (Implementation Plan) to more clearly describe
potential benefits from Group 1 water supply projects and management actions (e.g.,
voluntary conservation). In addition, staff will strengthen the description of one of the
Group 1 projects regarding the assessment of the range of policy options available to the
GSA Board (including regulatory management actions). Staff will also clarify that this
comprehensive review of policy options for management actions will be initiated at
outset of GSP implementation. It is anticipated that the assessment of policy options will
be presented to the GSA Board for consideration approximately within the first year of
GSP implementation.
o Staff is also making several other less substantive revisions for the public review draft
based on Advisory Committee Comments.
•

Through a poll and comments, the Advisory Committee members in attendance (7- 8 of the 12
members attended – one member had to leave during the polling, and no agricultural
representatives were in attendance) provided feedback on the working draft GSP in a variety of
areas. Overall:
o They felt that, the GSP as a whole, needs minor modifications; (the Advisory Committee
members were asked to provide a 1-5 ranking of the GSP, with 1 being ‘needs major
modifications’, 2 being ‘needs minor modifications’, 3 being ‘ready for board review’, 4
being ‘meets GSA board needs and statutory requirements under SGMA, and 5 being
‘meets GSA board needs and significantly advances basin sustainability). The average
scores were 1.9. Three members felt the document needed major modifications; four
members felt it needed minor modifications; one member felt that it meets GSA Board
and statutory requirements.
o Using the same ranking as above, the Advisory Committee members in attendance felt
that as a starting point for sustainability, the GSP needs minor modifications.
o The GSP will raise concerns with stakeholders and the community (particularly around
potential fees and projects, but also regarding its ability to address drought).
o About 60% feel its implementable.
o Nearly all agreed that the GSP is supported by the underlying science.
o There was unanimous agreement that the SMCs are ready for Board/public review.

A member of the public who has attended multiple Advisory Committee meetings recommended that the
GSP executive summary should answer the following questions: (1) What do future projections mean for
available water supplies (surface and groundwater)? (2) What is the basin’s sustainable yield now and in
the future; and (3) Will pumping restrictions be needed?
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Several Advisory Committee members expressed support for addressing these framing questions in the
executive summary.

Next Steps/Meeting
o

The October Advisory Committee meeting is cancelled, and members are encouraged to
attend the October community meeting.

o

The next Advisory Committee meeting will take place on November 9. Advisory
Committee members will be polled again on the revised document that will be available
for review on October 1 – October 31.

Advisory Committee Meeting Packets

To view Advisory Committee meeting agendas and packets, 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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Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency
Action Item
TO:
FROM:
SUBJECT:

BOARD OF DIRECTORS
Ann DuBay, Administrator
Multi-Level Groundwater Monitoring Wells Notice of Exemption

Summary: Consider authorizing Administrator to file a CEQA Notice of Exemption for the Multi-Level

Groundwater Monitoring Well project.

Background

The GSA received a $1 million grant from California’s Department of Water Resources (DWR) through
the California Drought, Water, Parks, Climate, Coastal Protection, and Outdoor Access for All Act of 2018
(Proposition 68 Grant). One of the grant components is the planning, design and installation of up to
four multi-level groundwater monitoring wells drilled to up to 500 feet in areas identified as data gaps.
The specific focus is to provide monitoring data in areas with important features such as fault zones,
basin boundaries, Baylands, and/or proximity to areas of substantial groundwater pumping. To date,
staff has identified locations that:
•
•
•

Fill the highest-need data gaps
Are on land owned by public agencies, and
Have minimal environmental concerns.

The planned locations for the multi-level monitoring wells are described in Table 1.
Table 1: Planned Locations of Sonoma Valley Multi-Level Monitoring Wells
Well Location
Sonoma County Road
Maintenance Yard

Property Owner
County of Sonoma

Burndale Road at Herschel Road

In County road right-of-way

Highway 12 at Highway 121

In Caltrans road right-of-way

Arnold Drive at Felder Road

Sonoma Valley Fire District

Data Gap Addressed
Area of observed groundwaterlevel declines, in vicinity of
Eastside Fault.
Area of observed groundwaterlevel declines, in vicinity of
Eastside Fault.
Area of potential seawater
intrusion.
Area of substantial groundwater
pumping, observed
groundwater-level declines.
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The Multi-Level Groundwater Monitoring Well project was approved by the Board of Directors on
September 23, 2019 via Resolution No. SV-19-003, which authorized execution and implementation of
the Proposition 68 Grant Agreement with DWR. As outlined in the Third Amended and Restated
Agreement for Grant Application and Management Services, Outreach and Communication Services,
and Technical Services Related to Sustainable Groundwater Management Act, Sonoma Valley GSA
(dated April 26, 2021), the well planning, environmental analysis, design, construction and completion is
being conducted by Sonoma Water and its subcontractors. However, the wells will be owned,
monitored, and maintained by the GSA. The bidding process for selection of a well drilling contractor is
underway, and it is anticipated that a contract will be awarded in December 2021. Drilling is anticipated
to begin in February 2022. It is estimated that it will require up to six months to drill, construct and
complete the monitoring wells, and in order to meet the timeline of the grant, the wells must be
completed by August 31, 2022.

CEQA Notice of Exemption
Sonoma Water staff has conducted due diligence environmental review activities for the planned multilevel monitoring well sites. These activities included evaluation of biological resources, scenic resources,
historical resources, cultural resources, and potential hazardous waste sites. These evaluations included
review of appropriate databases and field surveys of all of the monitoring well sites. The cultural
resources evaluation included consultation with the Federated Indians of Graton Rancheria to facilitate
avoidance of potentially culturally sensitive areas.
In accordance with Title 14 California Code of Regulations, Chapter 3 Guidelines for Implementation of
the CEQA, Sections 15600 “Preliminary Review” and 15601 “Review of Exemption,” a preliminary review
and review of exemption of the proposed action was conducted and determined that 1) the activity is a
“project” for purposes of CEQA; 2) that the project is exempt pursuant to categorical exemptions: §
15306 Information Collection, and 3) that the categorical exemption is not barred by one of the
exceptions set forth in Section 15300.2.
The following finding is made in the Notice of Exemption:
The installation of multi-level deep monitoring wells would not result in any change in existing
environmental conditions. The project consists of data collection, research, and resource evaluation
activities that do not result in a serious or major disturbance to an environmental, historical, or scenic
resource. The project is part of a study that may result in a future project, which has not yet been
approved, funded, or adopted.

Staff Recommendation
Consider authorizing Administrator to file a CEQA Notice of Exemption for the Multi-Level Groundwater
Monitoring Well project.

Fiscal Information
None.

Vote Required
Two-thirds.
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List of Attachments
•
•

Notice of Exemption – Sonoma Valley GSA Multi-Level Monitoring Wells
Resolution authorizing Administrator to file a CEQA Notice of Exemption

Contact
Ann DuBay, Administrator, (707) 524-8378, ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov
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NOTICE OF EXEMPTION
TO: ☒ Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse
1400 Tenth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

FROM: Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability
Agency
C/O Sonoma County Water Agency
404 Aviation Blvd.
Santa Rosa, CA 95403

☒ County Clerk
County of Sonoma
585 Fiscal Drive, Room 103
Santa Rosa, CA 95403

Project Title: Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency’s Multi-Level Deep Monitoring Well Project
Project Location- Specific: Four locations within the Sonoma Valley located at 19722 8th St East, 21948 Burndale Rd,
22900 Broadway, and 1221 Felder Rd, Sonoma, Sonoma County, CA (Figure 1).
Project Location – City: Sonoma

Project Location – County: Sonoma

Description of Nature, Purpose and Beneficiaries of Project: In 2014, the State of California adopted the Sustainable
Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) to help manage its groundwater. According to SGMA, local Groundwater Sustainability
Agencies (GSAs) must be formed for all high and medium priority groundwater basins in the state. These GSAs must develop
and implement Groundwater Sustainability Plans (GSPs) for managing and using groundwater. A major component of each
GSP is the development of adequate groundwater monitoring networks to set a baseline for current groundwater levels and
determine the sustainable yield of the basin, as well as track the effectiveness of sustainable management criteria as
developed by the GSAs to meet the groundwater sustainability management goals in the GSPs.
The Sonoma Valley GSA received a $1 million grant from California’s Department of Water Resources through the California
Drought, Water, Parks, Climate, Coastal Protection, and Outdoor Access for All Act of 2018 (Proposition 68). One of the grant
components is the planning, design, and installation of up to four, multi-level groundwater monitoring wells drilled to depths
of up to 500 feet within the GSP area. The specific focus is to provide monitoring data in areas identified as groundwater data
gaps with important features such as fault zones, groundwater basin boundaries, Baylands, or proximity to areas of
substantial groundwater pumping.
The Proposed Project would improve the Sonoma Valley’s GSA’s monitoring networks through the installation of up to four,
multi-level monitoring wells within the Sonoma Valley Groundwater Basin. These wells would range from approximately 200
to 500 feet in depth and each well casing would have a diameter of 2.5 inches. The wells would be installed within boreholes
with a maximum diameter of 16 inches. The duration of construction for the entire Proposed Project is anticipated to be six to
eight months. The monitoring wells will provide groundwater information to support and implement long-term sustainable
groundwater planning and management and inform projects to help the GSP meet the sustainable groundwater management
goals of the Basin.

Name of Public Agency Approving Project: Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency
Name of Person or Agency Carrying Out Project: Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency
Exempt Status (check one):
☐ Ministerial (Sec. 21080(b)(1); 15268);
☐ Declared Emergency (Sec. 21080(b)(3); 15269(a));
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☒ Emergency Project (Sec.21080 (b)(4); 15269(b)(c));
☒ Categorical Exemption. State type and section number: CEQA Guidelines 15306: Information Collection
☐ Statutory Exemptions. State Code number:

Reasons why project is exempt: The installation of multi-level deep monitoring wells would not result in any change in
existing environmental conditions. The project consists of data collection, research, and resource evaluation activities that do
not result in a serious or major disturbance to an environmental, historical, or scenic resource. The project is part of a study
that may result in a future project, which has not yet been approved, funded, or adopted.
Lead Agency Contact Person:

Signature
☐ Signed by Lead Agency
☐ Signed by Applicant

Area Code/Telephone/Extension:
GSA Administrator
Title

Date

Date received for filing at OPR:

2
Page 27 of 39

Agenda Item: 7A, Attachment 2 – Resolution
Meeting Date, September 27, 2021

Resolution No.: 004-2021
Dated: September 27, 2021
RESOLUTION OF THE SONOMA VALLEY GROUNDWATER SUSTAINABILITY AGENCY
(“SVGSA”) AUTHORIZING THE ADMINISTRATOR TO FILE A CEQA NOTICE OF EXEMPTION
FOR THE MULTI-LEVEL GROUNDWATER MONITORING WELL PROJECT
WHEREAS, the Multi-Level Groundwater Monitoring Well Project (Project) will fill
important data gaps in the SVGSA’s groundwater monitoring networks; and
WHEREAS, The Project was approved by the Board of Directors on September
23, 2019 via Resolution No. SV-19-003, which authorized execution and implementation of the
Proposition 68 Grant Agreement with the California Department of Water Resources; and
WHEREAS, In accordance with Title 14 California Code of Regulations, Chapter 3
Guidelines for Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Sections
15600 “Preliminary Review” and 15601 “Review of Exemption,” a preliminary review and
review of exemption of the proposed action was conducted and determined that 1) the activity
is a “project” for purposes of CEQA; 2) that the project is exempt pursuant to categorical
exemption § 15306 Information Collection, and 3) that the categorical exemption is not barred
by one of the exceptions to the exemptions set forth in Section 15300.2; and
WHEREAS, The Project consists of data collection, research, and resource
evaluation activities that do not result in a serious or major disturbance to an environmental,
historical, or scenic resource.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Administrator of the SVGSA be
authorized to file a CEQA Notice of Exemption for the Multi-Level Groundwater Monitoring
Well project.
MEMBERS:
J. Ding ___ S. Gorin ___ V. Mulas ___ D. Rabbitt ___ S. Rogers ___ M. Sangiacomo ___

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:
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SO ORDERED
The within instrument is a correct copy of the original on file with this office.

ATTEST:

DATE: September 27, 2021

____________________________________________________
Ann DuBay

Clerk of the Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency
of the State of California in and for the County of Sonoma
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Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency
Information Item
TO:
FROM:
SUBJECT:

BOARD OF DIRECTORS
Ann DuBay, Administrator
Rate and Fee Study Update

Summary: Initial discussion of schedule and tasks with fee consultant SCI Associates.
Background

In August 2017, the Board authorized the Administrator to release a Request for Qualifications for fee
and rate study services, in cooperation with Petaluma Valley and Santa Rosa Plain GSAs. After a rigorous
Request for Qualifications (RFQ) review process, the selection team recommended the Board enter into
contract with Raftelis Financial Consultants, Inc. (Consultants). Rate study work began for the Sonoma
Valley GSA in December 2017. At the August 2018 Board meeting, the Board opted to end the study and
continue funding the GSA through member agency contributions. The final fee study was submitted in by
Consultants in December 2019 and can be found here.
The three Sonoma County GSAs issued a joint Request for Qualifications for a fee consultant in spring 2021. A
committee comprised of representatives from the three GSAs convened to review proposals and conduct
consultant interviews, including Director Jack Ding and Administrator Ann DuBay.
At its July meeting, the Board authorized the Administrator to sign a Professional Services agreement with
the preferred consultant team of SCI Associates and Larry Walker Associates (after consultation with the
Chair and Board Liaison).

Current Status

The consultant and staff from the three GSAs had several email exchanges and phone calls regarding
project scope, timeline, and budget. Due to some unforeseen delays on behalf of GSA staff, the contract
hasn’t been signed as of September 20 (but will likely be executed by the September 27 Board meeting).
In the meantime, LWA had been working with GSA staff and Permit Sonoma on building and refining the
database.
At the September meeting, SCI will provide a short overview of the project tasks, timeline and budget
and ask for Board feedback on areas of concern.

Fiscal Information
None.

Vote Required

Information only.
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List of Attachments
None.

Contact

Ann DuBay, Administrator, (707) 322-8185, ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov
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Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency
Information Item
TO:
FROM:
SUBJECT:

BOARD OF DIRECTORS
Jay Jasperse, Plan Manager, and Marcus Trotta, Technical Project Manager
Groundwater Sustainability Plan Update

Summary: The Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) is due January 31, 2022. This update provides an
overview of the preliminary Sustainable Management Criteria (SMC) developed for six sustainability
indicators as defined by the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act; a status update on scenario
modeling and evaluation of conceptual projects and actions needed to achieve or maintain
sustainability; and an introduction to the GSP implementation plan.

Background
The Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) requires Groundwater Sustainability Agencies
(GSAs) in high- and medium-priority basins to develop and submit Groundwater Sustainability Plans (GSPs)
to the California Department of Water Resources by January 31, 2022. GSPs are detailed road maps for
how groundwater basins will reach and maintain long-term sustainability.

Current Status of Groundwater Sustainability Plan
A working draft of the Sonoma Valley GSP was posted online for Board, Advisory Committee and member
agency staff comment in August. A total of five people commented on the working draft, and 24 groups
of comments (several people commented on multiple sections) were received on prior versions of
sections that were released in 2019-2021. The comments fall into four general categories:
1. Grammar, punctuation, and inconsistent references.
2. Suggested corrections and/or questions on statements/text/figures/layout.
3. Comments and/or questions regarding policies and conclusions.
4. Comments and/or questions on issues beyond the purview of the GSP.
Staff is currently making corrections and incorporating comments, as appropriate, for the Public Review
Draft which will be released on October 1. The bulk of the comments and revisions are in the Executive
Summary, and Sections 3-7. Table 1, below, provides a snapshot of the GSP organization and section
content. The Working Draft sections and figures can be viewed at
https://sonomavalleygroundwater.org/gsp/
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Table 1. GSP Organization

GSP Sections
Cover Page, Acknowledgements
Acronyms and Abbreviations
Table of Contents
Executive Summary
Section 1: Introduction
Section 2: Description of Plan Area
Section 3: Basin Setting
Section 4: Sustainable Management Criteria
Section 5: Monitoring Networks
Section 6: Projects and Management Actions
Section 7: Implementation Plan (including schedule and budgetary cost and estimates)
Section 8: References
Appendices
As indicated in Board Item 6 (Advisory Committee Report), the Advisory Committee met on September 14
to discuss the working draft GSP. Overall, the Advisory Committee feels that with minor modifications the
document is ready for public review, and that it is a starting point for groundwater sustainability. The
Advisory Committee unanimously feels that the Sustainable Management Criteria are ready for public
review and most members feel that the GSP is supported by underlying science.
Some of the Advisory Committee members expressed concerns that their respective stakeholder interest
groups may have: The environmental representative expressed concerns that the GSP is not strong enough
regarding the potential impacts of pumping on creeks and streams. The County of Sonoma’s representative
feels that the implementation plan should more explicitly specify regulatory tools that the GSA could
employ to curtain pumping to help address declining groundwater levels. The representative of rural
residents indicated concerns regarding future droughts and climate change. Agricultural representatives did
not attend the September meeting, due to the harvest.

GSP Next Steps and Process
In response to comments from Advisory Committee members, staff is modifying Section 6 (Projects
and Management Actions) and Section 7 (Implementation Plan) to more clearly describe potential
benefits from Group 1 water supply projects and management actions (e.g., voluntary conservation).
In addition, staff is strengthening the description of one of the Group 1 projects regarding the
assessment of the range of policy options available to the GSA Board (including regulatory
management actions). Staff is also clarifying that this comprehensive review of policy options for
management actions will be initiated at outset of GSP implementation. (It is anticipated that the
assessment of policy options will be presented to the GSA Board for consideration approximately
within the first year of GSP implementation.)
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Staff is also making several other less substantive revisions for the public review draft based on
Advisory Committee Comments.
These modifications will be included in the public draft that will be released on October 1, as
outlined in Table 2, below, which provides the timeline for and steps to file the GSP with DWR by the
January 31, 2022 deadline. The light orange indicates key Board meetings.
Table 2. GSP timeline and steps
Dates

Task/Process

Purpose

8/25
(completed)

Notice of Intent to file the GSP
issued to County and City of
Sonoma

To comply with SGMA regulation
requiring the GSA to issue an NOI to
cities and counties within the basin

10/1

GSP Public Draft released online.
Hard copy available at Sonoma
Regional Library. Public
comment period opens.

To provide General public an
opportunity to review and comment
on the GSP

10/12
5:30 p.m.

Sonoma Community Meeting,
virtual

To describe the GSP and comment
process in layperson terms and to give
the public an opportunity to ask
questions and provide comments

10/25

Sonoma GSA Board Meeting

To review highlights of the GSP with
the Board and for the Board to receive
public comments

4 p.m.
10/31

Public comment period closes

5 p.m.
11/2

Presentation to the Sonoma
County Board of Supervisors and
Sonoma Water Board of
Directors

To review highlights of the GSP and to
respond to questions and comments

11/9

Advisory Committee meeting.
Will discuss comments received
and get final input/feedback
from Advisory Committee

To see if there are any outstanding
comments received or issues from the
Advisory Committee before finalizing
the draft GSP that will be submitted to
DWR

11/29
4:00 p.m.

Sonoma GSA Board Public
Hearing and possible adoption
of the GSP

To formally present the final draft GSP
to the Board, and to receive any final
comments. Possible adoption of the
GSP.

December

File draft GSP with DWR

To comply with SGMA

Winter
2022

Within 20 days of receiving plan,
DWR posts the GSP for 75-day
public review and comments

To provide opportunity for the public
to comment; DWR will consider
comments in its evaluation of the plan.
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Public Outreach

Outreach is underway and includes paid newspaper ads (The Press Democrat, Sonoma Index-Tribune, and
Sonoma Sun), press release, social media announcements and email outreach. In addition, the Advisory
Committee members are asked to conduct outreach to their stakeholder interest groups. Outreach will avoid
GSA lingo, and will be focused on the messaging developed through the rural residential outreach campaign.

Requested Board Action
Information only.

Fiscal Information
None.

List of Attachments
None.

Contact

Jay Jasperse, Plan Manager, 707-547-1959, Jay.Jasperse@scwa.ca.gov
Marcus Trotta, Sonoma Water, 707-547-1978, Marcus.Trotta@scwa.ca.gov
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Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency
Information Item

TO:
Board of Directors
FROM:
Jay Jasperse, Plan Manager
SUBJECT:
Drought Update
____________________________________________________________________________________

Summary: Update on current water supply levels and drought projects/programs.

_____________________________________________________________________________________

Background

The water year that ends on September 30 has the lowest level of rainfall on record, and it follows the
third driest dry year on record in 2019-20.
Beginning in the fall of 2020 Sonoma Water increased monitoring of water supply conditions and
prepared to ask the State Water Resources Control Board (State Board) for a temporary urgency change
in river flows to preserve water in Lake Mendocino and Lake Sonoma. At the same time, staff stepped
up regular, frequent communications with its water contractors, including the City of Sonoma and Valley
of the Moon Water District, and began preparing a public water-saving campaign.
The State Board issued the most recent temporary urgency change order on June 13 that reduced
minimum instream flow requirements in the lower Russian River from 85 cubic feet per second (cfs) to
35 cfs and continued minimum instream flow requirements of 25 cfs in the upper Russian River as
specified in the prior order. The order also requires that Sonoma Water and its water contractors reduce
total diversions from the Russian River by 20% compared to the same period of 2020 from July 1
through October 31. To date, diversions have dropped by about 22% compared to last year. While these
reductions are helping, as of September 18, Lake Mendocino Is at 25% capacity and Lake Sonoma is at
45.8% capacity.
The GSA receives calls regularly from well owners concerned about their own wells and the waterwasting practices of neighbors. Information for well owners and people concerned about groundwater is
available on the GSA’s website at https://petalumavalleygroundwater.org/drought/.

What’s Next?

Sonoma Water staff is working closely with State Water Board staff and water contractors on scenario
planning, looking at several alternatives, including a third dry water year.
The Sonoma Water Board of Directors and the Sonoma County Board of Supervisors authorized
spending to recommission three groundwater production wells in the Santa Rosa Plain. These wells have
provided water during drought since 1977 and during a ten-year period of continuous operation
between 1999 to 2009. The wells were most recently operated during the last drought between 2013 to
2016. Recent changes in water quality regulations require that certain modifications be made to the
1
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wells. An initial phase of this program involves activating one of these wells, the Todd Road well which
should be online in late September, providing an important supplemental source to Russian River water.
In addition to reactivating these wells, Sonoma Water is investigating adding recharge capabilities to one
of these wells so the groundwater basins can be recharged once there is sufficient rainfall. Likewise,
water contractors are increasing groundwater production from their own facilities, if possible. Using
groundwater in-lieu of surface water during droughts is part of a strategy known as conjunctive use that
was adopted by the Sonoma Water Board in 2009.
The Sonoma-Marin Saving Water Partnership is leading the drought messaging campaign, and in August
held a second successful Drought Drop-By (in which the GSA participated). The cities and larger water
districts are offering a broad array of rebates, educational programs, and assistance to customers to
encourage water-efficient practices.
During July and August, the Partnership sponsored a Saving Water Pledge that encourage customers to
take a pledge and find new ways to save water daily. Prizes were offered to entrants. In addition,
members of the Partnership have participated in a social media campaign to encourage water
conservation. The current message is encouraging residents to turn off their outdoor irrigation. And
finally, a series of bilingual Trusted Messengers videos have been produced with water saving tips for
residents and businesses. Visit www.savingwaterpartnership.org. On a per capita basis, water use has
declined by 37% since 2009, but people continue to reduce water use in response to drought messaging.

Staff Recommendation
Information only.

Fiscal Information
No fiscal impact.

Contact

Jay Jasperse, Plan Manager, 707-484-7754, jay.jasperse@scwa.ca.gov
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Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency
Information Item

TO:
FROM:
SUBJECT:

Board of Directors
Ann DuBay, Administrator, and Jay Jasperse, Plan Manager
Administrator and Plan Manager 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 the items reported are carried
out in coordination with Member Agency staff and with other Sonoma County Groundwater
Sustainability Agencies.
Administrator & Plan Manager

In recent weeks, most activities have been defined by completion of the draft Groundwater
Sustainability Plan (GSP) and the environmental and bidding process for multi-level groundwater
monitoring wells. In October, staff looks forward to fully engaging in the fee study, developing publicfacing documents for the GSP and meeting with member agencies to discuss the GSP.

Administrator

August and September activities:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Assisting with the writing, editing process and coordination and response of comments of the
draft GSP;
Continued negotiations with selected fee consulting team;
Helped coordinate September Advisory Committee meeting;
Worked with outreach staff on Monthly Updates and website updates;
Worked with grants administration staff on invoices for Proposition 1 and Proposition 68
funding;
Worked with outreach staff on rural community engagement campaign; and
Coordinated intra-basin staff meeting to discuss items common to all three basins.

Upcoming activity highlights:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Posting GSP for public review;
Developing with outreach staff fact sheets and FAQs to make the GSP more accessible to the
General public;
Developing presentations for community meeting and meeting with member agencies;
Completing contract for rate/fee consultant;
Work with outreach staff on ongoing website updates and development of a social media
program; and
Evaluation of GUIDE program in Santa Rosa Plain to prepare for program launch in Sonoma
Valley.
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Plan Manager

August and September activities of technical staff and consultants (GSP team) include:
•
•
•

•
•
•
•
•

Release of working draft GSP for Board and Advisory Committee review;
Incorporating new comments into final draft GSP, for release on October 1;
Completion of Monitoring Networks: The team continued its work on the Representative
Monitoring Point (RMP) Network. RMPs are a required component of groundwater sustainability
plans to ensure basin conditions are adequately monitored for measurable thresholds and
objectives. RMPs must meet certain criteria established by DWR to ensure representative data is
obtained from each of these monitoring points. In addition to the draft RMP network, staff has
been establishing a recommended network of additional points (e.g., wells, stream gages) to
assess groundwater conditions in other areas, including adjacent to the basin (e.g., other basins
or upper watershed areas);
Ongoing modeling of projects and management actions;
Completion of environmental analysis for multi-level monitoring wells, and release for bid the
construction of multi-level monitoring wells;
Working with Permit Sonoma and fee consultant on database questions;
Ongoing work with consultant Montgomery & Associates on groundwater modeling; and
Preparation for and follow up to Advisory Committee meetings.

Upcoming activity highlights:
•
•
•
•

Release of the draft GSP for public review;
Implementation of Proposition 68 technical tasks, including selection of and development of
contract with contractor for monitoring well construction; ongoing work with Permit Sonoma
for well/database information upgrades; and developing contracts for geophysical surveys;
Refinement of GSP implementation budget for fee study; and
Preparation for and follow up to Advisory Committee meetings.

Staff Recommendation
Information only.

Fiscal Information
None.

Attachments
None.

Contact

Ann DuBay, Administrator, 707-524-8378, ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov
Jay Jasperse, Plan Manager, 707-484-7754, Jay.Jasperse@scwa.ca.gov
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