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Meeting date/time: April 10, 2018 I 3:00 p.m. – 5:00 p.m. 
Location: Valley of the Moon Water District Office, 19039 Bay Street, El Verano  
Contact: Dan Muelrath, Valley of the Moon Water District General Manager (Interim GSA 
Administrator) 
Email: dmuelrath@vomwd.com I Phone: (707) 996-1037 
 
MEETING RECAP 
• Dan Muelrath, Sonoma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency (SVGSA) Administrator 

conducted a Roll Call, and Fred Allebach, SVGSA Advisory Committee Chairman welcomed 
all attendees and kicked off the SVGSA Advisory Committee meeting.  

• Advisory Committee Members received updates from Dan Muelrath, Interim Administrator 
on the Sonoma Valley GSA activities, Jay Jasperse provided updates on Sonoma county 
Water Agency SGMA activities, and Tim Parker gave an update on statewide legislative and 
administration activities. 

• The previous meeting summary for March 2018 was approved conditional upon 
incorporating one Advisory Committee Member comment to finalize and post. 

• Marcus Trotta, Sonoma County Water Agency provided a presentation for Orientation to the 
Sustainable Groundwater Management Act Groundwater Sustainability Plan Regulations 
and GSP Work Plan.  

• Ann DuBay of the Water Agency briefed the Advisory Committee on results of the April 14th 
community meeting on the fee/rate study. 

• Ann DuBay and Jay Jasperse provided an overview on the fee/rate study being developed by 
Raftelis.  

• Public comments were received and discussed. 
 
Summary of Action Items 

Action Item Responsible Party Deadline 
AC Chairman to provide copy 
of notes for opening remarks 

Fred Allebach April 2018 

Provide information on GSA 
Summit event   

Tim Parker April 2018 

Provide Raftelis briefing 
materials in advance of AC 
meeting for review time  

Staff One week before AC meeting 

Need enough time in next AC 
meeting to fully discuss 
fee/rate study options 

Staff  May 2018 Agenda 

 
Next Meeting: May 8, 2018, 3:00 p.m. – 5:00 p.m., Valley of the Moon Water District 
 
Sonoma County Groundwater Website: http://www.sonomagroundwater.org/ 
 
MEETING SUMMARY 
Roll Call, Agenda Review 
The public was provided an opportunity for comment at the beginning of the meeting. Wellntel 
uses sensors deployed on private domestic and ag wells use private internet connections to 

mailto:dmuelrath@vomwd.com
http://www.sonomagroundwater.org/
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seamlessly stream data to the cloud. Cellular use for remote locations and data streaming are 
also available options. Datasets are accessed via secure, online accounts and are ready for 
viewing, analysis and report creation. Wellntel’s platform makes groundwater visible in 
networks for water managers and at the well level for private well owners, broadening resource 
understanding and facilitating trust and management decisions. 
 
Chairman Allebach opened the meeting by saying that each advisory committee member should 
have an opportunity to talk before any member talks a second time. The advisory committee 
has gotten organized and oriented with respect to the GSP. 
 
Approval of Previous Meeting Summaries 
The Advisory Committee approved the March meeting summary for final posting on the 
website, with one correction.  
 
Updates 
Dan Muelrath provided the SVGSA March 26th Board Meeting update: 

• FY 18/19 Budget was approved with member agency contributions. 
• Basin boundary modification decision was to not seek a modification at this time. 

 
Jay Jasperse (with assistance from Marcus Trotta) provided the following update:  

• The Department of Water Resources approved a $1 million grant for the Sonoma Valley 
to develop the GSP.  Raftelis will incorporate in the fee/rate study numbers in the 
funding options being considered, although it was noted that the lower number in the 
range of costs provided in the fee rate study table options Inc. the GSP funding being 
approved. 

• ASR pilot project - this full project would use wintertime water from the Russian River to 
be put in a well for aquifer recharge and recovered at a later date.  The pilot project has 
completed about 12 acre-feet of recharge through a well into the aquifer and now is in 
storage phase. The recovery phase will start soon and go through the end of July - the 
intent is to recover more water than what was recharged. Monitoring of the pilot 
includes water levels, and water quality samples are being collected and analyzed. The 
casing size of the pilot project well is 8-inch diameter and the well is 230 feet deep, and 
in the water is being recharged into a confined aquifer. The 50 psi pressure comes from 
the water storage tank being up on a hill which is manifolded and controlled at the 
wellhead with recharge water going in at about 10 psi. 

• The Water Agency is considering getting a group of experts together including Rhonda 
Smith with UC co-op following a model being used like in Paso Robles to look at models 
and see what potential experience and knowledge is available then. We'll see if 
additional studies may be warranted to do a develop tools in the basin. 

 
Tim Parker provided the legislative and administrative update: 

• The sustainable management criteria guidance document is still in draft form but should 
be coming out in the next few weeks 

• DWR announced the final awards to 78 grant application's totalling $85.8 million for the 
GSP grant solicitation 

• There are SGMA assistance workshops in Chico Clovis in Ventura on April 23 24th and 
25th, respectively, and one will be an online webcast on April 27 at Noon-2 PM. 
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• Two documents worth reviewing including one on the Rosedale-Rio Bravo water storage 
District plans for willing seller-willing buyer program, and the new UC Berkeley law 
report “Navigating groundwater surface water interactions under SGMA" which Jay 
Jasperse was involved in developing 

• DWR reported that the April snowpack is 45% for this date are based on the statewide 
average, and the current total water year precipitation for the northern Sierra is at 37.1 
inches just above the 2014-2015 average. 

• There are a couple of funding opportunities -- one through state water resources control 
Board Prop One groundwater grants. There are workshops on the solicitation this is for 
groundwater cleanup grants. There is also the California Financing Coordinating 
Committee 2018 funding fairs which include eligible projects for drinking water, 
wastewater, water quality, water supply, water conservation and water use efficiency 
and flood management (see Legislative Update handout). 

• California water commission is meeting to discuss the water storage improvement 
program proposed project applicants on April 24 and 25th 

• The governor has a budget trailer bill to establish the safe and affordable drinking water 
program and safe and affordable drinking water fees. This is basically the same as the 
Legislatures Senate Bill 623, which would establish a fund through fertilizer, dairy and 
water fees. The water fees are being opposed by ACWA because water suppliers do not 
want to be tax collectors for the state. 

• SB 606 Skinner and AB 1668 Friedman are water management planning bills which 
would require the state to do studies and adopt standards for efficient use of water, 
including specified standards for per capita daily indoor residential use, and set other 
conservation mandates - this relates to the governor’s initiative to make conservation as 
a way of life. The water industry has concerns about the state setting these mandates. 

• AB 2649 Arambula relates to groundwater recharge and was recently amended to 
require the State Water Board to streamline permitting for projects that capture storm 
flows to recharge groundwater, and it also says that these projects must be consistent 
with the local groundwater sustainability plan. 

 
Groundwater Sustainability Plan Work Plan Overview – Marcus Trotta, Sonoma County Water 
Agency 
Marcus Trotta briefed the Advisory Committee on the sustainability plan work plan with a 
presentation: 

• Developing the sustainability plan requires a number of steps, including developing 
sustainable management criteria, which will require the most time in developing a plan. 
This basin is in pretty good shape and ahead of the curve a bit because it's already 
developed a pretty good list of projects and actions to bring into the plan. 

• Developing the plan will be an iterative process beginning with describing the plan area, 
including maps of cities and towns, land use, well density etc. and then the basin setting 
which is largely technical, including the geology and historical and current groundwater 
conditions and current and future groundwater budget. This will include summarizing 
the studies that have been conducted over the decades, including the last major study 
by the USGS in 2006 as well as the ongoing monitoring and studies.  

• Major Sonoma Valley water management programmed activities have consisted of 
groundwater level and stream flow monitoring, monitoring well construction and data 
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collection, a groundwater model update and initial alternatives analysis, and engaging 
community stakeholders during these activities. 

• New SGMA requirements are more stringent, detailed, technical and qualitative than 
the existing plan. 

 
The GSP will include sustainable management criteria and under SGMA this means avoiding 
quote significant and unreasonable" undesirable results for the six sustainability indicators:   
• lowering groundwater levels 
• reduction of storage 
• seawater intrusion 
• degraded water quality 
• land subsidence and  
• surface water depletion 
 
Steps to developing sustainable management criteria include 
• Defining basinwide undesirable results for each applicable sustainability indicator, and 

setting minimum thresholds and measurable objectives for each sustainability indicator; 
• Using the model and other tools iteratively to evaluate proposed minimum thresholds 

and measurable objectives and how each sustainability indicator is related; 
• Projects and management actions are part of the groundwater sustainability plan and 

are used to achieve sustainability within 20 years and include things like recycled water, 
stormwater recharge, groundwater banking, demand management etc. (which were 
four main management strategies that the Basin Advisory Panel recommended); 

• Under SGMA requirements,  the plan must demonstrate sustainability will be achieved 
within 20 years of adoption and maintained through a 50 year future planning horizon. 
 

The GSP workplan objectives are 
1. Meet SGMA requirements 
2. Build on strong technical and foundation 
3. Provide opportunity for significant public and community and  
4. Leverage local resources engagement 
 
The process for GSP development includes: 
1. Initiate plan and describe basin conditions 
2. Define sustainability and how to measure it 
3. Evaluate and scope projects and management actions  
4. Adopt the plan for implementation 

 
Some of the key data needs and challenges include: 
• Improved water use estimates 
• Death dependent water level and water quality measurements 
• Improved well construction and lithology information  
• Modeling of future conditions 
• Interconnected surface water depletion from pumping 

 
Regarding the grant for the groundwater sustainability plan: 
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• Sonoma County Water Agency received a matching-funds waiver, because of the 
disadvantaged communities in the Sonoma Valley 

• Grant contracting is the next step 
• Development a detailed schedule for GSP sections  
• Process will be to draft initial GSP sections and have the advisory committee provide 

review 
• For the May meeting will discuss more about groundwater science 
 
Advisory committee members had the following questions and comments: 
• Early on it would be helpful to get maps and data and options for how to describe 
• Also more on what the iterative process is going to look like 
• For GSP review, we should have the narrative, assumptions and plenty of time to review 

each section - cannot emphasize the time needs enough 
• It was suggested that the Advisory Committee review the voluntary groundwater 

management plan and the 2014 five-year review 
• There was a discussion at the board meeting of accelerating the GSP preparation in 

Sonoma Valley since so much work spend done 
• There was discussion about the idea of having a small working subcommittee to help 

move along the GSP preparation a little faster 
• The idea of a workshop was also floated to help get new advisory committee members 

up to speed and to discuss significant data gaps 
 
Fee/Rate Study – Discussion of Options – Ann DuBay and Jay Jasperse, Sonoma County Water 
Agency 
Ann DuBay provided a briefing on the input from the March 14th community meeting  

• About 80 people attended the meeting on options for fees in the basin to support the 
groundwater sustainability plan development and administration of the GSA 

• Some common themes included everyone pays through a combo/hybrid 
• Some suggestions were made on how to increase outreach  
• There were discussions about recharge and conservation and other funding ideas 
• Summary of the tabletop discussions were provided as a handout  

 
The draft phase 1 funding options handout was discussed by Jay Jasperse and Ann DuBay and 
included four options: 

• State intervention - this includes a base fee of $300 per well plus an annual pumpage 
fee of $40-$55 per acre foot. If the state intervenes the GSA will still have to paid to 
develop a groundwater sustainability plan in the state will set pumping restrictions to 
meet sustainability. 

• Parcel tax - this would involve approximately $36 parcel tax across the groundwater 
basin. This would require a two thirds approval vote. The estimated cost does not 
include polling and other types of voting related costs and would be very expensive to 
put on the ballot, and may not pass. 

• Prop 26 regulatory fee – pure extraction based method - this would involve measuring 
and/or estimating extraction based on compiling information and assumptions –  

1. Municipal – based on metered data 
2. Agriculture – metered where available and where not estimated based on 

acreage and cropping  
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3. Rural residential – default value based on literature, or indoor literature based 
and outdoor based on parcel size 

o Each pays its share of total costs based on percentage of total extraction 
• Prop 26 Hybrid – break into three categories 

1. Municipal – based on metered data 
2. Agriculture – metered where available and where not estimated based on 

acreage and cropping  
3. Rural residential – default value based on literature 
o Add up total extraction for each category and allocate proportion based on their 

percentage of total extraction 
o Allocate costs with each category as follows: 

1. Municipal – per acre foot 
2. Agriculture – per acre  
3. Rural residential – per well 

 
Advisory Committee member comments included: 
• Need time ahead of meetings to review documents prior to having discussions 
• Crop type very important 
• Concern about having both a Phase I and a Phase II fee – would be simpler if just one fee 

instead of having to do phases 
• Need to capture the overarching benefit of the GPS and fees: groundwater 

sustainability, ensuring groundwater for future generations 
• Suggest taking State Intervention off the table for further discussion 
• Suggest that the agencies continue to fund the process until the GSP is done and then 

just go to public once for the fee 
• This will need an appeal process for those who want to dispute the water demand 

numbers or fees 
• Delay would give the GSA time to put a well ordinance in place  
• How does new development get assessed fees? 
• Should have a sunset clause on fee if going to have a Phase II fee 
• The will be the most controversial input of the AC – needs more study 
• Where is the industrial user in the proposal? Also commercial? 
• Pay for roads through a tax on fuel – groundwater users should pay a tax on 

groundwater use 
• One AC member expressed support for the Prop 26 Hybrid as best 
• Need to figure out how to talk to the community about the upcoming fees and should 

always mention the Phase II fees in conjunction with Phase I fee discussions 
• The approaches do not seem to incentivize conservation 
• One AC Member expressed support for the Parcel tax approach 
• Whatever method, it has to be as fair as possible 
• Delay further discussion and making recommendation to Board until next meeting 
• Will need documents in advance for review prior to next meeting 
• No Public Comment 

 
AquaShares – Valley of the Moon Pilot – Presentation by Jamie Workman and Matt Kennedy 

• Presented as part of the equation for the Sonoma Valley TAC  
• Conducted a pilot with several of AC members involved – 
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• Here to discuss and get advice from AC for next steps to move forward 
• AquaShares was developed to help figure out whose rights and how to allocate 
• Building trust through detailed discussions – what everyone wants 
• Drawn on experience from fisheries and carbon trading 
• Increase in value = increase in share 
• Make valley more resilient – GSA benefits 
• Sell trust, not product – would like to move forward and expand beyond pilot 
• AC Members that were part of the SVTAC and participated in the pilot support the 

concept of moving AquaShares forward to discuss further  
Advisory Committee member comments included: 
• AquaShares seems likely to be able to provide opportunity to comply with a cap on 

groundwater use in Sonoma Valley 
• Could make GSP implementation more palatable/flexible 
• How it works – AquaShares trains/Locals implement  
• In Venture County, a cap and trade system is in place that works  
• Likes the idea of exploring the application further  
• Would rely on AquaShares to explain/convince AC if going forward 
• Premature to move forward – we need more understanding and education before 

buying into this  
• Based on experience in energy emissions trading, trading not always successful 
• One AC Member commented that some AC members seemed to be advocating for 

AquaShares 
• Discussion on procedure/process for forming an Ad Hoc Subcommittee for four month 

period to further review and interface with AquaShares and bring back to AC 
• Ad Hoc formed to discuss next steps for AquaShares –Norman Gilroy and Jim Bundschu 

 
Public Comment  
One member of the public commented regarding having a well, and that land use changes need 
to be taken into account for fees, for example where former cropping was returned to pasture 
land 
 
MEETING ATTENDEES 
Advisory Committee Members 
Fred Allebach, Sonoma County Water Agency Representative  
Helge Bruckner, Business Representative 
Jim Bundschu, North Bay Water District Representative  
Greg Carr, Sonoma County Representative 
Caitlin Cornwall, Environmental Representative 
Norman Gilroy, Rural Well Owner 
Vicki Hill, At Large Community Representative 
Ken Johnson, At Large Community Representative 
Craig Lichty, Valley of the Moon Water District 
Matt Stornetta, Agricultural Interest 
 
Staff 
Dan Muelrath, Interim Administrator 
Ann DuBay, Sonoma County Water Agency 
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Jay Jasperse, Sonoma County Water Agency 
Marcus Trotta, Sonoma County Water Agency 
Tim Parker, Center For Collaborative Policy Facilitator 
 
 
 




