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Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sustainability Agency 
Board Meeting / Public Hearing

December 9, 2021 Minutes

www.santarosaplaingroundwater.org 

1. Call to Order and Roll Call
Chair Schwedhelm called the meeting to order at 1:02p.m. Directors Coursey, Dutton, Harvey,
Hopkins, Jacobs, Nagle, Salmon, and Stafford were present. Director Slayter joined at 1:09 p.m. Andy
Rodgers, Administrator conducted roll call.

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

Shauna, (no last name provided) – Is private well water regulation on the agenda? It looks like private 
and domestic well water use makes up only 2% of water use in California. At this stage, putting meters 
on people’s wells is government overreach. We need to respect private well rights as long as possible.  

Allen Sudduth – I moved here after the Tubbs fire and live west of Santa Rosa. Following an 
atmospheric river In March 2019, we invested heavily in a rainwater capture system for our garden. We 
are doing our part to help with recharging the aquifer. Is there any reimbursement considered for this? 

Director Harvey – Could Andy Rodgers address the first question about metering. 
Andy Rodgers – Even if our agency wanted to put meters on private wells, we are not allowed to 
per State law, and we are not contemplating it. Our plans are in alignment with your comment. 

3. Consent Calendar
a. Approve Minutes of November 10, 2021 Board Meeting
b. Approve Year-To-Date Financial Report

No public comment. 

Director Harvey approved the consent calendar, as presented, Director Stafford seconded. Motion 
passed 10-0-0.  

Vote Roll Call 
Director Harvey – aye, Director Stafford – aye, Director Slayter – aye, Director Dutton – aye, Director 
Jacobs – aye, Director Hopkins – aye, Director Nagle – aye, Director Salmon – aye, Director 
Schwedhelm –aye, Director Coursey – aye 

http://www.santarosaplaingroundwater.org/
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4. Directors/Subcommittee Report
Andy Rodgers said there had been a liaison meeting with the three Sonoma County Groundwater 
Sustainability Agencies, (Director Nagle is the liaison for Santa Rosa Plain). The purpose of the meeting 
was to introduce the rate and fee consultant to the liaisons.  

Director Nagle added that Santa Rosa Plain is trying to align with the other basins. It doesn’t need 
to re-do what was done previously. He said it was an Informative meeting. 

Director Jacobs mentioned a letter from Jim Downey, Penngrove Water Company which was sent to 
the Santa Rosa Plain GSA Board of Directors, explaining that the Canon Manor District located in the 
southeast corner of the Santa Rosa basin is supplied with two wells, and each well is declining at a rate 
of approximately 2.5 feet per year since the wells were installed (63 years ago for one well, and 14 
years ago for the other well). Penngrove Water Company is requesting that the GSA use the older well 
as a monitoring well in the southeast corner of the Santa Rosa Basin, and asking that the GSP include, 
to the extent possible, a managed groundwater recharge program using naturally available waters to 
recharge the local aquifer in the Canon Manor area. 

No public comment. 

5. Advisory Committee Report
Bob Anderson – There haven’t been any Advisory Committee (AC) meetings since the last Board 
meeting. Anderson added that the AC supports approval of the Groundwater Sustainability Plan. 

No public comment. 

6. Public Hearing to Consider Adoption and Submission of the Groundwater
Sustainability Plan (GSP) for the Santa Rosa Plain Subbasin to comply with the
Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA).

Background: This hearing is to consider the adoption of a GSP covering the Santa Rosa Valley, Santa Rosa 
Plain Subbasin (DWR Bulletin 118, Groundwater Basin 1-55.01) pursuant to SGMA (Cal. Water Code 
sections 10720- 10737.8 et seq.). SGMA authorizes a local agency overlying a groundwater basin to serve 
as a Groundwater Sustainability Agency (GSA) for that Subbasin. The Santa Rosa Plain GSA (SRP GSA) 
overlies all portions of Subbasin 1-55.01. On June 1, 2017 the SRP GSA became a GSA for all portions of 
Subbasin 1-55.01 in order to sustainably manage the groundwater resources of the Subbasin. SGMA 
further authorizes a GSA to adopt and implement a GSP. A GSP has been developed and is available for 
download at santarosaplaingroundwater.org. Development of the GSP included over 60 public meetings, 
input from an advisory committee, and outreach to stakeholders, disadvantaged communities, 
environmental organizations, rural well owners, and local governments. 

Jay Jasperse, Plan Manager provided an overview and background on SGMA, as well as the GSP 
requirements and development. 

Marcus Trotta, Technical staff, presented the timeline of the development of the Plan and listed the 
sections of the Plan by number and title. He recapped that the sustainability goal is to adaptively and 
sustainably manage, protect, and enhance groundwater resources, while allowing for reasonable, and 
managed growth. Trotta then provided an overview of the key components of the first five years of GSP 
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implementation. Lastly, he covered next steps for GSP finalization. 

Director Schwedhelm opened the Public Hearing at 1:50 p.m. 

Public Questions/Comments 
Member of public, by phone – This is a question for Jay Jasperse and Marcus Trotta about primary 
water, which is where water comes from. It has been discussed over the years at meetings that many 
people have attended. I am concerned why primary water hasn’t been a discussion until now. 
Primarywaternstitute.org has factually proven that by drilling into primary water, it is a renewable 
source of pure fresh clean water not reliant on rain or snow melt or any factors relating to atmospheric 
conditions. I expect it won’t be a discussion today and it is frightening that it hasn’t been brought up. I 
mention it now so that members of public can go to primarywaterinstitute.org. When will the plans go 
beyond the groundwater basin of the SRP where we know there are well owners? We know the ground 
flow goes into recharging the basin. At what point do you anticipate expanding the fees on other well 
owners throughout the county? 2) How can there be any forecasting to the year 2042, and sustain 
groundwater levels to 2070?  We can’t go out that far with the delivery of water from the atmosphere. 
We could recharge our basins with primary water that isn’t toxic, unlike atmospheric water. I am very 
concerned why it hasn’t occurred. It needs to be easier for people to call in from a landline to make 
public comments. 

Paul Schwarz – Has there been any discussion or consideration on shallow wells surrounded by 
vineyards and/or deep wells? Are there any equity mandates to consider the uses and availability of 
different depths of wells, to make sure deep wells don’t overdraft and deplete the shallow wells? 

Wendy Krupnick – I am not sure if the draft presented today isn’t the same as the prior draft (before 
the public comment period). Is there an easy way to see what/if the changes made? 

Virginia Mahacek – I have a rural property with multiple residences and two wells. In the data collection 
it mentions irrigated ag use. What about other uses of water to maintain habitat and other values on 
the property that aren’t agriculture? 

Rick Bradley – I have lived in the west county for 25 years now, I have a shallow well (1-3 
gallons/minute). I am finding that the whole neighborhood needs to drill wells. A neighbor recently had 
to drill a 300 ft deep well. We are surrounded by agriculture and I am concerned this well will not last 
either and it isn’t being considered in these conversations. 

G. Little – I would like to see the definition of sustainability that we are trying to maintain and see the
plans and projects. Also, you specifically mention domestic well users, you don’t mention other types.
What are you doing about commercial well users? The fee study should address all groundwater users
not just well users. There was a survey sent out where you could report the water you are using. Just in
my neighborhood, there are blatant mistakes, some folks have dual water, well and city. They are using
wells to irrigate. The people aren’t filling out the reports correctly. Also, there is a whole development
in the neighborhood on a private well system and they aren’t showing up as being groundwater users
on that report. It seems like there are a bunch of holes that haven’t been filled and you just want to go
ahead and get an OK. Starting in 2017 you received hundreds of comments, it went down to dozens of
comments, now there are only six comments. People just give up as they feel they aren’t being heard. I
think it is a bogus report. Also, I am sure there are water companies selling bottled water using our
groundwater.
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Board Comments/Staff Responses 

Jay Jasperse – The Plan covers all groundwater users, including domestic well users, but also municipal, 
commercial, and ag users. We use the best information we have. We acknowledge where we need 
additional data as there is no requirement to meter rural residential wells. Only city and public wells are 
metered. That leaves us with looking at land use and different ways of analyzing, dry/wet years, and 
typical rural residential user-based data where we don’t have metering data. We acknowledge this is 
something that needs improvement. The methodology and data are the best available to us today. It is 
a comprehensive effort. 

Jay Jasperse – Addressing when will plans go into the upper watersheds is discussed in my presentation. 
The GSP acknowledges there is connectivity in the upper watershed. The groundwater basin boundaries 
are determined by the state and not the GSA. The GSA’s jurisdictional authority is over the basin, not 
the watershed. The Plan does, however, evaluate groundwater and surface water, looking at the whole 
picture watershed-wide including some potential studies and data monitoring in some of the 
contributing watershed areas. It could include some proactive non-regulatory projects in those 
watershed areas such as a recharge project. There are difficulties when you move to the upper 
watershed with alluvial sediment. If you get to hard rock areas, SGMA would have to be re-designed to 
cover the different regime.  

Regarding the comment about fees for the upper areas, the GSA is constrained to their jurisdictional 
area. 

Regarding primary water, I would not say that it is not settled science. We are required to design a GSP 
and implement SGMA following accepted scientific practices and methodology. Primary water is not 
within that realm. No other GSA is doing anything differently from us in this regard. 

Marcus Trotta – In general, the data we have, the deeper you go, the poorer the water quality, with 
more dissolved solids. In this basin you also get thermal water at deeper levels. The Plan focuses on the 
upper 1500 ft where beneficial users are using groundwater. 

Regarding the comments on potential impacts to domestic wells, the Plan includes provisions to protect 
shallow well owners by incorporating known information on well depths when setting Sustainable 
Management Criteria and committing to improving information on well depths and locations during 
implementation of the Plan. 

Regarding the changes made to the October public review draft, all comments received, along with 
responses are attached as an appendix to the Plan. Even though SGMA doesn’t require it but we 
included the comments. 

Andy Rodgers – At the November 10 Board meeting we summarized the changes that came out of the 
October public comment period. That information is available in the meeting minutes and in the 
presentation made at the meeting. I can share that information with the caller. 

Director Schwedhelm closed the Public Hearing at 2:17 p.m. 

7. Public Hearing Action Item:
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a. Groundwater Sustainability Plan: Consider adoption of Resolution 006-2021 to adopt the
Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) for the Santa Rosa Plain Subbasin and to authorize
the Plan Manager to submit the GSP to the California Department of Water Resources.

Director Harvey moved to approve Resolution 006-2021 to adopt the Groundwater Sustainability Plan 
(GSP) for the Santa Rosa Plain Subbasin and to authorize the Plan Manager to submit the GSP to the 
California Department of Water Resources, Director Stafford seconded. Motion passed 10-0-0.  
Both Director Harvey and Director Stafford acknowledged the huge effort involved with the Plan and 
thanked staff for their work. 

No public comment. 

Vote Roll Call 
Director Harvey – aye, Director Stafford – aye, Director Slayter – aye, Director Dutton – aye, Director 
Jacobs – aye, Director Hopkins – aye, Director Nagle – aye, Director Salmon – aye, Director 
Schwedhelm –aye, Director Coursey – aye. Motion passed unanimously 10-0-0. 

8. Administrator and Plan Manager Report
Andy Rodgers said this is the last meeting for this GSA for this year. There have been 61 meetings 
between the three Sonoma County agencies and that doesn’t include rate and fee studies. Thank you to 
staff, especially the technical team. 

Jay Jasperse – Thank you for leading us to this point. 

Holly Roberson – Congratulations to everyone for going above and beyond answering public comments. 

No public comment. 

9. Adjournment
Chair Schwedhelm thanked everyone for their participation and wished the audience safe and happy
holidays. The meeting was adjourned at 2:22 p.m.

Meeting Attendees 
Jay Jasperse, Plan Manager 
Marcus Trotta, Technical Staff 
Mitch Buttress, Technical Staff 
Andy Rich, Technical Staff 
Nathan Baskett, Technical Staff 
Stephen Maples, Technical Staff 
Ann DuBay, Outreach Staff, Administrator PV and SV 
Andrea Rodriguez, Outreach Staff 
Holly Roberson, Legal Counsel 
Simone Peters, Administrative Aide (recording meeting minutes) 
Bob Anderson, Santa Rosa Plain Advisory Committee Chair 
Arthur Diecke, Santa Rosa Plain Advisory Committee member 
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Elizabeth Cargay, Santa Rosa Plain Advisory Committee member 
Craig Scott, Santa Rosa Plain Advisory Committee member 
City of Cotati, Santa Rosa Plain Advisory Committee member 
Brittany Jensen, Gold Ridge Conservation District 
Andy Casarez, member of public 
Ben Wishnoff, member of public 
Bill Nachbaur, member of public 
Bo Laurent, member of public 
Bob, member of public 
Dana, member of public 
Camotta Family, member of public 
G. Little, member of public
Gail Hight, member of public
Glenn Illian, member of public
Jaime Neary, member of public
Jason Carter, member of public
John Bishop, member of public
John Hackenburg, member of public
June Angiolini, member of public
Karen Donovan, member of public
MAC, member of public
Mark Dietrich, member of public
Michael Goode, member of public
Pam Bruszewski, member of public
Pam Tuft, member of public
Peter Estournes, member of public
Rich Carnation, member of public
Rick Bradley, member of public
Shauna, member of public
Tom, member of public
Virginia Mahacek, member of public
Wendy Krupnick, member of public
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