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Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sustainability Agency 
Board Meeting Minutes

Date: December 10, 2020 | 1:00 p.m. 
Location: Zoom Meeting 

www.santarosaplaingroundwater.org 

1. Call to Order and Roll Call
Chair Hopkins called the meeting to order at 1.02 p.m. Directors Dutton, Fudge, Jacobs, Hopkins,
Harvey, Schwedhelm, Slayter (new Board member representing City of Sebastopol), and Stafford
were present. Director Jacobs arrived 1:05 pm and Director Zane (arrived 1:12 pm and departed
3:00 pm). Director Nagle was absent. Also, in attendance at the meeting, were Andy Rodgers,
Administrator; Jay Jasperse, Plan Manager; Marcus Trotta, Technical staff; Ann DuBay, Outreach;
Andrea Rodriguez, Outreach staff; and Simone Peters, Administrative Aide (recording meeting
minutes). Public attendees included Colin Close of City of Santa Rosa; Bob Anderson; Rue Furch;
Peter Martin; John Rosenblum, and Mary Grace Pawson, all SRP Advisory Committee members;
Elizabeth Cargay, Town of Windsor; and Stacie Ann Silva.

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

None. 

3. Consent Calendar
a. Approve Minutes of October 29, 2020 Board Meeting
b. Approve Year-to-Date Financial Report

Director Schwedhelm requested one correction to the October Board meeting minutes. He said the 
abbreviation should be corrected to RHNA (not RENA) on page 3. 
No public comment. 

Director Harvey moved to approve the Consent Calendar with the one mentioned correction to the 
previous minutes and Director Stafford seconded.  
Motion passed 8-0-2 (Directors Nagle and Zane absent). 

Vote Roll Call 
Director Harvey – aye, Director Stafford – aye, Director Slayter – aye, Director Dutton – aye, 
Director Jacobs – aye, Director Hopkins – aye, Director Nagle – absent, Director Fudge – aye, 
Director Schwedhelm –aye, Director Zane - absent 

4. Directors/Subcommittee Report
Director Hopkins mentioned appreciation for Directors Zane and Carnacchi for their service and
leadership, and welcomed Director Slayter, new Board member representing City of Sebastopol.

http://www.santarosaplaingroundwater.org/
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Director Schwedhelm also applauded Directors Zane and Carnacchi for their service, active 
participation, and contribution in the GSA Board meetings over the last years. 

Director Zane thanked them for their kind words and said she appreciated the time as a water 
director the last 12 years. She then thanked Director Hopkins and Schwedhelm for their Board 
leadership, and Andy Rodgers and staff for their work. 

No public comment. 

5. Advisory Committee Report
Advisory Committee Chairman, Bob Anderson, said the AC had met for the last time in 2020, 
fourteen members participated in the meeting. He added there is still a lot of work to get through in 
2021. His written report is in the packet.  

Questions/Comments 
Director Harvey – I would like to thank the Advisory Committee for their engagement and hard 
work. There is only a year to go, with lots to do. The AC does a lot of the heavy lifting for the Board. 

No public comment. 

6. Information items
a. GSP and SMC Updates

Jay Jasperse, Plan Manager gave a broad informational update of the GSP: development of the 
Groundwater Flow Model and Water Budgets (water demands and climate for 50-year projections), 
development of Monitoring Networks, Sustainable Management Criteria (Land Subsidence, Water 
Quality, Chronic Decline of Groundwater Levels, Depletion of Interconnected Surface Water, and 
Reduction of Groundwater Storage); and Projects and Management Actions. 

Questions/Comments 
Director Harvey – Are you seeing any issues to get everything done in the next 13 months? 

Jasperse – We are confident we will get it done. It will be busy, we may be picking up the pace a 
little, there are some additional meetings in 2021 to help us get through it. 
Director Harvey – So no obstacles to getting it done? 
Jasperse – No, I am not seeing that. I am confident it will get done but it will be a very busy year 
ahead of us. 

Director Jacobs – Compliments to the staff for getting us this far along by this point. The fact that 
we have already approved some of the SMCs is great as it gives time for the AC and members of the 
public to give us feedback on the process. 

Director Hopkins – Complements to you Director Jacobs, I know you are working on other basins as 
well. It must be interesting to see the progress in different basins. 
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Jay Jasperse gave an introduction of the Depletion of Interconnected Surface Water Sustainable 
Management Criteria. SGMA requires the identification of interconnected surface waters, and of 
Groundwater Dependent Ecosystems. The GSA must set Minimum Thresholds and Measurable 
Objectives to prevent significant and unreasonable impacts and must define Undesirable Results 
based on a combination of minimum threshold exceedances. Jasperse said this was the most 
challenging of the SMCs because of data and information limitations, technical complexities in 
identifying a fraction of surface water depletion caused by groundwater pumping, and Surface 
Water Rights. Lastly, he provided the conceptual development process for this SMC. 

Marcus Trotta, Technical Staff, followed with a detailed overview of Interconnected Surface Water 
Sustainable Management Criteria. 

Questions/Comments 
Director Harvey – In Jay Jasperse’ presentation he talked about the other agencies that control 
surface water rights for some folks. Do those agencies have to conform to this legislation or are they 
absolved of anything having to do with groundwater impacts? 

Jasperse – The surface water rights regulations are codified in the water code and are 
independent of SGMA. There is no clean interaction between SGMA requirements and how 
surface water rights are administered. If there is a depletion of significant and unreasonable 
results and it can be determined it is due to groundwater pumping, it is the GSA that will have to 
implement a project and/or management action. If due to surface water, then the State Water 
Resource Control Board will manage. If something comes up it will most likely be due to a mix of 
different causes. 
Director Harvey – So, at a high level, we would recognize the problem. If within our control, we 
will manage it, if no, we will work with others to correct it? 
Jasperse – Yes, at a very high level of our SMC, there will be a process, red flags will be raised. 

John Rosenblum (chat) – SGMA requires a GSA to coordinate with agencies that have responsibility 
for items beyond the GSA's authority. 

Director Schwedhelm – I appreciate the outline of the steps. When will some of the SMCs be 
coming to this Board? Do we have target dates for this Board to see updated SMC information? 

Jasperse – We are going to be detailing that in early January. We are thinking this is the last SMC 
the Board will see until probably around April/May timeframe. 
Trotta – We will discuss this SMC with the Advisory Committee at their next two meetings and 
aim to obtain their recommendations at their March meeting. 
Director Schwedhelm – Thank you, I am just trying to keep the calendar clear in my mind. 

Director Jacobs – Do you anticipate building in any management actions the GSA can take in 
response to a degradation of reasonable conditions of this SMC? How do you anticipate putting in 
the management actions? 

Jasperse – From the GSAs perspective, actions they could take include water pumping 
restrictions (voluntary or mandatory if needed), or recharge. We have been talking to folks in 
the Ag community about possible on-farm recharge or projects like that. We are hopeful there is 
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a partnership with some of the Ag folks to develop some of the concepts and include them in 
the Plan as options. 

Director Zane – I am glad you mention the recharge projects. I don’t feel we have pursued it 
adequately. We need to allow the Ag partners to do the recharge projects. What is being done in 
terms of talking with Ag partners about recharge? 

Jasperse – We have had some meetings with Ag partners and the Farm Bureau and some of 
their experts. We have been discussing with their consultants also about looking at where 
opportunities might exist. There are a lot of logistical things on citing the recharge areas that 
might have a positive benefit for results in terms of stream flow augmentation. There are also 
water rights issues. I am hopeful we will be able to incorporate as much as possible in the 
Groundwater Sustainability Plan. 
Director Zane – I think there are plenty of opportunities to do basic education to all our water 
users. Given another drought year, we might want to consider this one as we move into the next 
phase of how we sustain our water supply. 

Director Jacobs – In the past there has been a wide-spread perception that the permitting required 
by the state for groundwater recharge has been an impediment to getting projects off the ground.  
Do you feel it is still a major impediment? 

Jasperse – Good question. It has been an impediment in the past, I think it is better now from 
what I have seen in the streamlined approach. At the same time, we haven’t implemented it yet. 
The other part is storage and how we can keep water in storage given surface water rights. From 
what I have heard from farmers, it still isn’t a great system for that. I don’t have any personal 
experience with it but that is what I have heard. 

Public Comment 
John Rosenblum – Our recharge area (City of Sebastopol and three mutual water companies) hasn’t 
been analyzed in this Plan. The reason we joined SRP was to eliminate a separate Wilson Grove 
Highlands GSA. Our recharge area is much smaller than what the Dept. of Water Resources said. It is 
a problem in that leaving it out of the modeling analysis of what the impacts are in our area make us 
more vulnerable. My second point is that that the recharge area is also where the state and federal 
agencies have recognized severe impacts on groundwater and surface water ecological systems 
where there is a lot of data that could have been used in developing the GSP. The third issue is that 
starting the planning from 2015 leaves out impacts that happened before 2015 which gives lots of 
data and indication of trends. We need to track more of the previous droughts on our water supply. 
Fourth, on emissions that are part of the modeling, DWR has recommended adaptation scenarios 
where we think humanity can survive with our support systems, but there are also very destructive 
scenarios that say we won’t survive. We need to pay attention not just to water, but there could be 
scenarios where collaboration with different agencies and countries could show us that water 
supply could survive when we collaborate with other agencies.  

Trotta – Thank you for your comments. Related to 2015 data, we are using data from prior to 
2015 including in this analysis of interconnected surface water depletion. We are using the 
model to help inform our development of the SMC. It includes hydrology and groundwater 
pumping data historically back to 1974. With regards to potential impacts to streams outside the 
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SRP basin and in the Wilson Grove basin – we need to focus on interconnected surface water 
within our basin. The Laguna is an important interconnected surface water feature. That water 
feature is right along the boundary of Santa Rosa Plain and Wilson Grove. By protecting that 
water feature we would also be protecting portions of the Wilson Grove from  pumping 
occurring in the Santa Rosa Plain. 
Jasperse – Our model and analysis utilize all the data available to us. If you have additional data 
that we don’t have, we would love to receive it. 
Rosenblum – The devil is in the details and the details are important. This isn’t something with 
which we should burden the Board. 
Director Hopkins – Maybe we could move this to a separate meeting. I appreciated having the 
chance to speak with you earlier in the week and to setting something up in future. 

b. Rural Residential Outreach Update and Schedule
Andrea Rodriguez confirmed the rural community engagement project conducted with the other 
two Sonoma County GSAs was launched. Director Harvey is our liaison to the project. The survey 
was mailed on December 1 to about 6,500 rural residents. It is online and available in English and 
Spanish; some responses have already been received. The survey closes on January 15 and the 
analysis will begin then. Focus groups will be conducted in the February/March timeframe.  

Questions/Comments 
Director Harvey – Are we going to discuss the issues mentioned in the staff report? Are there any 
strong objections and/or leaning towards any of the methods? 

Rodriguez – We waited until after the election to mail the survey, we are looking forward to 
doing the focus groups; if we can meet face-to-face, we will, otherwise we will do the focus 
groups online. 

Rue Furch (chat) – I have already received calls and emails in response to the survey mailer.  People 
are curious about what is important and/or what they could expect next. I think we might need to 
do some more outreach in order to make people more comfortable. 

Director Hopkins – I will take curious and slightly worried over anger and frustration any day. I 
appreciate that feedback. 

Ann DuBay (chat) – Social distancing protocols will likely make it difficult to conduct traditional focus 
groups. The Consultant is considering a couple of alternatives. One option is to hold two smaller and 
shorter virtual focus groups (perhaps with 4-5 people for one hour) in each basin, rather than one 
larger, longer focus group (8-10 people for two hours). Another option is to conduct interviews with 
multiple rural residents, chosen to reflect rural demographics and interests. 
(To Rue Furch) – Thank you. The next steps will be the focus groups, and then the information will 
be compiled into a campaign that will help educate people and let them know about groundwater. 

Furch (chat) - Thank you. Will participants be selected to represent demographics or from 
volunteers or something else? Geographic and use (domestic, ag, industrial, etc.) spread might help 
too. As we’ve learned during this pandemic - access to this is immensely uneven.  Southwest Santa 
Rosa and some other communities simply do not have access to technology that would support this. 
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Rodriguez (chat) – Thank you. We'll keep that in mind. 

Furch (chat) – Let me know if there is a way to facilitate access.  Normally, we could allow access 
through a library computer system or possibly the schools, which may be possible later next year.  
For now, we’ll have to be more creative. Southwest Santa Rosa has multiple languages. If we can 
make information and/or access through the schools or libraries that would be good. 

7. Action Items
a. Groundwater User Registration Program: Authorize the Administrator to coordinate with

member agency staff and finalize preparations for launching the Groundwater User
Registration Program in early 2021 following completion of the Rural Residential
outreach survey.

Andy Rodgers presented an overview of the key elements of implementation of the Groundwater 
User Registration Program. The on-line beta test of the GRP launched Sept 27 and ended October 
18. Over 100 comments were received from all three Advisory Committees and SRP member agency
staff. Feedback received included: clarify the program’s purpose and simplify the overall experience;
identify better/clearer ways to ask questions and describe information; and clarify what data is
being collected and the use or reason for collecting the information.

Andy Rodgers gave an informative live presentation of the online survey (it will also be available in 
hardcopy) and map, followed by details of the roll out plan and launch schedule.  

Questions/Comments 
Director Zane – Looks good to me, the easier it is for the public the better! 

Director Jacobs – How does it work on mobile? 
Rodgers – It is mobile compatible, but I haven’t tried it. Between now and launch, we will try it 
on different phones. The challenge with mobile is Wi-Fi, the map might be slower, and it is 
harder to navigate maps on a phone. Maybe we should add a comment that “your desktop 
might be a better visual experience.” 
Director Jacobs – Great news, thank you! 

Director Harvey – Once the information and survey is completed, is there a process for validating 
the input? 

Rodgers – Yes, absolutely. The users are signing they are the parcel owner and the information 
submitted will be reviewed and compared. 
Director Harvey – It would be crazy if, e.g. their input is completely different from what we 
have. 

Director Stafford – Thank you for all the work, you did a great job incorporating the Advisory 
Committee feedback. It looks easy to use. 

No public comment. 
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Director Harvey moved to authorize the Administrator to coordinate with member agency staff and 
finalize preparations for launching the Groundwater User Registration Program in early 2021 
following completion of the Rural Residential outreach survey, Director Stafford seconded.  
Motion passed 8-0-2 (Directors Nagle and Zane absent). 

Vote Roll Call 
Director Harvey – aye, Director Stafford – aye, Director Slayter – aye, Director Dutton – aye, 
Director Jacobs – aye, Director Hopkins – aye, Director Nagle – absent, Director Fudge – aye, 
Director Schwedhelm –aye, Director Zane – absent 

8. Administrator, Plan Manager and Legal Counsel Report
Andy Rodgers reiterated there might be additional Board meetings if needed in 2021. The next 
Board meeting is January 28, 2021. Rodgers said he was very proud of the staff for all their work on 
the Groundwater Sustainability Plan and added that the AC is very engaged. He wished everyone 
happy holidays. 

Jay Jasperse reported that DWR gave a report to the ACWA Groundwater Committee on SGMA 
status 1) they indicated their review of the first batch of plans (critical overdraft basins), will be 
released one at a time rather than holding back and releasing them all at one time. The 
consequence of this is that we may see the review of some of these plans earlier than originally 
thought and possibly glean information that may help us with the development of our Plan. The 
second item is that SGMA is initiating a new program related to aerial magnetic surveys by 
helicopter to help map groundwater basins, a technology developed in Denmark. It will be done 
statewide at no cost to us starting in the spring and completing in 2022. The information will add to 
the data we have. DWR is asking two things from the GSAs 1) encourage support for public outreach 
on the surveys as they will be flying helicopters over the basin and 2) requested GSAs to collect 
water level measurements in monitoring wells one week before and one week after. We will 
coordinate with DWR on this and report back as needed. Have a restful holiday season! 

Public Comment 
Stacie Ann Silva (chat) - The electromagnetic surveys involve a very low-flying helicopter with 
equipment hanging from it. I would encourage as much outreach as possible to communities (given 
some experience in the Southern San Joaquin). 

9. Adjournment
Director Hopkins thanked everyone for attending and the staff’s hard work. She wished everyone
safe and happy holidays and adjourned the meeting at 3:17p.m.
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	January 28, 2021 | 1:00 – 3:30 p.m.
	IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE GOVERNOR'S EXECUTIVE ORDERS N-25-20 AND N-29-20 WHICH SUSPENDS
	CERTAIN REQUIREMENTS OFTHE BROWN ACT, THIS MEETING WILL BE HELD VIRTUALLY VIA REMOTE
	CONFERENCING SERVICE — NO PHYSICAL MEETING LOCATION
	Zoom Meeting: 
	https://us02web.zoom.us/j/8330429619?pwd=cS8wWkcxWUJWcGJwZ09iVTFjZThqZz09
	Meeting ID: 833 042 9619
	Password: 287663
	Dial by your location 
	Find your local number: https://us02web.zoom.us/u/kcvnx2FJ0o 
	Agenda and materials will be available the day of the meeting at:
	www.santarosaplaingroundwater.org
	1. Call to Order and Roll Call
	2. Public comment on matters not listed on the agenda but within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Board
	3. Consent Calendar
	a) Approve Minutes of December 10, 2020 Board Meeting

	4. Directors/Subcommittee Report
	5. Advisory Committee Report
	6. Information Items
	a) 2021 GSP Update, Completion Process & Schedule
	b) Rural Residential Outreach update
	c) Groundwater User Information Data Exchange (GUIDE) Program Update

	7. Action Items
	a) 2021 Calendar: Adopt 2021 Meeting Calendar

	8. Administrator, Plan Manager and Legal Counsel Report
	9. Adjournment
	/
	This agenda has been prepared and posted at least 72 hours prior to the regular meeting of the Board of Directors in accordance with the Ralph M. Brown Act. The Board cannot take action on any unscheduled items unless it is declared by a super majority vote of at least three-fourths (3/4) of the Board that an emergency exists or there is an urgent need to take immediate action, and the need for action came to the attention of the District after the agenda was posted. Agenda items are numbered for identification purposes only and will not necessarily be considered in the indicated order. Details and supporting materials concerning agenda items are available for public reference during normal working hours at the Agency Office.
	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 West Yost Associates, (707) 543-8506, as soon as possible to ensure arrangements for accommodation. 
	Public Comment: 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 the public is 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: The associated documentation is available at the offices of the local agencies listed above and on the website at: www.santarosaplaingroundwater.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 Andy Rodgers, arodgers@santarosaplaingroundwater.org. 
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	Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sustainability Agency
	Board Meeting Minutes - DRAFT
	1. Call to Order and Roll Call
	2. Public comment on matters not listed on the agenda but within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Board
	3. Consent Calendar
	a. Approve Minutes of October 29, 2020 Board Meeting

	4. Directors/Subcommittee Report
	5. Advisory Committee Report
	Questions/Comments

	6. Information items
	Jay Jasperse, Plan Manager gave a broad informational update of the GSP: development of the Groundwater Flow Model and Water Budgets (water demands and climate for 50-year projections), development of Monitoring Networks, Sustainable Management Criter...
	Questions/Comments
	Questions/Comments
	Questions/Comments

	7. Action Items
	8. Administrator, Plan Manager and Legal Counsel Report
	9. Adjournment

	Date: December 10, 2020 | 1:00 p.m.
	Location: Zoom Meeting
	www.santarosaplaingroundwater.org
	Chair Hopkins called the meeting to order at 1.02 p.m. Directors Dutton, Fudge, Jacobs, Hopkins, Harvey, Schwedhelm, Slayter (new Board member representing City of Sebastopol), and Stafford were present. Director Jacobs arrived 1:05 pm and Director Zane (arrived 1:12 pm and departed 3:00 pm). Director Nagle was absent. Also, in attendance at the meeting, were Andy Rodgers, Administrator; Jay Jasperse, Plan Manager; Marcus Trotta, Technical staff; Ann DuBay, Outreach; Andrea Rodriguez, Outreach staff; and Simone Peters, Administrative Aide (recording meeting minutes). Public attendees included Colin Close of City of Santa Rosa; Bob Anderson; Rue Furch; Peter Martin; John Rosenblum, and Mary Grace Pawson, all SRP Advisory Committee members; Elizabeth Cargay, Town of Windsor; and Stacie Ann Silva.
	None.
	b. Approve Year-to-Date Financial Report
	Director Schwedhelm requested one correction to the October Board meeting minutes. He said the abbreviation should be corrected to RHNA (not RENA) on page 3.
	No public comment.
	Director Harvey moved to approve the Consent Calendar with the one mentioned correction to the previous minutes and Director Stafford seconded. 
	Motion passed 8-0-2 (Directors Nagle and Zane absent).
	Vote Roll Call
	Director Harvey – aye, Director Stafford – aye, Director Slayter – aye, Director Dutton – aye, Director Jacobs – aye, Director Hopkins – aye, Director Nagle – absent, Director Fudge – aye, Director Schwedhelm –aye, Director Zane - absent
	Director Hopkins mentioned appreciation for Directors Zane and Carnacchi for their service and leadership, and welcomed Director Slayter, new Board member representing City of Sebastopol.
	Director Schwedhelm also applauded Directors Zane and Carnacchi for their service, active participation, and contribution in the GSA Board meetings over the last years.
	Director Zane thanked them for their kind words and said she appreciated the time as a water director the last 12 years. She then thanked Director Hopkins and Schwedhelm for their Board leadership, and Andy Rodgers and staff for their work.
	No public comment.
	Advisory Committee Chairman, Bob Anderson, said the AC had met for the last time in 2020, fourteen members participated in the meeting. He added there is still a lot of work to get through in 2021. His written report is in the packet. 
	Director Harvey – I would like to thank the Advisory Committee for their engagement and hard work. There is only a year to go, with lots to do. The AC does a lot of the heavy lifting for the Board.
	No public comment.
	a. GSP and SMC Updates
	Director Harvey – Are you seeing any issues to get everything done in the next 13 months?
	Jasperse – We are confident we will get it done. It will be busy, we may be picking up the pace a little, there are some additional meetings in 2021 to help us get through it.
	 Director Harvey – So no obstacles to getting it done?
	Jasperse – No, I am not seeing that. I am confident it will get done but it will be a very busy year ahead of us.
	Director Jacobs – Compliments to the staff for getting us this far along by this point. The fact that we have already approved some of the SMCs is great as it gives time for the AC and members of the public to give us feedback on the process.
	Director Hopkins – Complements to you Director Jacobs, I know you are working on other basins as well. It must be interesting to see the progress in different basins.
	Jay Jasperse gave an introduction of the Depletion of Interconnected Surface Water Sustainable Management Criteria. SGMA requires the identification of interconnected surface waters, and of Groundwater Dependent Ecosystems. The GSA must set Minimum Thresholds and Measurable Objectives to prevent significant and unreasonable impacts and must define Undesirable Results based on a combination of minimum threshold exceedances. Jasperse said this was the most challenging of the SMCs because of data and information limitations, technical complexities in identifying a fraction of surface water depletion caused by groundwater pumping, and Surface Water Rights. Lastly, he provided the conceptual development process for this SMC.
	Marcus Trotta, Technical Staff, followed with a detailed overview of Interconnected Surface Water Sustainable Management Criteria.
	Director Harvey – In Jay Jasperse’ presentation he talked about the other agencies that control surface water rights for some folks. Do those agencies have to conform to this legislation or are they absolved of anything having to do with groundwater impacts?
	Jasperse – The surface water rights regulations are codified in the water code and are independent of SGMA. There is no clean interaction between SGMA requirements and how surface water rights are administered. If there is a depletion of significant and unreasonable results and it can be determined it is due to groundwater pumping, it is the GSA that will have to implement a project and/or management action. If due to surface water, then the State Water Resource Control Board will manage. If something comes up it will most likely be due to a mix of different causes.
	Director Harvey – So, at a high level, we would recognize the problem. If within our control, we will manage it, if no, we will work with others to correct it?
	 Jasperse – Yes, at a very high level of our SMC, there will be a process, red flags will be raised.
	John Rosenblum (chat) – SGMA requires a GSA to coordinate with agencies that have responsibility for items beyond the GSA's authority.
	Director Schwedhelm – I appreciate the outline of the steps. When will some of the SMCs be coming to this Board? Do we have target dates for this Board to see updated SMC information?
	Jasperse – We are going to be detailing that in early January. We are thinking this is the last SMC the Board will see until probably around April/May timeframe.
	Trotta – We will discuss this SMC with the Advisory Committee at their next two meetings and aim to obtain their recommendations at their March meeting.
	 Director Schwedhelm – Thank you, I am just trying to keep the calendar clear in my mind.
	Director Jacobs – Do you anticipate building in any management actions the GSA can take in response to a degradation of reasonable conditions of this SMC? How do you anticipate putting in the management actions?
	Jasperse – From the GSAs perspective, actions they could take include water pumping restrictions (voluntary or mandatory if needed), or recharge. We have been talking to folks in the Ag community about possible on-farm recharge or projects like that. We are hopeful there is a partnership with some of the Ag folks to develop some of the concepts and include them in the Plan as options.
	Director Zane – I am glad you mention the recharge projects. I don’t feel we have pursued it adequately. We need to allow the Ag partners to do the recharge projects. What is being done in terms of talking with Ag partners about recharge?
	Jasperse – We have had some meetings with Ag partners and the Farm Bureau and some of their experts. We have been discussing with their consultants also about looking at where opportunities might exist. There are a lot of logistical things on citing the recharge areas that might have a positive benefit for results in terms of stream flow augmentation. There are also water rights issues. I am hopeful we will be able to incorporate as much as possible in the Groundwater Sustainability Plan.
	Director Zane – I think there are plenty of opportunities to do basic education to all our water users. Given another drought year, we might want to consider this one as we move into the next phase of how we sustain our water supply.
	Director Jacobs – In the past there has been a wide-spread perception that the permitting required by the state for groundwater recharge has been an impediment to getting projects off the ground.  Do you feel it is still a major impediment?
	Jasperse – Good question. It has been an impediment in the past, I think it is better now from what I have seen in the streamlined approach. At the same time, we haven’t implemented it yet. The other part is storage and how we can keep water in storage given surface water rights. From what I have heard from farmers, it still isn’t a great system for that. I don’t have any personal experience with it but that is what I have heard.
	Public Comment
	John Rosenblum – Our recharge area (City of Sebastopol and three mutual water companies) hasn’t been analyzed in this Plan. The reason we joined SRP was to eliminate a separate Wilson Grove Highlands GSA. Our recharge area is much smaller than what the Dept. of Water Resources said. It is a problem in that leaving it out of the modeling analysis of what the impacts are in our area make us more vulnerable. My second point is that that the recharge area is also where the state and federal agencies have recognized severe impacts on groundwater and surface water ecological systems where there is a lot of data that could have been used in developing the GSP. The third issue is that starting the planning from 2015 leaves out impacts that happened before 2015 which gives lots of data and indication of trends. We need to track more of the previous droughts on our water supply. Fourth, on emissions that are part of the modeling, DWR has recommended adaptation scenarios where we think humanity can survive with our support systems, but there are also very destructive scenarios that say we won’t survive. We need to pay attention not just to water, but there could be scenarios where collaboration with different agencies and countries could show us that water supply could survive when we collaborate with other agencies. 
	Trotta – Thank you for your comments. Related to 2015 data, we are using data from prior to 2015 including in this analysis of interconnected surface water depletion. We are using the model to help inform our development of the SMC. It includes hydrology and groundwater pumping data historically back to 1974. With regards to potential impacts to streams outside the SRP basin and in the Wilson Grove basin – we need to focus on interconnected surface water within our basin. The Laguna is an important interconnected surface water feature. That water feature is right along the boundary of Santa Rosa Plain and Wilson Grove. By protecting that water feature we would also be protecting portions of the Wilson Grove from  pumping occurring in the Santa Rosa Plain.
	Jasperse – Our model and analysis utilize all the data available to us. If you have additional data that we don’t have, we would love to receive it.
	Rosenblum – The devil is in the details and the details are important. This isn’t something with which we should burden the Board.
	Director Hopkins – Maybe we could move this to a separate meeting. I appreciated having the chance to speak with you earlier in the week and to setting something up in future.
	b. Rural Residential Outreach Update and Schedule
	Andrea Rodriguez confirmed the rural community engagement project conducted with the other two Sonoma County GSAs was launched. Director Harvey is our liaison to the project. The survey was mailed on December 1 to about 6,500 rural residents. It is online and available in English and Spanish; some responses have already been received. The survey closes on January 15 and the analysis will begin then. Focus groups will be conducted in the February/March timeframe. 
	Director Harvey – Are we going to discuss the issues mentioned in the staff report? Are there any strong objections and/or leaning towards any of the methods?
	Rodriguez – We waited until after the election to mail the survey, we are looking forward to doing the focus groups; if we can meet face-to-face, we will, otherwise we will do the focus groups online.
	Rue Furch (chat) – I have already received calls and emails in response to the survey mailer.  People are curious about what is important and/or what they could expect next. I think we might need to do some more outreach in order to make people more comfortable.
	Director Hopkins – I will take curious and slightly worried over anger and frustration any day. I appreciate that feedback.
	Ann DuBay (chat) – Social distancing protocols will likely make it difficult to conduct traditional focus groups. The Consultant is considering a couple of alternatives. One option is to hold two smaller and shorter virtual focus groups (perhaps with 4-5 people for one hour) in each basin, rather than one larger, longer focus group (8-10 people for two hours). Another option is to conduct interviews with multiple rural residents, chosen to reflect rural demographics and interests.
	(To Rue Furch) – Thank you. The next steps will be the focus groups, and then the information will be compiled into a campaign that will help educate people and let them know about groundwater.
	Furch (chat) - Thank you. Will participants be selected to represent demographics or from volunteers or something else? Geographic and use (domestic, ag, industrial, etc.) spread might help too. As we’ve learned during this pandemic - access to this is immensely uneven.  Southwest Santa Rosa and some other communities simply do not have access to technology that would support this.
	Rodriguez (chat) – Thank you. We'll keep that in mind.
	Furch (chat) – Let me know if there is a way to facilitate access.  Normally, we could allow access through a library computer system or possibly the schools, which may be possible later next year.  For now, we’ll have to be more creative. Southwest Santa Rosa has multiple languages. If we can make information and/or access through the schools or libraries that would be good.
	a. Groundwater User Registration Program: Authorize the Administrator to coordinate with member agency staff and finalize preparations for launching the Groundwater User Registration Program in early 2021 following completion of the Rural Residential outreach survey.
	Andy Rodgers presented an overview of the key elements of implementation of the Groundwater User Registration Program. The on-line beta test of the GRP launched Sept 27 and ended October 18. Over 100 comments were received from all three Advisory Committees and SRP member agency staff. Feedback received included: clarify the program’s purpose and simplify the overall experience; identify better/clearer ways to ask questions and describe information; and clarify what data is being collected and the use or reason for collecting the information.
	Andy Rodgers gave an informative live presentation of the online survey (it will also be available in hardcopy) and map, followed by details of the roll out plan and launch schedule. 
	Questions/Comments
	Director Zane – Looks good to me, the easier it is for the public the better!
	Director Jacobs – How does it work on mobile?
	Rodgers – It is mobile compatible, but I haven’t tried it. Between now and launch, we will try it on different phones. The challenge with mobile is Wi-Fi, the map might be slower, and it is harder to navigate maps on a phone. Maybe we should add a comment that “your desktop might be a better visual experience.”
	 Director Jacobs – Great news, thank you!
	Director Harvey – Once the information and survey is completed, is there a process for validating the input?
	Rodgers – Yes, absolutely. The users are signing they are the parcel owner and the information submitted will be reviewed and compared.
	Director Harvey – It would be crazy if, e.g. their input is completely different from what we have.
	Director Stafford – Thank you for all the work, you did a great job incorporating the Advisory Committee feedback. It looks easy to use.
	No public comment.
	Director Harvey moved to authorize the Administrator to coordinate with member agency staff and finalize preparations for launching the Groundwater User Registration Program in early 2021 following completion of the Rural Residential outreach survey, Director Stafford seconded. 
	Motion passed 8-0-2 (Directors Nagle and Zane absent).
	Vote Roll Call
	Director Harvey – aye, Director Stafford – aye, Director Slayter – aye, Director Dutton – aye, Director Jacobs – aye, Director Hopkins – aye, Director Nagle – absent, Director Fudge – aye, Director Schwedhelm –aye, Director Zane – absent
	Andy Rodgers reiterated there might be additional Board meetings if needed in 2021. The next Board meeting is January 28, 2021. Rodgers said he was very proud of the staff for all their work on the Groundwater Sustainability Plan and added that the AC is very engaged. He wished everyone happy holidays.
	Jay Jasperse reported that DWR gave a report to the ACWA Groundwater Committee on SGMA status 1) they indicated their review of the first batch of plans (critical overdraft basins), will be released one at a time rather than holding back and releasing them all at one time. The consequence of this is that we may see the review of some of these plans earlier than originally thought and possibly glean information that may help us with the development of our Plan. The second item is that SGMA is initiating a new program related to aerial magnetic surveys by helicopter to help map groundwater basins, a technology developed in Denmark. It will be done statewide at no cost to us starting in the spring and completing in 2022. The information will add to the data we have. DWR is asking two things from the GSAs 1) encourage support for public outreach on the surveys as they will be flying helicopters over the basin and 2) requested GSAs to collect water level measurements in monitoring wells one week before and one week after. We will coordinate with DWR on this and report back as needed. Have a restful holiday season!
	Public Comment
	Stacie Ann Silva (chat) - The electromagnetic surveys involve a very low-flying helicopter with equipment hanging from it. I would encourage as much outreach as possible to communities (given some experience in the Southern San Joaquin).
	Director Hopkins thanked everyone for attending and the staff’s hard work. She wished everyone safe and happy holidays and adjourned the meeting at 3:17p.m.
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