
. Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sustainability 
Agency Advisory Committee Meeting 

MEETING SUMMARY 

Meeting date/time: January 14, 2018 I 3:00 pm – 5:30 pm 
Location: City of Santa Rosa Utility Field Office, 35 Stony Circle Drive, Santa Rosa, CA 95401 
Contact: Andy Rodgers, West Yost Associates 
Email: ARodgers@westyost.com I Phone: 707. 508.3661 
Sonoma County Groundwater Website: http://sonomacountygroundwater.org  

MEETING RECAP 
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Action Item Responsible Party Deadline 
Provide feedback to Ann DuBay on 
the distributed outreach talking 
points and fact sheet. 

Advisory Committee Done 

Outreach to constituents to 
heighten awareness of the 
upcoming January 30th community 
workshop and identify and bring 
any concerns forward as soon as 
possible to Andy Rodgers and Ann 
DuBay.  

Advisory Committee September 24 

Finalize talking points, a fact sheet 
and a template power point 
presentation that committee 
members can use as educational 
tools. Materials will also be 
provided in Spanish. Confirmation 
on whether a videotape of the 
community meeting can be done. 

Ann Dubay January 30 

Confirm that Dropbox has link to 
maps that were missing from the 
packet handout (e.g., Plan Area 
maps) as well as initial figures, 
tables, and table of contents from 
the Basin Setting section of the GSP. 

Marcus Done 

Make any additional comments or 
suggested edits on 1) the draft Plan 
Area section and, 2) the initial Basin 
Setting figures, tables, and table of 
contents. 

Advisory Committee January 30 

Summary of Action Items 

mailto:ARodgers@westyost.com
http://sonomacountygroundwater.org/
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Provide a draft map of proposed 
locations of deeper monitoring 
wells at the next committee 
meeting.  

Marcus March 11, before next 
meeting 

Follow up with City of Santa Rosa 
staff on how the amount of 
groundwater use attributed to the 
city was derived. 

Marcus March 11, before next 
meeting 

Look into how groundwater use for 
urban residential wells was 
determined and ensure that a 
distinction is made between urban 
wells which are the sole source of 
water supply for parcels in urban 
areas and urban wells which are 
used for supplemental irrigation. 

GSA staff March 11, before next 
meeting 

Incorporate committee member 
suggestions for planning future 
technical presentations and field 
trips in 2019. 

GSA Staff  

 
Next Meeting: March 11, 2018, 3:00 p.m. – 5:30 p.m., City of Santa Rosa’s Utility Field Office (UFO), 
35 Stony Circle Drive. 
 

MEETING SUMMARY 

Welcome, Introductions and Agenda Review 

Rich Wilson, Sacramento State University Collaboration and Consensus Program (facilitator), 
opened the meeting, suggested a round of introductions, and followed with an overview of the 
meeting’s agenda and ground rules. No comments were received on the agenda.  

Public Comment Period 

Two public comments were received during this period: 

• One resident is looking into ways to contest the GSA charging taxes/fees. 
• Another residential well user from Roseland is concerned that those using the most water 

will not pay more in fees. He would like the GSA to have authentic community engagement 
regarding fees and to investigate waivers for those that do not use much groundwater.  
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GSA Staff and Advisory Committee Updates 

Andy Rodgers, Administrator, presented a brief overview of what had been discussed at the 
December Study Session about the rate and fee study. At the December meeting the Board 
addressed questions provided by GSA Staff from four categories: Water registration program, 
boundary parcels, current contribution, and fee development. The takeaways were that GSA staff 
were on the right track with the well registration program, but to be clear in the messaging 
outreach regarding what the well registration is and isn’t. Suggestions regarding the boundary 
parcels were received and ideas were provided as options to offset impacted payers, such as 
Sonoma County seeding a grant program or other ways to receive additional funds to offset specific 
target user groups. GSA staff is exploring what this might look like. 

Marcus Trotta, Sonoma County Water Agency, gave an update on the technical front. Updates 
included: The Department of Water Resources (DWR) has approved drafts of all the basin boundary 
modification requests submitted for Sonoma County. This includes Sebastopol’s request to be 
included in the Santa Rosa Plain ground water basin, and other jurisdictional requests that remain 
in the county related to Wilson Grove basin by the city of Petaluma and county of Marin also 
approved in draft form. DWR expects to finalize boundaries in February after going to the California 
Water Commission; DWR finalized basin reprioritization for those basins that did not request 
boundary modifications. Any basin affected by a boundary modification, those will be finalized in 
spring, which includes the Santa Rosa Basin. The two basins in Sonoma county that were proposed 
to go from very low to medium, Alexander Valley and Healdsburg area, those went down to very 
low due to state changing methodology in water quality and accepting local data rather than using 
statewide datasets. 

A million dollar grant agreement was received from DWR so costs for GSP development will begin 
to be reimbursed. DWR approved request for 10-12 shallow water monitoring wells through their 
Technical Support Services (TSS) program. Draft agreement being put in place. In response to 
inquiry from GSA staff, DWR encouraged the GSA to also submit requests for deeper monitoring 
wells through the TSS program. Sonoma Water will work on proposed locations near basin 
boundaries and where they see data gaps.  

Advisory Committee member comments and questions: 

• Question – Member asked if a decision was made as to whether municipal cities would be 
fronting money, deferring or not deferring money.  

o Administrator confirmed no formal decision was made by the Board, but direction 
was given to move forward with additional contributions not being part of the 
equation and to defer the repayment.  

• Question – Member followed up with questions regarding the range on the next meeting 
item slide. He thought the range was related to whether the payment was made and would 
like to know why the range is being kept.  
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o Administrator responded that the numbers evolve daily and that the range reflects 
that.  

• Comment – Member confirmed that at the study session municipalities were unanimous 
and the direction was to defer the first- and second-year contributions for an extended 
period of time.  

Rate and Fee Study Update 

Andy Rodgers provided current updates: the January 30 community meeting scheduled, at the 
February 14 Board meeting the methodology for the fee/rate will be reviewed and hopefully 
approved. Fee/rate anticipated to be adopted in April. 

Andy provided a summary of anticipated costs over the next 5 years and addressed scaling things 
based on use where information is available. Further refinement is happening regarding ag use and 
diaries. Rural residential numbers are from studies available. Andy pointed out the difference in 
having the state take over versus maintaining local groundwater management.  

Groundwater user registration program needs to have a regulation in place if we’re going to assess 
a fee on de minimus users (eg, rural residential users, accounting for approximately 2,490 of 
groundwater extraction in the basin). The framework program is simply asking for more 
information from groundwater users that will be of benefit to GSA. Without this program and the 
ability to assess de minimus users, there would be an increase in fees to all other groundwater 
users. Assumptions that were presented to the Board are in the advisory committee meeting 
packet, and the Board supported them. Groundwater users are not being asked to pay registration 
fees and program should not be complicated in either the information asked for or the description 
of the rationale, purpose and benefits of the program. Additionally, it will be made clear that the 
information gathered will be protected as is consistent with a public utility. The status of the 
program is that GSA staff met with Permit Sonoma and Ag Commissioner. An outreach plan is being 
drafted. 

Board directed staff to investigate ways a program can be set up a for additional distributions to 
offset impacted users. Meetings are being set up and this is being investigated further.  

Ann talked about the January 30 community meeting goal and materials that will be there and the 
outreach being provided and the ask from the committee. Specifically, committee members are 
asked to spread the word about the community meeting, and inform Ann and Andy as soon as 
possible of any concerns they are hearing from their respective constituents.  

Press Democrat Ad and a post card were completed. Post cards will be in the mail at the end of the 
week to known well owners in the SRP. Urban irrigators post card is being revised and sent out. Ad 
in the paper will run January 23 and 27. Radio ad will start next week. Social media channels will 
also be utilized. No Spanish radio ads are scheduled, but the post cards and the paper ads have 
translations.  
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Ann asked for continued feedback on the outreach materials in the packet: the rate and fee study 
and a fact sheet. Ann has a presentation that Advisory Committee members can use to reach out to 
stakeholders, as well as asking them to use social media, email or other ways to let them know 
about the upcoming community meeting.  

Advisory Committee member comments and questions: 

• Question –In identifying private well owners in Cotati, there were parcels that do not have 
city water or sewers. There is no category for that on the slides. How are parcels in urban 
boundaries that are primarily on private well use categorized? Marcus confirmed that the 
assumption that Raftelis made was that the urban parcels that have wells, the wells were 
used primarily for irrigation and that this needs further looking into and corrected. 

• Comment – Follow up to that question: in member’s understanding, if there was no water 
service, they are presumed 100% on ground water. Marcus to investigate further how data 
was applied if wells that may have both well and service.  

• Comment – Member brought up that at the December study session there was discussion 
with small farms and types of use and fee structure that might be required and distinct from 
others. Doesn’t think this happened and that it should before the next board meeting. Andy 
said there has been inquiry into this and what can be done. Clear direction was given to 
develop programs that can offset those types on users.  

• Question –What is the appeal process? Andy indicated it’s a key piece to get right and they 
are currently exploring what this format would look like. 

• Question –How is the initial contact going to go? Andy confirmed the first contact is critical, 
still being discussed and highlights the importance of messaging.  

• Question – Member expressed the desire to have numbers come together in one place and 
he provided his own handout to the meeting, which he discussed at length. What is the 
total estimated water use for what the GSA is doing? The collected numbers so far don’t 
back it up. Andy addressed the numbers are a high priority to talk about. Marcus also 
confirmed that the numbers are still being refined and referenced that diaries use recycled 
water. Other irrigated pasture land not associated with dairy also using recycled waters. 
Current estimate of irrigation water use in the basin is around 18,000 acre feet per year 
(afy). If all irrigated pasture lands are determined not to use ground water, the volume 
would drop about 1700 afy from that total; which accounts for the high range. 

• Question –In relation to the slides, if projected usage was what was changed. Andy 
confirmed yes. She requested more information on where usage numbers came from. 

• Comment –Spanish speaking materials requested to be to passed out to members. 
• Questions –Is there an opportunity to video tape the community meeting.  

o Ann will look into options for this. 
• Question –How are wells are being categorized? One well per property? Each well on a 

single property? Only wells being used? 
o Andy said it’s not set up yet, but the well registration program may be an 

opportunity to correct the GSA’s records for numbers. 
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• Question – On the second page of the well registration program fact sheet: is it saying that 
you’ll be registered if you get a letter and you don’t have to do anything else?  

o Ann said, yes, that is the idea. 
 
 
 

Public Comment 

• Comment –Concern that if the state was willing to offer a waiver for de minimis users. Why 
is the GSA not?  

• Question –Where did the state come up with the $100 fee; it wasn’t in the Water Code he 
read. He said that the information could become public if people claim exemption on the 
well registration.  

 
Groundwater Sustainability Plan Development– Revised Sections 1 and 2 

Marcus Trotta provided an overview of the revised draft of the Plan Area sections, along with 
supporting figures. Highlights of the revisions were discussed. Marcus requested the Advisory 
Committee members send in any additional comments on the figure and tables. Unless there are 
substantial changes, these sections will not be shown at the next advisory committee meeting.  

Marcus went over the basin setting section which describes ground water conditions such as 
geology, water level trends, water quality, water budget, etc. Complete draft of 3.1 and 3.2 will be 
completed by next Advisory Committee meeting. Additional input on these sections will be helpful 
to receive over the next two weeks.  

Questions/Comments from Advisory Committee 

• Question – Is there information on the depth of the wells? 
o Response – Marcus said this information wasn’t available. 

• Question – In relation to figure 2-4C, what year did DWR do the flights for land use analysis? 
What is the decision process for using DWR’s flight information vs local vegetation 
classifications? Has there been much comparison about ag crop type irrigated vs non-irrigated? 

o Response – Marcus said 2014 and that they are using both because they offer different 
types of information. Marcus said that Raftelis has compared those data sets and there 
was close enough agreement. 

• Question – In relation to figure 2.2-9, can staff examine the history and classification of the 
County’s Water Availability Zones.  

o Response – Marcus said that Permit Sonoma was interested in updating. 
• Comment –The fee study is widdling down the existing use in the basin and is the GSP going to 

consider the reduced use found in this report? 
o Response – Yes, the water budget portion of the GSP will need to take this into account. 

• Question – Is it possible to have a map at the community meeting that would help people 
identify their parcel and how they’ll be personally affected?  
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• Question –Are there sections coming up that will go over historical data? 
o Response – Marcus confirmed that historical data will be included and will vary 

depending on how far back data goes.  
• Comment –Is it worth exploring historic stream bed and ability to recharge historic channels? 

She offered raw data from previous reports in 1989 and would be happy to share.  
• Comment – Is it worth knowing historical items and would it be actionable? SGMA states the 

baseline condition is when the law was enacted.  
o Response – Marcus confirmed that the GSA is not required to address undesirable 

results which occurred prior to SGMA taking effect in January 2015, but there is a need 
to assess historical conditioned to utilize 50 years of hydrology and analyze past 
information to project future. 

• Comment –Member supports going back further than 2015 because that was drought time. 
• Comment –What point is it bad to go too far back historically? What is the threshold that DWR 

is thinking about? 
o Marcus said DWR has assigned staff to interact with the GSA. This will be important to 

have them when we get to items like this and getting a sense of what their threshold is. 
 

Public Comment 

• Comment –If the shallow wells aren’t using groundwater, has there been consideration on 
exempting them.  What are the annual deficits on groundwater banking? How much water 
is required to make up the deficit? 

o Response – Marcus explained there is no way to carve out shallow portions of the 
aquifer from SGMA requirements. There is a feasibility study that has been done for 
ground water banking for this basin.  

Ann DuBay again mentioned that Advisory Committee members are encouraged to share 
information about the community meeting and to provide feedback on some of the handouts. As a 
last item, Marcus talked about one of the handouts discussing the meeting calendar with lists of 
proposed topics. Ann is working on, as administrator of the other basins, putting on public 
workshops on issues such as climate change. In the fall, a public workshop on the first section of 
the GSP is being considered. Marcus asked for feedback on this handout, such as topic ideas or 
fieldtrips.  
 

Meeting Attendees 

Advisory Committee Members (present)  
Agriculture, Bob Anderson 
City of Cotati, Craig Scott 
City of Rohnert Park, Mary Grace Pawson 
City of Santa Rosa, Jennifer Burke 
City of Sebastopol, Henry Mikus 
Environmental, Sebastian Bertsch 
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Environmental, Rue Furch 
Federated Indians of Graton Rancheria, Maureen Geary 
Gold Ridge RCD, Matt O’Connor 
Independent Water Systems, Chris Bates 
Rural Residential, Marlene Soiland 
Sonoma County Water Agency, Carolyn Dixon 
Town of Windsor, Sandi Potter 
County of Sonoma, Mark Grismer 
Rural/residential, Doug Beretta 
 
Advisory Committee Members (absent)  
Business, Joe Gaffney 
Sonoma RCD, Wayne Haydon 
Agriculture, David Long 
 
Staff 
GSA Administrator, Andy Rodgers 
Sonoma County Water Agency, Marcus Trotta 
Center for Collaborative Policy (facilitator), Rich Wilson 
GSA Administrative Assistant (minute taker), Sabrina Marson 
 
Public 
Approximately 8 members of public. 
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