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 Board Meeting 
Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sustainability Agency

Date: October 11, 2018  
Time: 1:00 p.m. 

Location: Santa Rosa Utility Field Office 35 Stony Point Rd, Santa Rosa, CA 95401 
Address: 35 Stony Point Rd, Santa Rosa, CA 95401 

http://www.sonomacountygroundwater.org   
Agenda 

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 August 9, 2018
b. Approve Year-to-Date Financial Report for Fiscal Year 2018-19

4. Directors/Subcommittee Report
a. Ad hoc committee on funding options

5. Advisory Committee Report

6. Information Items
a. Agricultural Community Proposal
b. Basin Boundary Modification submission
c. Rate and Fee Study Update
d. Groundwater Sustainability Plan Update

7. Action Items
a. Contract with Sonoma County Water Agency:  Consider authorization to enter into a

contract with Sonoma Water from November 1, 2018 through June 30, 2022 to provide
technical, monitoring, outreach, and grant administration services to the GSA.

b. Contract with California State University Sacramento:  Consider authorization to amend
contract with California State University Sacramento from November 1, 2018 through June
30, 2020, to provide facilitation services.

c. Contract with Kronick, Moskowitz, Tiedemann and Girard, LLC: Consider amended contract
for legal services from November 1, 2018 through June 30, 2019.

d. Contract for GSA Administrator:  Consider authorization to enter into a contract with West

http://www.sonomacountygroundwater.org/


 
Yost Associates for administrative services for the GSA from November 1, 2018 through June 
30, 2020. 

 
8. Administrator, Plan Manager and Legal Counsel Report 

 
9. Adjournment 

 

Member Agency Directors Alternates 

City of Cotati Susan Harvey Mark Landman 

City of Rohnert Park Pam Stafford Jake Mackenzie 

City of Santa Rosa Tom Schwedhelm Vice Chair Chris Rogers 

County of Sonoma Shirlee Zane Susan Gorin 

Gold Ridge Resource Conservation District Joe Dutton Mel Sanchietti 

Independent Water Systems Evan Jacobs Michael Spielman 

Sonoma County Water Agency Lynda Hopkins Chair Susan Gorin 

Sonoma Resource Conservation District John Nagle Walt Ryan 

Town of Windsor Mark Millan Debora Fudge 

 
Special Accommodations: If you have a disability which requires an accommodation, an alternative format, or 
requires another person to assist you while attending this meeting, please contact Ann DuBay, (707) 524-8378, as 
soon as possible to ensure arrangements for accommodation.  

Public Comment: Any member of the audience desiring to address the Board on a matter on the agenda: please 
complete a Speaker Card and hand it to the Clerk at the beginning of the meeting or prior to the time the Board Chair 
closes public comment on the item about which you wish to speak. When called by the Chair, please walk to the 
podium, state your name and make your comments. 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 Ann DuBay, 
Ann.DuBay@SCWA.ca.gov.  
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Meeting Date: October 11, 2018 

 

Board Meeting 
Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sustainability Agency

Regular Meeting Minutes 
August 9, 2018  

1:00 p.m. 
City of Santa Rosa, Utilities Field Office 

35 Stony Point Rd, Santa Rosa, CA 95401 
http://www.sonomacountygroundwater.org   

1 
 

 

 

Member Agency Directors Alternates 
City of Cotati Susan Harvey Mark Landman 
City of Rohnert Park Pam Stafford Jack Mackenzie 
City of Santa Rosa Tom Schwedhelm Chris Rogers 
County of Sonoma Shirlee Zane Susan Gorin 
Gold Ridge Resource Conservation District Joe Dutton Mel Sanchietti 
Independent Water Systems Evan Jacobs Michael Spielman 
Sonoma County Water Agency Lynda Hopkins Susan Gorin 
Sonoma Resource Conservation District Walt Ryan John Nagle 
Town of Windsor Mark Millan Deborah Fudge 

 
   

1. Call to Order and Roll Call   
Lynda Hopkins, Chairwoman, called the meeting to order at 1:00 p.m. and noted that a 
quorum of the board was present, consisting of the following Directors: Joe Dutton, Debora 
Fudge (for Mark Millan), Susan Harvey, Lynda Hopkins, John Nagle, Tom Schwedhelm, 
Michael Spielman (for Evan Jacobs), Pam Stafford, and Shirley Zane. Others present 
included Ann DuBay, Interim Administrator; Simone Peters, GSA Administrative Assistant; 
Jay Jasperse, Sonoma County Water Agency; Scott Morris, Legal Counsel.  
 

2. Public Employee Performance Evaluation (GC § 54957) Title: Legal Counsel 
Public Comment on Closed session:  
Duane DeWitt, Roseland - would behoove the Board to get feedback from the public about 
employees, could easily do a survey online to ask the public for feedback. 
Michael Hilber, Santa Rosa – does not feel the Legal Representative is always working in the 
best interest of the public. 
The Board went into closed session following roll call and reconvened from their closed 
session at 1:48 p.m. 
Director Hopkins mentioned there were no formal reportable actions from the performance 
evaluation and they are considering an extension of the Legal Counsel’s contract through 

http://www.sonomacountygroundwater.org/
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October, 2018. 
 

3. Public comment on matters not listed on the agenda but within the subject matter 
jurisdiction of the board 
Duane DeWitt, Roseland – It is important that you as a groundwater sustainability 
management agency work together with different sectors to get the best outcome of water 
management. Publicize it and let Sonoma Water interact with the City of Santa Rosa to get 
positive things done and bring publicity to it. 
 
Michael Hilber, Santa Rosa - would like to see this issue taken to the state. Licensed 
business users should be restricted and charged a fee, not residential well users. He thinks 
that Bob Anderson, chair of the Santa Rosa Plain Advisory Committee, would like to shift 
costs to small people and have a parcel tax to subsidize the wine industry. He believes that 
Mr. Anderson has a conflict of interest and shouldn’t be on the Advisory Committee. 
 

4. Consent Calendar  
a. Approve Minutes of June 14, 2018  
b. Approve Final Financial Report for FY 2017-18 
c. Approve Member Agency Invoicing for FY 2018-19 
d. Approve Meeting Schedule for FY 2018-19 

Public Comments: None 
Director Harvey moved to approve the Consent Calendar, Director Stafford seconded. 
Motion carried. 
Abstained: (4) Director Alternate Fudge, Director Hopkins, Director Alternate Spielman, 
Director Zane 
 

5. Directors/Subcommittee Report  
a. Director Hopkins stated that the Ad hoc committee on funding options had not met 

since the last Board meeting so there was nothing new to report. The committee will 
meet a few times in the next few months through October, 2018. They are 
continuing to explore in greater detail the intricacies of legal issues regarding 
funding options. 
Public comment: None 
No action was taken. 

 
6. Advisory Committee Report 

Rue Furch, Advisory Committee Vice-Chair, mentioned the Advisory Committee had not met 
since the last Board meeting. Several AC members attended the Department of Water 
Resources (DWR) public meeting in Healdsburg. It was a very informative meeting and the 
comment period has been extended. 
Public comments: None 
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No action was taken. 

 
7. Informational Item 

a. Fee/Rate Study and Update  
Ann DuBay, Interim Administrator, provided a short update on the Fee/Rate Study. 
She mentioned that in June, the Boards of Petaluma Valley and Sonoma Valley asked 
staff to temporarily halt the rate/fee study and negotiate ongoing member agency 
contributions. The Boards of the two basins will consider renegotiated agreements 
again at their August Board meetings. In July, Raftelis spent much time reconciling 
their numbers developed locally with numbers that DWR had in their basin 
reprioritization study that showed much higher groundwater use. Also, staff has met 
and communicated with DWR to discuss the numbers. In August through October, 
Raftelis will focus on refining the numbers and options, discuss refined groundwater 
use estimates with the Advisory Committee in September, and then and bring 
options to the board for discussion in October. 

• Question:  – Are there any obvious reasons for the discrepancy in the numbers? 
o Response – Overall, the two main reasons are that 1) DWR assumed a 

number of parcels that were using groundwater are actually using recycled 
water or aren’t irrigated, and 2) DWR used much higher water-use estimates 
for crops than what we use locally.   

Public Comment:  None 
No action was taken. 

 
8. Action Items 

a. Contract for Rate and Fee Study: Ann DuBay, Interim Administrator, asked the 
board for authorization to amend the contract with Raftelis Financial Consulting, 
Inc., to complete the Agency Fee Analysis and Rate Setting Services and to add 
funding not to exceed $50,000. The current contract for FY 2017-18, not to exceed 
$85K, will be fully expended by September 1, 2018. FY18-19 has built in $65,000 for 
the rate/fee study in the FY 2018-19 budget. The proposed amended contract would 
add up to $50K in funding to supplement the approximately $13,000 remaining 
amount. 
Public Comments:  
Michael Hilber, Santa Rosa – He does not support the proposal as he thinks there is 
lots of “wheel spinning”, he suggested data could be collected without a consultant 
via the Property Records’ Department. 
Director Harvey moved to approve extending the contract for $50K, Director 
Stafford seconded. Opposed: (1) Director Nagle. Motion carried. 
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b. Contract with Auditor: Ann DuBay requested authorization to enter into a three-
year contract for a total amount not-to-exceed $13,650 for an annual audit with 
Pisenti & Brinker, LLP as the JPA requires a financial audit be conducted annually. 
Pisenti & Brinker, LLP is a local firm working with the county and already familiar 
with GSA. Their proposal fell into the budgeted amount. 
• Question Director Hopkins - is there a penalty if the contract is ended early? 

o Response:  No 
Public Comments: None 
Director Stafford, moved to approve as suggested, Director Schwedhelm seconded. 
Motion passed unanimously. 
 

c. Basin Reprioritization Comment Letter and adoption of a Resolution for a possible 
Basin Boundary Modification request. 
Jay Jasperse, Plan Manager, presented two updates. Since the last board meeting in 
June, they have considered comments of analyses by DWR that raised the priority of 
two basins from medium to high (no practical change in this), and three new basins: 
Healdsburg, Dry Creek and Wilson Grove. They completed analyses on metrics and 
are currently preparing a detailed technical comment letter for this basin as well as 
the other two basins. Deadline for the comment letter has moved from July 18th to 
August 20th. The key issues that raise total points include; water quality, inclusion of 
manganese and iron impacts, groundwater use estimates, evaluation of public water 
supply well density, and saline water intrusion. They are now busy coordinating with 
Napa and Marin counties and cities outside and inside the basin to collect and 
coordinate comments.  
 
Wilson Grove Basin boundary could be reduced to low- or very low-priority through 
a basin boundary adjustment if approved by the State. The State allows two types of 
basin boundaries: 1) jurisdictional (from a city or county –- this process is simpler 
and less intensive as one less step is involved) and 2) scientifically based – which 
would allow the GSA to take the lead by looking at the watershed boundary or fault 
line. Either way, to achieve the goal of Wilson Grove being reprioritized/lowered in 
priority, DWR would have to agree with our assessment of groundwater use. 
Meeting again with City of Sebastopol, City of Petaluma and County of Marin. City of 
Petaluma is pursuing a jurisdictional boundary. There is a Resolution in the packet as 
the board won’t meet again by September 28th. Staff recommends adopting the 
resolution to be submitted to DWR by the Plan Manager in case a basin boundary 
modification be submitted on behalf of the Board. 
  
The Plan Manager (when asked) suggest that the best alternative for the GSA is to 
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support jurisdictional boundary with the City of Petaluma and with City of 
Sebastopol. He requested input from the Board. 
 
 
 
Board questions and feedback:  
 
• Question – Director Zane – why not use science rather than jurisdictional 

boundary? 
o Response – It can always be changed in the future. The Science method is 

only good if the data is good, would often have to rely on USGS data that 
exists today. 

o Question – Director Zane – is there an economic reason why DWR doesn’t want 
to share their formulas? 

o Response – Not an economic reason, it is a policy. 
• Question Director Nagle – last time we met you mentioned it would cost 

$30,000 to do a scientific boundary modification, is this still correct? 
o Response – it would be less than that, probably about $15,000. A 

jurisdictional modification would be a minimal cost. 
• Question Director Hopkins – How likely is it that DWR will agree to all the 

contingencies you stated, reassessment of pasture land, etc.? 
o Response – My guess is less than 50% because we still have to use DWR’s 

data. 
• Comment/Question Director Hopkins – I would love to see Wilson Grove de-

listed. Doubling groundwater basins in Sonoma County would be challenging. So 
you are saying that the scientific model is not seriously advantageous to us 
because there are so many contingencies?  

o Response – Yes, to Supervisor Zane’s point of view, maybe the boundary 
should always have been at the watershed, this is a very important point. 

• Question Director Hopkins - What is the most current conversation with the City 
of Sebastopol?  

o Late July was our last meeting. They were in favor of either a 
jurisdictional or scientifically based modification. 

• Comment Director Dutton: Supports basin boundary change. 
• Question Director Nagle – The new information that DWR gathered under their 

emergency information order for Green Valley, is it informing any of the 
decisions on the scoring of Wilson Grove?  
o Response: I don’t’ think so, it was a different agency (State Water Resources 

Control Board). 
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Board provided feedback on their preference of jurisdictional or scientific: 
• Director Alternate Spielman – jurisdictional approach seems simplest and most 

direct 
• Director Alternate Fudge – jurisdictional 
• Director Harvey– jurisdictional seems the way to go 
• Director Zane – vote is for science 
• Director Hopkins – jurisdictional with caveat if in ongoing discussion with DWR, 

it becomes clear a watershed based boundary would have a higher likelihood of 
eliminating the higher prioritization of Wilson Grove, would be interested in 
pursuing that direction. 

• Director Nagle – support resolution 
• Director Stafford – jurisdictional for now 
• Director Dutton – jurisdictional  for now 
 
Public Comments:  
Michael Hilber – does DWR have scientific basis for claiming a problem with high 
manganese levels and counting it against groundwater? What is your argument 
going to be against DWR? 
 
John Rosenblum, representing Belmont Terrace Mutual Water Company, just 
outside Sebastopol City limits. He has been meeting with three other mutual water 
companies now in the same situation, they have more or less agreed on scientific 
approach. To allay fears about a giant $30,000 investigation, there is already a CA 
Department of Fish and Wildlife evaluation of hydrogeology in our area and its 
impact on surface water. It shows very clearly that Wilson Grove is quite continuous 
for about a half circle (about 1.5 miles) around Sebastopol, it could easily be 
incorporated. They request the boundary be based on the scientific approach. USGS 
presented a model and put a warning in there that they had no data for rural 
agricultural or domestic extraction. Every vineyard we know about has meters, so 
there is data that was outlined in the rate review. About the water quality issue, 
Dept. of Water resources has to apply uniformity across the State. Worried about a 
jurisdictional boundary with the City of Sebastopol, as they don’t have the money to 
annex us but every one of the mutual water companies is willing to join the 
independent water users and pay $20 per home per year and join the Santa Rosa 
Plain GSA.  
Rue Furch – speaking as a domestic well owner, priority should be watershed 
boundary. If we can get to watershed level planning, we will be that much more 
effective at sustainability. It would be really helpful if we can move our jurisdictional 
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sustainability plans to a watershed model. 
Director Harvey moved to approve Resolution Number SRP-18-004, Director Nagle 
seconded. Motion passed unanimously. 
        

d. Selection Process for GSA Administrator: Update search for an Agency 
Administrator and possible appointment of two or three board members to 
participate on the candidate interview panel. 
Ann DuBay, said an RFP has been issued - they will be reviewing the written 
proposals the week of Aug 20th and interviewing the week of September 3rd or 10th. 
Staff recommendation is for the Chairwoman to appoint two to three board 
members to participate on the interview panel. Director Hopkins asked for 
volunteers: Director Schwedhelm and Director Stafford offered to participate. 
Public Comments: None 
 

e. Advisory Committee use of alternates: Consider approval of the use of alternate 
members for the Advisory Committee. 
Ann DuBay, said the Advisory Committee would like the ability to have designated 
alternates which requires Board approval. The Advisory Committee approved a 
charter amendment on the appointment of alternates, staff recommends the Board 
approve the use of alternates and the proposed appointment process. 
Public Comments: None 
Director Harvey moved to approve the use of alternates for the Advisory 
Committee, Director Stafford seconded. Motion passed unanimously. 
   

9. Administrator & Plan Manager Report 
Jay Jasperse, presented the Plan Manager update. He is continuing with work on the 
groundwater sustainability plan and making good progress on an initial draft with the first 
part which is the basin setting part of the report. He will be working through various stages 
with the Advisory Committee starting in September. 

Ann DuBay presented the Administrator update. She mentioned there is an update in the 
packet but pointed out she is currently working with outreach staff and the Plan Manager 
planning community workshops to be held in the January, 2019 timeframe. The purpose of 
the workshops is to get people in the basin more familiar with groundwater in the basin and 
also starting to get them familiar with the groundwater sustainability elements. 
 
Public Comments: 
Rue Furch - emphasize outreach in other languages where English is spoken as a second 
language. Reaching out to those communities will be critically important, please prioritize 
that.  
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No action was taken. 
 

Adjournment  
The meeting adjourned at 3:10 pm. 
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Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sustainability Agency 
Consent Calendar Item 

 
 

TO: Board of Directors 
FROM: Ann DuBay, Interim Administrator 
SUBJECT: Financial and In-kind Report through September 2018 

 
 

 

Summary: The Agency has received $111,600 in income and had $30,315.22 in expenses through 
September 2018. 

 
 
Background 

This report covers the first three months of fiscal year 2018-19. 

The Agency’s budget for FY 18/19 is $448,000 in addition to $84,000 in match from the Gold 
Ridge RCD and Sonoma County Water Agency for a total budget of $532,000. 

Reported in-kind from Gold Ridge RCD and Sonoma County Water Agency through September 
is $0. 
 
Income for July - September was $111,600. 
Expenses for July - September were $30,315.22. 
Accounts receivable balance is $42,000. 
Accounts payable balance is $7,906.25. 
 
Net income balance this month is $81,284.78. 

 
List of Attachments 
 
1. Agency Budget Performance as of September 28, 2018. 
2. Member agency contributions received as of September 28, 2018. 

 
  Contact 

Ann DuBay, Interim Administrator, 707-524-8378 ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov 
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Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sustainability Agency 
Information Item 

 

TO:   BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
FROM:  Ann DuBay, Interim Administrator 
SUBJECT:  Agricultural Community Proposal 

 
 
Summary: A representative from a group of agricultural organizations, including the Sonoma 
County Farm Bureau, the North Bay Water District and the Sonoma Alliance for Vineyards & 
Environment (SAVE), will discuss “Groundwater Sustainability:  An Agricultural Proposal.” 
 
 
Background 

The Sustainable Groundwater Management Act requires that Groundwater Sustainability 
Agencies (GSA) be formed by local agencies that have land use or water supply responsibilities. 
Accordingly, in Santa Rosa Plain, the four incorporated cities/towns, the County of Sonoma, the 
Sonoma County Water Agency, and the two Resource Conservation Districts (RCDs) negotiated 
for more than two years to create the GSAs and form a joint powers authority.  SGMA also 
provides authority for mutual water companies and companies regulated by the California 
Public Utilities Commission to join the GSA, if an agreement can be reached with other 
members. The Independent Water Suppliers entered into a memorandum of understanding 
with the GSA, and have a voting seat on the Board.  
 
The RCDs and the county work closely with agricultural landowners to represent their interests 
to the Board and the Advisory Committee. The Advisory Committee includes two seats 
designated for agriculture, in addition to the three representatives appointed by the RCDs and 
the County.  
 
Because farmers and vintners are – in total – the largest category of groundwater users in the 
basin, some agricultural water users have advocated for an agricultural-specific seat on the 
Board. In order to assist with this effort, a group of landowners submitted an application to the 
Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) to form the Sonoma On-Farm Conservation and 
Recharge Water District. 
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Mike Martini, the executive director of SAVE, will provide the Board an update on formation 
efforts and on other initiatives detailed in “Groundwater Sustainability:  An Agricultural 
Proposal” (attached). 
 
Staff Recommendation 
Receive update and provide feedback. 
 
Fiscal Information 

None 

Vote Required 

None 

List of Attachments 

“Groundwater Sustainability:  An Agricultural Proposal” 

Contact 

Ann DuBay, Interim Administrator, (707) 524-8378, ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov  

mailto:ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov
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RATE/FEE STUDY & IMPLEMENTATION PROPOSED WORK PLAN 
October 11 Board Meeting Review refined groundwater use estimates and 

provide feedback 
October-November, Ad Hoc Provide input to staff/consultants on proposed 

methodology for calculating fees 
November 5 Advisory Committee Meeting Review final groundwater use estimates and 

draft methodology. Provide feedback/input on 
methodology 

December 13 Board Meeting Review proposed methodology and fee. 
December-January-February, Board and 
Advisory Committee members 

Seek feedback and input from represented 
stakeholder groups on methodology and 
proposed fee 

January-February, Community Meeting 
and outreach 

Seek community feedback on proposed 
methodology and fee 

February 14 Board Meeting Public Hearing on fee adoption (tentative)  
Spring 2019, Staff and Consultants Provide fee information to assessor 
March 11 Advisory Committee  Input on draft well registration program & 

communication plan 
April 11 Board Meeting Provide feedback on draft well registration 

program & communication plan 
April-May Community Workshop on well registration 

program 
May 13 Advisory Committee Meeting Review revised well registration program 
June 13 Board Meeting Provide final input to well registration program 
August 12 Board Meeting Public Hearing on well registration program 
August - September Implementation of well registration program 
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Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sustainability Agency 
Action Item 

 

TO:  BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
FROM:  Jay Jasperse, Plan Manager 
SUBJECT:  Update on California Department of Water Resources Basin Reprioritization 
 and Basin Boundary Modifications  

  
 

Summary: Staff will provide an informational update on Basin Reprioritization and on Basin 
Boundary Modifications submitted to California Department of Water Resources that could 
affect Sonoma County Groundwater Sustainability Agencies. 
  
 
 
Background  

In May 2018, the California Department of Water Resources (DWR) released the Draft 2018 
SGMA Basin Prioritization of groundwater basins and sub-basins. Sonoma County figured 
prominently in changes between the 2014 and 2018 prioritization with Santa Rosa Plain, 
Petaluma Valley, and Sonoma Valley Basins increasing from medium to high priority.  The 
change from medium priority to high priority should have no immediate impact on 
Groundwater Sustainability Plan development or other GSA activities, as medium and high 
priority basins are subject to identical requirements and timelines under SGMA.  

In addition, the Alexander Area Sub-basin, Healdsburg Area Sub-basin, and Wilson Grove 
Formation Highlands Basin were upgraded from very low to medium priority and will need to 
comply with SGMA should the draft prioritization be approved. 

As directed by the Board at its June and August meetings, the Chair submitted a letter 
(attached) and staff submitted comments (attached) to DWR identifying the following concerns 
related to DWR’s draft basin prioritization recommendations for the SRP basin:   

• Over-estimate of groundwater use in Santa Rosa Plain, based on average crop water use 
coefficients which are higher than the local experience suggests; 

• Equal weighting of public wells, regardless of size and numbers served; 
• DWR’s treatment of naturally occurring minerals such as iron and manganese that have 

secondary maximum contaminant levels (MCLs) for taste and odor equal to hazardous  
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and toxic substances that have primary MCLs; and 

• Clarification of data regarding unirrigated pastureland and land that is irrigated using 
recycled water.  

At its August meeting, the Board also provided direction to staff regarding potential Basin 
Boundary Modifications of the Santa Rosa Plain basin that could lead to the Wilson Grove 
Formation Highlands Basin (which immediately borders both Santa Rosa Plain and Petaluma 
Valley Basins) being reprioritized back to low - or very low - priority. Staff discussed two options 
with the Board: 

1. Expand Santa Rosa Plain basin boundaries to the watershed line (removing the most 
populous areas from the Wilson Grove Formation Highlands), which is known as a 
“technical” basin boundary modification request, and which requires a higher level of 
effort; or 

2. Support a “jurisdictional” request by the City of Sebastopol and three neighboring 
mutual water companies (Fircrest, Belmont Terrace and Kelly) that would change the 
boundary so that the City and the water companies are solely within the Santa Rosa 
Plain basin. This jurisdictional modification – in conjunction with requests made by the 
City of Petaluma and the County of Marin – could have a similar impact on Wilson Grove 
Formation Highlands as moving the boundary to the watershed line.     

The majority of the Board voiced support for the second option. In response, staff provided 
data and maps to City of Sebastopol in support of its jurisdictional request and the GSA 
submitted a letter of support for Sebastopol’s request (attached). Sebastopol submitted its 
basin boundary modification request on September 27 (Petaluma and the County of Marin also 
submitted requests before the September 28 deadline). 

DWR anticipates releasing the final 2018 Basin Prioritization document in November and 
responding to Basin Boundary Modification requests in spring 2019. It should be noted that the 
DWR’s acceptance of boundary modifications will trigger another round of reprioritization. 

Staff Recommendation 

Receive staff update. 

Fiscal Information 

None 

Vote Required 

Not Applicable 
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List of Attachments 

1. Basin Reprioritization letter 
2. Basin Reprioritization comments 
3. Basin Boundary Modification letter 

Contact 

Jay Jasperse, Plan Manager, Sonoma County Water Agency, (707) 547-1959 

Marcus Trotta, Sonoma County Water Agency, (707) 547-1978 
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Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sustainability Agency
Information Item 

TO: BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
FROM: Ann DuBay, Interim Administrator 
SUBJECT: Rate and Fee Study Update 

Summary: Receive update on the progress and projected schedule of the rate/fee study and 
provide input to staff and consultants. 

Background 

The Agency is currently funded by contributions from member agencies. The JPA expects that 
contributions will be made through June 2019, at which point it is anticipated that the Agency 
will become self-funded. The Agency will need a funding source to ensure that it can meet basic 
operational expenses and can pay for the preparation of the Groundwater Sustainability Plan 
(GSP). While the $1 million Proposition 1 grant will play a significant role in meeting the costs of 
preparing the GSP, the Agency will also need its own source of funds. 

A study of possible rate or fee options began in December, 2017, and since then, the following 
activities have occurred: 

• Consultants met with GSA staff, legal counsel, Advisory Committee and Board to discuss
GSA goals and objectives, and to identify and discuss the pros and cons of funding
options;

• Multiple funding options were identified, including fees based on parcels, acreage, land-
use type, estimated groundwater use or combinations of the above. Data was gathered
from a variety of sources, including Sonoma County Water Agency; Permit Sonoma;
water and recycled water suppliers; Agricultural Preservation and Open Space District;
UC Cooperative Extension; Department of Water Resources; US Geological Survey; State
Water Resources Control Board, and others;

• Data assumptions and funding options were reviewed with staff, the Advisory
Committee, Ad hoc committee and Board, and the feedback was used to modify
assumptions and refine, eliminate or add options;

• A community workshop was held in March, and feedback further informed data
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gathering and refinement of options; 
• Estimates of fees were calculated for a variety of options, with multiple scenarios, and 

presented to the Board; 
• At its June meeting, the Board agreed to eliminate a parcel tax as a possible funding 

option because of the high cost of placing a measure on the ballot. The Board also 
agreed to continue with the rate/fee study rather than pursue ongoing member agency 
contributions; and 

• At its August meeting, the Board voted to extend the contract with Raftelis Financial 
Consulting to complete the rate/fee study. 

In August and September, consultants and staff continued to refine groundwater-use estimates. 
The Advisory Committee reviewed these estimates at its September meeting, and provided 
additional feedback. The Ad hoc met in August and September, reviewed the groundwater use 
estimates and asked staff and consultants for additional refinements and for a work plan (see 
attachment). 

At the October Board meeting, staff will review the proposed work plan and Raftelis will discuss 
refined groundwater use estimates and receive Board feedback. 

Proposed Work Plan 

The proposed work plan includes key decision points and input opportunities for the Board, 
Advisory Committee and the public. Because SGMA requires “regulation” of de Minimus well 
owners (those who pump under 2 acre feet annually and don’t use water for commercial 
purposes) before they can be charged a fee, a well registration program (or some other form of 
regulation) will be needed before the fee is implemented. The work plan (see attachment) 
includes decision points for a well registration program. 

Staff Recommendation 
Provide feedback to Consultants on groundwater use estimates and to staff on proposed work 
plan. 
 
Fiscal Information 
None 

Vote Required 

None 

List of Attachments 

None 

Contact 

Ann DuBay, Interim Administrator, (707) 524-8378, ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov 

mailto:ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov
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Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sustainability Agency 
Action Item 

 

TO:   BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
FROM:  Marcus Trotta 
SUBJECT:  Update on Groundwater Sustainability Plan and Proposed Board Work Plan 

  
 
Summary: Staff will provide an informational update on progress of the Groundwater 
Sustainability Plan and a proposed Board and Advisory Committee work plan. 

  
 

Background  

The Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) requires Groundwater Sustainability Agencies 
(GSAs) in high- and medium-priority basins to develop and submit Groundwater Sustainability Plans 
(GSPs) to the California Department of Water Resources by January 31, 2022. GSPs are detailed road 
maps for how groundwater basins will reach and maintain long term sustainability.  As described at the 
April Board meeting, an Initial Notification of GSP Development for the Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater 
Sub-basin was submitted to DWR on March 12, 2018 by the Plan Manager, on behalf of the GSA. 

The GSP for the Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sub-basin is being developed through a transparent and 
public process based on the best available science and information such that it can be adopted by the 
GSA Board and submitted to the State on or before January 31, 2022.  Development of the GSP is a 
collaborative and iterative process that builds upon existing technical and policy information and 
incorporates input from the GSA Board, the GSA Advisory Committee, GSA Member Agencies, 
groundwater users and the public.   

Groundwater Sustainability Plan Work Plan for Board and Advisory Committee 

To ensure that the work is completed before the deadline, staff drafted a schedule of key deadlines and 
opportunities for public input which was shared with the Board at its April meeting. That schedule has 
been further refined for this fiscal year, with proposed opportunities for Board and Advisory Committee 
review (attached). In general, the schedule has been developed so that the Advisory Committee will 
have an opportunity to provide comments on plan elements that can be shared with the Board. 

GSP Initial Sections:  Plan Area and Basin Setting 

The first required elements of the GSP are the description of the Plan Area and the Basin Setting. An 
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annotated outline of the sections is attached. The existing Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Management 
Plan (GMP), the USGS study of the Santa Rosa Plain and County and city/town general plans will provide 
much of the information for the Plan Area section. The communication plan approved by the Board in 
February provides the required information for the public engagement section. Likewise, the existing 
GMP and USGS study will provide the basis for much of the Basin Setting section, but additional work 
must be done, including refinements to the USGS groundwater flow model to describe the water budget 
and mapping of interconnected surface water and groundwater-dependent ecosystems. 

Advisory Committee Comments 

At its September meeting, the Advisory Committee reviewed the attached annotated outline of the Plan 
Area and Basin Setting sections and provided feedback to staff. The primary comment was a question 
regarding the need to include information about possible reductions in diversions from the Potter Valley 
Project to the Russian River and its potential impact on surface water supply. 

At its November meeting, the Advisory Committee will discuss a draft of the Plan Area section. 

Community Feedback 

The community will be kept apprised of GSP development through the Monthly Updates, on the 
website, www.santarosaplaingroundwater.org and at Board and Advisory Committee meetings. In 
addition, a community workshop will be held in early spring 2019 to solicit input and perspectives of 
stakeholders.  

Staff Recommendation 

Receive staff update. 

Fiscal Information 

None 

Vote Required 

Not Applicable 

List of Attachments 

1. 2018-19 Board and Advisory Committee Work Plan 
2. Draft Annotated Outline for Chapters 1 and 2 

Contact 

Jay Jasperse, Plan Manager, Sonoma County Water Agency, (707) 547-1959 

Marcus Trotta, Sonoma County Water Agency, (707) 547-1978 

http://www.santarosaplaingroundwater.org/
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Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sustainability Agency
Action Item 

TO: BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
FROM: Ann DuBay, Interim Administrator 
SUBJECT: Approve Service Agreement with Sonoma County Water Agency for Technical Services, 

Outreach and Communication, and Grant Writing and Administration  

Summary: The Sonoma County Water Agency (Sonoma Water) would continue to provide (1) 
technical services for GSP development, financing options study, and other optional technical tasks; 
(2) outreach and communication activities for the GSA in general and for the Groundwater
Sustainability Plan (GSP); and (3) management of the Proposition 1 grant and future grants,
monitoring grant opportunities, and developing grant applications. The contract would be for
$996,000 (of which $880,000 would be reimbursed by the Proposition 1 grant), and would end on
June 30, 2022.

Background 

The Sustainable Groundwater Management Act of 2014 (SGMA) requires Groundwater Sustainability 
Agencies (GSAs) to develop and adopt a Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) by January 31, 2022, 
and demonstrate successful groundwater management by 2042.  The purpose of the GSP is to 
describe the basin’s hydrogeology, analyze short and long-term trends of the basin’s water balance 
and other measures of sustainability, and compile data necessary to establish measurable thresholds 
and recommend projects and actions to achieve groundwater sustainability.   

The California Department of Water Resources (DWR) has developed detailed criteria regarding the 
contents of the GSP.  Prior to SGMA, Sonoma Water led the development of a non-regulatory 
Groundwater Management Plan (in compliance with AB 3030 and SB 1938 requirements).  This plan 
was developed in partnership with a basin advisory panel comprised of numerous stakeholder 
constituencies and was adopted by Sonoma Water’s Board of Directors in 2014.  The non-regulatory 
Groundwater Management Plan provides a strong foundation for the GSP, however additional 
information above and beyond what is included in the Groundwater Management Plan is needed for 
the GSP.   To develop the GSP by 2022, services are needed for technical support and outreach to 
ensure groundwater users are notified and encouraged to participate in the development of the GSP. 

These activities have been detailed by Sonoma Water in the work plan previously provided to the 
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Board and Advisory Committee and submitted with the grant application. This work plan was the 
basis for the scope of work proposed for the Proposition 1 grant application.   

Since July 1, 2017, Sonoma Water has been providing the services below to the GSA to assist in the 
successful development of the GSP and the functioning of the GSA. The contract was amended to 
extend through October 31, 2018, to allow Sonoma Water to continue providing services while a 
Proposition 1 grant is being negotiated with DWR. The grant will reimburse the GSA for the majority 
of the spending on technical and outreach services related to GSP development. (Grant funds cannot 
be used for reimbursement of costs related to grant writing and administration.) 
 
Technical Services 
 
Since July 2017, Sonoma Water technical staff tasks have been divided into four major categories: 

1. Technical support and project description for the Proposition 1 grant application and 
negotiations with Department of Water Resources; 

2. Support for rate/fee consultants by providing data, GIS shape files and extensive feedback for 
the develop groundwater use estimates and possible rate options; 

3. Development, coordination and submission of comments regarding basin reprioritization and 
basin boundary modifications; and 

4. GSP development, with a focus on the basin description and setting. 
 
Outreach 
 
Since the GSA was created, Sonoma Water has focused on the following outreach/communication 
tasks: 

• Informing stakeholders about the GSA generally through the maintenance of 
the www.sonomacountygroundwater.org website and the development and launch of a new 
stand-alone website, www.santarosaplaingroundwater.org, through monthly updates sent to 
about 1,200 stakeholders, creation of a logo to begin developing brand identity for the GSA, 
and through a postcard mailing to all potential well owners in the Santa Rosa Plain basin: 

• Soliciting input on the rate/fee study through regular monthly updates, coordination of a 
spring community meeting, paid ads in The Press Democrat and the Gazette, and 
development of multiple fact sheets and graphics; 

• Educating stakeholders about the GSP through the development of a communication plan and 
fact sheets that were distributed at the Sonoma County Fair, and several community events. 

• Support of the Advisory Committee through applying for and coordinating implementation of 
Facilitation Support Services through the California Department of Water Resources (DWR). 

 
Grant Application and Management Services 
On behalf of the GSA, the Sonoma Water  applied for and was awarded a $1 million Proposition 1 
grant from DWR for GSP development. Sonoma Water technical staff and grants administration 

http://www.sonomacountygroundwater.org/
http://www.santarosaplaingroundwater.org/
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personnel have been negotiating with DWR for several months on the terms of the grant. Based on 
these discussions, Sonoma Water staff anticipate  having a signed agreement with DWR by the end of 
the month.  
 
New agreement with Sonoma Water 
 
Under the proposed new agreement Sonoma Water will continue to provide the above-described 
technical services, outreach and community engagement support, and to develop future grant 
applications and manage received grants. The majority of the scope and costs included in the 
proposed agreements will be funded through the grant agreement being negotiated with DWR (88 
percent should be reimbursed, given the agreement with DWR).  The majority of the services are 
related to GSP development and will be provided by a combination of Sonoma Water staff and 
consultants to be retained by Sonoma Water under the agreements.  
 
The proposed scope of work is attached. 
 

Type of Vote Required 

This item requires a majority vote of the Board.  The Agency Director who represents Sonoma Water 
shall recuse herself from voting on this item. 

Fiscal Information 

The cost for Sonoma Water to provide for Grant Writing and Administration, Outreach and 
Communication, and Technical Services from November 1, 2018 through June 30, 2022, is $996,000. 
For the current fiscal year, the anticipated costs are consistent with the budget -- $228,000 for 
technical, outreach and grant administration services. Of this amount, $64,000 will be Sonoma 
Water’s member agency contribution. 
 
Staff Recommendation 

1. Approve Service Agreement with Sonoma County Water Agency for Technical Services, 
Outreach and Communication, and Grant Writing and Administration, for a not-to-exceed 
amount of $996,000, from November 1, 2018 through June 30, 2022. 
 

List of Attachments 

1. Draft Scope of Work for Grant Writing and Administration, Outreach and Communication, and 
Technical Services.  

Contact  

Ann DuBay, Interim Administrator, ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov, 707-524-8378 

 

mailto:ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov
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Santa Rosa Groundwater Sustainability Agency 

Action Item 

TO:   Board of Directors 
FROM:  Ann DuBay, Interim Administrator 
SUBJECT:  Contract for Facilitation Services with California State University 
  
 
Summary: Authorize Interim Administrator to amend the existing contract with California State 
University, Sacramento’s Collaboration and Consensus Program to facilitate Advisory 
Committee and community meetings for an amount not to exceed $56,000. 

  
 
Background 

With a large and diverse 18 member Advisory Committee charged with reaching consensus and 
making recommendations on complex matters, in November 2017, the Board approved 
facilitation services for Advisory Committee meetings.  The GSA engaged the Center for 
Collaborative Policy (CCP, operated out of California State University Sacramento) which had an 
existing agreement with Sonoma Water, and which had provided facilitation services for the 
Santa Rosa Plain groundwater management planning process. 

At its June meeting, the Board approved a time extension to this agreement (through October 
31, 2018). Funding for additional facilitation support was provided through the GSA and by 
California Department of Water Resources (DWR) through its Facilitation Support Services (FSS) 
program. 

Rich Wilson, who was a facilitator for the Santa Rosa Plain groundwater management planning 
process, has worked since October 2017 as the facilitator for the Advisory Committee. In 
addition to planning, facilitating and providing follow-up to all Advisory Committee meetings, 
CCP assisted the Advisory Committee in reaching consensus on a charter and subsequent 
amendments, making recommendations to the Board on the Community Engagement Plan and 
rate and fee study, and facilitating the Community Workshop on rates and fees. 

Proposed Agreement 

The Center for Collaborative Policy has changed its name and is now the Collaboration and 
Consensus Program (same initials -- CCP) with the College of Continuing Education, California 
State University, Sacramento. The amended agreement would provide facilitation services 
through June 30, 2020 for an amount not-to-exceed $56,000. 
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The amendments would add the following tasks to the current agreement: 

• Preparation, facilitation of and follow-up for 10 Advisory Committee meetings
• Help with planning agendas for, facilitating and memorializing up to three

community/public meetings
• Assistance with stakeholder outreach for both Advisory Committee and

community/public meetings

Facilitators from the CCP have local experience in facilitating complex problems and are familiar 
both with local stakeholders and local groundwater issues. CCP would continue to work with 
staff in developing agendas, facilitating and conducting follow-up activities for (annually) up to 
seven meetings of the Advisory Committee.  In addition CPP would assist in planning and 
facilitating up to two community meetings annually. The DWR Proposition 1 grant provides 
funding for facilitation services for up to six meetings annually and for community meetings. 

It is estimated that the grant will cover up to 90% of the costs of facilitation services, with the 
GSA providing the remainder of the funding. The GSA will directly pay the costs of facilitation, 
and will apply to DWR for reimbursements. 

Type of Vote Required 

This item requires a majority vote. 

Fiscal Information 

The Fiscal Year 2018-19 budget includes $30,000 for facilitation. Under the proposed contract, 
approximately $21,000 will be spent in this fiscal year for facilitation services. A portion of the 
spending on facilitation related to the Groundwater Sustainability Plan will be reimbursed 
through the Proposition 1 grant. In Fiscal Year 2019-2020, approximately $35,000 would be 
spent on facilitation, of which the majority will be reimbursed through the Proposition 1 grant. 

Staff Recommendation 

Authorize Interim Administrator to contract with the Collaboration and Consensus Program to 
facilitate Advisory Committee meetings for an amount not to exceed $56,000. 

List of Attachments 

1. Facilitator Budget

Contact  

Ann DuBay, Interim Administrator, 707-524-8378, ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov 

mailto:ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov
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Santa Rosa Groundwater Sustainability Agency
Action Item 

TO: Board of Directors 
FROM: Ann DuBay, Interim Administrator 
SUBJECT: Amendment to Contract for Legal Services with Kronick, Moskovitz, Tiedemann 

and Girard, LLC 

Summary: Proposal to amend the existing contract with Kronick, Moskovitz, Tiedemann and 
Girard, LLC to provide general counsel and other legal services through June 30, 2018, for an 
amount not to exceed $40,000. 

Background 

The Sacramento-based law firm Kronick, Moskovitz, Tiedemann and Girard (KMTG) was 
selected to serve as general legal counsel for the GSA through a formal solicitation process in 
2017, and a contract was approved by the Board at its August 2017 meeting. The contract 
expired at the end of the fiscal year, and at its June meeting, the Board extended the contract 
through October 31, 2018 and added $20,000. 

KMTG services include: 

• Attending Board meetings;
• Reviewing Board meeting agendas and specific staff reports at the request of staff or the

Chair;
• Preparing and/or reviewing contracts with consultants and sub-contractors;
• Developing GSA policies and procedures, including bylaws and policies for conflicts of

interest, document retention, contracting, purchasing, and retention.

In addition to providing general counsel services, KMTG has provided legal advice to the GSA 
regarding financing options and has worked closely with staff and consultants on the rate and 
fee study. 

At its August meeting, the Board met in closed session with General Counsel Scott Morris for a 
performance review, pursuant to Government Code § 54957.  

Contract amendment 

The proposed contract amendment (attached) would add an additional amount (not-to-
exceed $40,000) and extend the contract through June 30, 2019. The total for Fiscal Years 
2017-2018  



Agenda Item: 7C 
Meeting: October 11, 2018 

and 2018-2019 would be a not-to-exceed amount of $120,000. Staff and counsel anticipate that 
spending for legal services will begin to taper off now that the majority of policies and contracts 
are in place and once the rate/fee study is complete. 

Type of Vote Required 

This item requires a majority vote. 

Fiscal Information 

The Fiscal Year 2018-19 budget includes $60,000 in funding for legal services. 

Staff Recommendation 
Staff recommends that the Board approve to amend the existing contract by adding $40,000, 

and extending it through June 30, 2019. 

List of Attachments 

1. Proposed contract amendment

Contact  

Ann DuBay, Interim Administrator, 707-524-8378,  ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov 

mailto:ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov
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Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sustainability Agency 
Action Item 

 

TO:   BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
FROM:  Ann DuBay, Interim Administrator 
SUBJECT:  Contract for Administrative Services 

 
 

 

Summary: Authorization for the Interim Administrator and legal counsel to negotiate an 
agreement with West Yost Associates for administrative services for the GSA for November 1, 
2018 through June 30, 2020 for an amount not-to-exceed $275,500 
 

 
Background 

Staffing for the GSA is provided through agreements with member agencies and consultants. 
Agreements for administrative services are currently provided through contracts with Gold 
Ridge Resource Conservation District (Gold Ridge RCD) for clerical and financial services and the 
Sonoma County Water Agency (Sonoma Water) for administrative services. 

At the June meeting, the Board authorized the Interim Administrator to issue a Request for 
Proposals (RFP) for administrative services. In addition, the Board authorized the extension of 
the existing administrative contract with Sonoma Water through October 31, 2018 for a not-to-
exceed amount of $30,000 and authorized the extension of Gold Ridge RCD contract for a not-
to-exceed amount of $25,000. At the August Board meeting, Vice-Chair Tom Schwedhelm and 
Director Pam Stafford volunteered to serve on a panel to interview the candidates for the 
administrator position. 

Three firms responded to the RFP. Three member-agency staff reviewed and scored the RFPs. 
All three responses were deemed adequate. All three proposals exceeded the GSA’s 
administrative budget. However, staff recommended that two firms be brought in for 
interviews, which were held on September 26. In addition to Vice-Chair Schwedhelm and 
Director Stafford, the interview panel included Dan Muelrath, General Manager of Valley of the 
Moon water District and former Sonoma Valley GSA administrator.  

The panel recommends that West Yost Associates be engaged to provide administrative 
services from November 1, 2018-June 30, 2020. West Yost Associates has deep experience in 
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water and groundwater issues. The firm also has experience with local agency management, 
including serving as the administrator of the Russian River Watershed Association (RRWA). The 
firm proposes that Andy Rodgers (RRWA executive director) serve as the GSA administrator, 
and that Gold Ridge RCD continue to provide financial and clerical services. In addition, Brittany 
Jensen, Executive Director of Gold Ridge RCD, who formerly served as the GSA administrator, 
would provide advice and counsel to the GSA administrator. The firm’s Proposal is attached. 

Fiscal Information 

The proposed contract with West Yost is for approximately $275,500 for two full years (which 
includes the remainder of FY 2018-19, FY 2019-2020 and July-October of fiscal year 2020-2021). 

The GSA’s fiscal year 2018-2019 budget includes $120,000 for administrative services. The not-
to-exceed amounts for the current administrative contracts total $55,000, leaving $65,000 for 
administration for November 1, 2018-June 30, 2019. The Consultants anticipate that its costs 
for the remainder of FY 2018-2019 will be about $125,500 – meaning the GSA may need to 
increase its budget for administration in this fiscal year by approximately $60,500.  

GSA staff has been working with West Yost on reducing costs, however, given the anticipated 
tasks it is unlikely that additional cuts can be made. Some of the administrative overage 
between the GSA budget and the Proposal is due to the rate differential between the current 
administrator ($126 per hour) and the Consultant ($294 per hour). However, one of the tasks 
not anticipated in the RFP was completion of the rate/fee study and implementation of the 
study and an accompanying well registration program. When the Consultant added this task 
into the Proposal, costs increased by about $26,000 for this fiscal year. 

For future fiscal years, the Santa Rosa Plain GSA 5-year budget developed for purposes of the 
rate/fee study anticipates that $130,000 will be spent on administrative services in fiscal year 
2019-2020. The Proposal includes costs of approximately $150,000 in fiscal year 2019-2020 – 
about $20,000 over what was anticipated. 

To close the budget gap for this fiscal year, it is probable that both Gold Ridge RCD and Sonoma 
Water will not spend the full amounts of their current contracts. Final invoices will be available 
in late November. Funds remaining from these contracts could be allocated to the new 
administrative contract. In addition, the GSA had a fund balance of $70,550 carried forward 
from last fiscal year. If needed, the Board could make a mid-year budget adjustment to cover 
additional administrative costs. 

For future fiscal years, the 5-year budget that Raftelis is using to develop a rate/fee proposal 
should to be adjusted to reflect new cost information. 



 
Agenda Item: 7D 
Meeting Date: October 11, 2018 

3 
 

Staff Recommendation 

Authorize the Interim Administrator and legal counsel to negotiate an agreement with West 
Yost Associates for administrative services from November 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020 for a 
not-to-exceed amount of $275,500. 

Vote Required 

Three-fourths 

List of Attachments 

1. West Yost administrative proposal (with original budget) 
2. West Yost revised proposed administrative budget 

Contact 

Ann DuBay, Interim Administrator, ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov, (707) 524-8378 

mailto:ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov
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Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sustainability Agency 
Information Item 

 
 
TO:   Board of Directors 
FROM:  Ann DuBay, Interim Administrator 
SUBJECT:  Administrator Report 

 

Summary: The purpose of this item is to provide updates on any major developments or milestones 
since the last Board Meeting, and any significant upcoming activities. All of the items reported on are 
carried out in coordination with Member Agency staff and with other Sonoma County GSAs.  
 

 
Background 

Milestones since last meeting: 
− Completed and signed contract with auditor Pisenti & Brinker, LLP, for financial audit of 

Agency for three fiscal years.  
− Received, reviewed and worked with staff and Board volunteers to rank proposals for 

administrative services. Organized and assisted with interviews. 
− Continued to work with Raftelis Financial Consultants, Inc., Ad Hoc committee, and Plan 

Manager on fee/rate study, and finalized Raftelis contract amendment. 
− Met with member agency staff to discuss and get input on October Board meeting agenda. 
− Worked with Chair on developing letter of support for City of Sebastopol’s basin boundary 

modification and worked with the County of Sonoma and Sonoma Water on support letters. 
− Spoke to representatives of agricultural community to discuss Agricultural Proposal. 
− Staffed September Advisory Committee meeting. 

 
Upcoming activity highlights: 

− Continue fee/rate study process. 
− Help prepare November Advisory Committee meeting. 
− Help transition new administrator. 
− Work with outreach staff and plan manager on planning community workshops (Groundwater 

101 and GSP basin setting and conditions) to be held in late winter/early spring. 
 
All of the above items have been and will continue to be carried out in coordination with Member 
Agency staff and other Sonoma County GSAs. 
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Type of vote required 

None 

Fiscal Information 

All of the planned activities are included in the Agency’s FY 18/19 budget. 

Staff Recommendation 

None, no action required 

List of Attachments 

None 

Contact  

Ann DuBay, Interim Administrator, 707-524-8378, 

ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov 

mailto:ann.dubay@scwa.ca.gov
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