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Petaluma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency 
Advisory Committee Meeting 

Meeting Summary 

Date/Time:   September 9, 2020 I 4:30 p.m. – 6:30 p.m. 
Location: Zoom 
Contact: Ann DuBay, Sonoma County Water Agency, PVGSA Administrator 

Email: Ann.DuBay@scwa.ca.gov  Phone: (707) 524-8378 

Next Meeting: October 14, 2020, 4:30 p.m. to 6:30 p.m. Zoom 
Petaluma Valley GSA website: http://petalumavalleygroundwater.org 

Welcome and Call to Order 
Sam Magill, Facilitator, opened the meeting at 4:32 p.m. and conducted roll call.  Andy Rodgers, 
Chairman, welcomed the group. Rodgers mentioned that the City of Petaluma recently secured West 
Yost for a water supply planning project, a component of which includes groundwater. Rodgers also said 
that he was recently selected by the North Bay Watershed Association to help with organizational work. 
He says there is no financial conflict of interest, but it could be perceived as a conflict of interest. A few 
Advisory Committee members were contacted; and Heidi Bauer expressed interest to take over as 
chairperson. Bauer said that she is happy to take over and has spoken with Ann DuBay about the job 
requirements and looks forward to taking on the new role. Ann DuBay thanked Andy Rodgers for his 
work which was much appreciated.  

Martha Murphy and Rebecca Ng thanked Andy Rodgers for his service and Heidi Bauer for offering to 
step into the role of chair. Andy Rodgers said it has been great working with everyone as Petaluma 
Valley Advisory Committee chairman. 

John Shribbs asked if a formal vote was necessary to elect Heidi Bauer as chair. 
Ann DuBay said it could be done either at the meeting today or at the beginning of the next 
meeting. 

Sam Magill asked if anyone wanted to make a formal motion to accept Heidi Bauer as the new chair. 
Martha Murphy made a motion to replace Andy Rodgers with Ms. Bauer, and Gary Mickelson seconded. 
All Advisory Committee members approved the motion. Heidi Bauer thanked everyone and promised 
she wouldn’t let the group down. 

Public Comment 
None. 

Agenda and 2020 Meeting Schedule Review, Approval of Previous Meeting Summary 
Sam Magill walked through the meeting agenda, then Ann DuBay reviewed the 2020 Meeting 
schedule.  

No changes were requested to the August meeting notes; they will be posted as presented. 

https://csus.zoom.us/j/94856641716
mailto:Ann.DuBay@scwa.ca.gov
http://petalumavalleygroundwater.org/


Overview of Climate Futures 
Objective: Provide climate change boundaries and scenarios, as well as how they will be incorporated 
into GSP. Discuss next steps for scenario modification and finalization. 

Marcus Trotta, Sonoma Water, Technical Staff, gave a short background on water budgets for the 
Groundwater Sustainability Plan. He said the GSA needs to provide water budgets (inflows and outflows 
of water) for three different time periods: historical (mid 70’s through 2012); current (more recent land 
use and groundwater pumping); and projected future water budget (50 years in the future). Today’s 
objective is to review the process for selecting appropriate future climate models, describe differences 
between two emissions scenarios, and get feedback from the Advisory Committee on the two potential 
emission scenarios to move forward on the groundwater modeling for future water budgets 
development. 

Andy Rich, Sonoma Water, Technical Staff, discussed the projected climate change modeling approach. 
Today, he said he would like input following his presentation, from the Advisory Committee on which 
climate scenarios to use. Two emission scenarios are used by the Department of Water Resources; RCP 
4.5 (more optimistic) and RCP 8.5 (more pessimistic). The GSP Modeling team developed a workflow 
based on best available science and DWR recommendations. Rich then proceeded to walk through his 
slides and presented an example from Santa Rosa Plain comparing RCP 4.5 and 8.5. He said the general 
feedback from the optional All-basin climate change workshop was they favored the more 
extreme/pessimistic model. 

Advisory Committee Questions/Comments 
Murphy – I like the idea of RCP 8.5. We haven’t gotten anywhere with limiting emissions. Nothing good 
going on right now in government that is making anything change. Nothing has changed, projections are 
terrible; let’s be realistic and start with worst case scenario. 

Bauer – I agree with Martha Murphy. 8.5 seems more realistic these days. Not sure we should be making 
decisions based on things that may or may not happen in the future. What are some 
projects/development that wouldn’t happen if we had 8.5? 

Rich – What projects will happen will be determined if there are undesirable results occurring. It 
is hard to know what projects will occur, it is a more of a stress test and contingency planning 
rather than predicting what projects will happen. 
Bauer – So we are talking about projects that need to happen such as recharge projects?  
Rich – Flushing out the thresholds will determine when projects need to occur. 
Bauer – So we are talking about projects that add value, it is a matter of money. I am in favor of 
8.5 knowing we can change it in 5 years. 
Trotta – What will drive any future projects and management actions will be more due to the 
Sustainable Management Criteria and how they are set, and how we determine undesirable 
results. The climate futures will help us test and refine Sustainable Management Criteria. 

Engstrom – It causes me heartache when we need to set standards. Once a standard is set, it never gets 
changed. Let’s set the bar low and readdress it later. 

Murphy – We are basically using this for modeling and not for setting standards/laws. 

Shribbs – I am from the opposite spectrum coming from environmental side. I think the model is good. It 
looks like things are being prepared, and Sonoma County Water Agency is taking a strict and tight 
control on things like water sources. I would suspect for model purposes we would want to take a 
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“warmer” approach for a worse-case scenario. For setting the standards, take a more “middle” 
approach. We need the model to address the severe cases. 

Sam Magill did a quick poll of the RCP options provided, which are you most comfortable with? 

4.5 = 43% 
8.5 = 29% 
Either = 14% 
I don’t have enough info = 14% 

Rebecca Ng said she had some technical difficulties, got disconnected and didn’t hear all of Andy Rich’s 
presentation so doesn’t feel she has enough information. Ann DuBay suggested [to everyone] to review 
the slides after the meeting and provide staff input by email. The slides will be posted here: 
http://petalumavalleygroundwater.org/meeting/advisory-committee-meeting-5/. 

Review Sustainable Management Criteria Proposals Water Quality 
Objective: Review and discuss SMC proposals and discuss additional considerations and next steps 

Marcus Trotta said he would cover background information, data availability, and considerations 
/recommendations. He said he would like to get input from the Advisory Committee on a draft 
statement for what constitutes significant and unreasonable conditions for this sustainability indicator. 
Staff will bring a strawman to the next Advisory Committee meeting. 

The seven steps for development (recommendations italicized in brackets) of Sustainable Management 
Criteria for Water Quality are: 

1. Define level of groundwater quality management and coordination (Propose “do no harm”
approach”).
2. Determine type of metric to use. (Propose “number of affected supply wells”).

3. Determine and identify beneficial users. (Propose drinking water users and agricultural users).

4. Define Constituents of Concern (COC) for identified beneficial users. (Propose Arsenic, Boron, Nitrate,
salts be categorized as Constituents of Concern).

5. Determine the limits and concentrations for each COC and category of beneficial user. (For drinking
water, recommend using MCLs and SMCLs and crop toxicity thresholds for irrigation).

6. Identify existing water quality monitoring programs that can be used for setting SMCs. (Propose to
identify sets of supply wells that are currently monitored for various groundwater constituents and
supply uses such as drinking water and irrigation water).

7. Establish SMC.

Advisory Committee Questions/Comments 
Shribbs (chat) – When private well owners get a water test from a water lab, will the results become 
public record so we can use data? 
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Trotta – At this time there is no requirement for private well owners to test their wells. If they 
opt to get a test, the results wouldn’t become part of public records. It is something that could 
be developed by the GSA if there is interest. 

Shribbs (chat) – If a private well test shows high levels of something, can we require labs to report it? 
This is a safety regulation issue. 

Trotta – I don’t know if the GSA can require labs to report it. Domestic wells usually fall under de 
minimis users. My guess is no, but I can follow up on that. 

Engstrom – These undesirable things in the water, can they be filtered out? 
Trotta – Yes, most can be at the private well at cost to owner. You will see a summary of existing 
water quality data at the next meeting.  

Bauer – Although treatment is an option, it should be used as a last resort. It should be stopped before it 
happens. For Constituents, is there a possibility to add per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFOS/PFAS) 
to the list? We have an airport and sometimes these chemicals become ubiquitous in the water supply. 

Trotta – It has been brought up a few times in other basins. I don’t believe there are regulatory 
standards set for those constituents. It is an emerging contaminant; we would track it through 
the GSP to see if it makes sense to add in the future. 
Bauer – If we added it in the future, would we just concentrate it where the sources are or at all 
the wells? 
Trotta – The way we are proposing to monitor the wells, is to rely on existing water quality 
monitoring programs, primarily the public supply wells that are sampled. They are distributed 
throughout the basin; it would be a basin-wide monitoring program. 

Shribbs – I am interested in the regulatory process. When private wells are used by individuals versus 
private wells for public, if private wells aren’t reported there could be a mass problem with folks hiding 
information. I want the capacity to say if there is a community issue coming up, can we access public 
data to help people in the long term? 

Mickelson – Unless they take a sample to the county lab and have them test it, the only time 
you would have a letter go out to the neighbors is if the surrounding area wells are affected. 
With the state regulated water systems, if you have the well name or ID, you can access the site 
very quickly to get test results. 
Trotta – The state database of drinking water is what we have integrated into our analysis. 

Shribbs (chat) – Is the Redwood Landfill in the Petaluma Valley Basin? 
DuBay – The Redwood Landfill is in the Novato Valley Basin which is a low priority basin and not 
immediately subject to SGMA. 

Marcus Trotta said if the Advisory Committee has additional thoughts/comments, provide to staff by 
September 18 so it can be incorporated into the strawman proposal which will be presented at the 
upcoming October meeting. 

Updates 
Objective: Provide relevant updates that inform the Advisory Committee – AC to ask questions if 
needed.  
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Ann DuBay said the Board met the week before last and Marcus Trotta staffed the meeting. The Board 
approved the recommendation for SMC proposals for seawater intrusion and land subsidence. Petaluma 
Valley is the first GSA in Sonoma County to have Board approve draft Sustainable Management Criteria. 

The three-year term is up for five appointed Advisory Committee positions: business (Andy Rodgers); 
rural residential (Clayton Engstrom); agriculture (Drew Buechly); environmental (John Shribbs); at large 
(Rebecca Ng). The Board is interested in maintaining consistency on the Advisory Committee, as new 
members would have a steep learning curve with the technical information. We are interested to have 
you continue. Email or call Ann DuBay by September 18 if you do not wish to continue in the role. 

Andrea Rodriguez said if anyone is scheduling outreach meetings and/or need help with said meetings, 
to let her know. We are kicking off our rural residential outreach. The first meeting was today with SCI; 
we are laying out the steps and schedule. The Community workgroup slides and audio, are online. 

Marcus Trotta said that with regards to the grants we are working on with Prop 68 funding: rural 
residential outreach is kicking off; Permit Sonoma is doing work on the well permitting process and 
integrating data to track with the GSA database; construction of four deep monitoring wells in the basin 
– working on that, hoping to start construction in spring 2021.

Sam Magill updated the attendees on practitioner workgroups and past meetings. A summary of 
groups/progress is in the packet. Marcus Trotta said he would bring the results of the workshop 
meetings to upcoming Advisory Committee meetings. 

Advisory Committee Questions/Comments 
John Shribbs (chat) – Dairy may be going down but how about vineyards? 

Magill – Depending on where we are talking about in the three basins, expectation is it could be 
flat or some expansion. Grapes currently being planted is low. 

Review Meeting Action Items and affirm October Meeting Date 
Actions due by September 18 
1) Provide feedback to Marcus Trotta on seven steps for Water Quality.
2) Provide questions/feedback on Climate change poll to Marcus Trotta.
3) Three-year term Advisory Committee members - If not interested to continue in the role, contact Ann

DuBay.

In concluding the meeting, Andy Rodgers thanked the Advisory Committee to let him serve as chair and 
said they are a productive group. The meeting adjourned at 6:25 p.m. 

Attendees 
Advisory Committee Members - Attending 
Andy Rodgers 
Clayton Engstrom 
Gary Mickelson 
Heidi Bauer 
John Shribbs 
Martha Murphy 
Eugene Camozzi 
Rebecca (Becky) Ng 
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Advisory Committee Members – Not Attending 
Drew Buechly 
Lindsey Strain 

Staff / Presenters 
Ann DuBay, PV GSA Administrator 
Jay Jasperse, Plan Manager 
Marcus Trotta, Sonoma Water, Technical Staff 
Andy Rich, Sonoma Water, Technical Staff 
Andrea Rodriguez, Sonoma Water, Outreach 
Simone Peters, GSA Administrative Aide, (recorder of meeting notes) 
Other Attendees 
Tad Bedegrew, DWR 
Tim Parker, Facilitator of Sonoma Valley GSA 
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