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Petaluma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agenc
Advisory Committee Meeting - Agenda 

April 14, 2021 | 4:30 pm - 6:30 pm 

REMOTE PARTICIPATION: 
To join the meeting remotely, click on the link below or enter the URL directly into your browser:
https://csus.zoom.us/j/87680352703 or dial 1-669-900-6833; Meeting ID: 87680352703

Contact: Ann DuBay, Sonoma County Water Agency, PVGSA Administrator 
Email: Ann.DuBay@scwa.ca.gov  Phone: (707) 524-8378 

y 

 
# 

Time Agenda Item Materials 
4:30 Welcome and Call to Order – Roll Call and Introductions 

Heidi Bauer, Advisory Committee Chairman  
Sam Magill, Advisory Committee Meeting Facilitator 

N/A 

4:35 General Public Comments 
This time is reserved for the public to address the Committee about 
matters NOT on the agenda and within the jurisdiction of the Committee. 

N/A 

4:40 
(5 min 
presentation; 
5 min 
discussion) 

Agenda Review & 2021 Meeting Schedule Review 
• Overview of schedule
• Review February 10 Meeting Summary

Ann DuBay, GSA Administrator 

Objective: Review 2021 schedule modifications as needed; confirm March 
10 meeting summary 

Agenda; March 10 
Meeting Summary; 
and 2021 Meeting 
Schedule (packet) 

4:50 
(5 min 
presentation; 
5 min 
discussion) 

GSP Review Update 
• GSP Section 3 Review Updates
• Schedule for Future GSP Section Reviews

Ann DuBay 

Objective: Review feedback received to date on Section 3 of the GSP. 
Discuss upcoming GSP review deadlines 

5:00 
(30 min 
presentation; 
45 min 
discussion) 

SMC for Depletion of Interconnected Surface Water (ISW SMC) 
• Overview of Feedback Received to Date
• Discuss Minimum Thresholds (MT) and Measurable Objectives

(MO) Approaches and Methodology
• Options for Undesirable Result (UR) determination
• Groundwater Dependent Ecosystem Mapping
• ISW SMC Practitioner Work Group Perspectives
• Q&A and Discussion
• AC input on options for Board consideration

Hydrographs 
(packet); 
ISW Themes & 
Outcomes 
(separate); 
Presentation 
Slides (separate) 

.
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Marcus Trotta, Technical Staff 
Objective: Provide an overview on draft ISW SMC approach and 
methodology. Receive AC feedback and recommendation on proposed 
methodology and UR options for Board consideration. 

6:15 
(5 min 
presentation; 
5 min 
discussion) 

Updates  
Marcus Trotta 

• Preview of Upcoming Technical Topics
Andy Rodgers, West Yost Associates 

• Groundwater User Information Data Exchange (GUIDE) Program
Andrea Rodriguez, Sonoma Water 

• Rural Residential Outreach

Objective: Provide relevant updates that inform the Advisory Committee - 
AC to ask questions if needed. 

N/A 

6:25 Action Item Review and Next Steps 
Sam Magill 

6:30 Meeting Adjourns 
Next GSA Board Meeting: 

Thursday, April 22, 2021, 4:00pm 
Next AC Meeting: 

Wednesday, May 12, 2021, 4:30pm 

Accommodations: If you need special assistance to participate in this meeting, please contact Ann DuBay at 
(707) 524-8378 or by email at Ann.Dubay@scwa.ca.gov. Notification of at least 48 hours prior to the meeting
will assist staff in assuring that reasonable arrangements can be made to provide accessibility of the meeting.

Meeting Documents: Materials are available for review at Sonoma Water, 404 Aviation Blvd, Santa Rosa, 95403, 
during normal business hours. Any documents provided at the meeting by staff will also be available to the 
public. The agenda and agenda packet materials are also available at: 
http://petalumavalleygroundwater.org/ 

Public Comment: Members of the public may attend meetings of the Petaluma Valley GSA Advisory Committee 
and comment before Advisory Committee consideration of individual agenda items, or during General Public 
Comments on any matter within the jurisdiction of the Advisory Committee. As needed, time limits may be 
placed on public comments to ensure the Advisory Committee is reasonably able to address all agenda items 
during the meeting.  

For more information, please contact Ann DuBay, Ann.Dubay@scwa.ca.gov. 
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PV AC Draft Meeting Summary 03.10.21 1 

Petaluma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency 
Advisory Committee Meeting 

 March 10, 2021 | Draft Summary 

Contact: Ann DuBay, Sonoma County Water Agency, PVGSA Administrator 
Email: Ann.DuBay@scwa.ca.gov  Phone: (707) 524-8378 

Next Meeting: April 14, 2021 - 4:30 to 6:30 p.m. - via 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 Heidi Bauer, Chair, welcomed the group, said it 
would be a busy meeting today and mentioned topics that would be covered.  

General Public Comments 
None. 

Agenda and 2021 Meeting Schedule Review, Approval of Previous Meeting Summary 
Objective: Review 2021 schedule modifications as needed; confirm February 10 meeting summary. 

Sam Magill covered the day’s agenda and Zoom meeting protocol. Ann DuBay followed with an overview of 
the 2021 meeting schedule. She confirmed we need the April 14 meeting to cover the Surface Water 
Depletion SMC and said the Board will also have a meeting in April. Andrea Rodriguez, Outreach staff, is in the 
process of looking for a date for the Public Workshop in the end of May/early June timeframe. 

No changes were requested to the February 10 meeting summary; it will be posted as written. 

GSP Section 2 Document Review Summary 
Objective: Review feedback received to date on Section 2 GSP. 

Ann DuBay said she received one comment from Becky Ng. DuBay said Sections 3 and 4 will be available for 
review April and May respectively, and there is a new comment form that is easier to use. Please review and 
provide your feedback concentrating on content. Three to four weeks will be allocated for review of Section 3. 

Questions/Comments 
John Shribbs – Regarding Section 2: In the maps, there are two full sets of maps with lots of coded names of 
organizations. Spell out acronyms. Also, it would be good to have a summary/analysis about what the maps 
mean. In the parts of the document other than maps, it is generic, there is no summary and no detailed 
conclusion; those things should be included.  

DuBay – A few other people have commented on the abbreviations in the maps. On the analysis in 
other parts of the Section, we refer to the figures, that is where they are described. Section 2 is quite 
generic. Section 3 will provide more analytical comments. 
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Marcus Trotta – A lot of the analysis of the studies will be in Section 3, Basin Setting Section. Staff will 
send out a link when Section 3 becomes available for review. 

50-Year Projected Baseline Water Budget
Objective: Provide overview of water budget and next steps.  

Andy Rich provided an overview of the water budget, including a summary of current and projected periods, 
and outlined next steps. 

Questions/Comments 
Shribbs – On the climate change modelling when doing the drought links, I did not see a 10- to 15-year 
drought or even three of them layered in over the same time period, does this include the expectation of 
three long droughts? Also, I was looking at some maps of new vineyards on Adobe Road, and you say that 90% 
of vineyards are using most of the water. We know vineyards will increase but the graphs don’t show vineyard 
water increase. So, it is vineyard and long-term drought data that I am concerned is missing from this model. 

Andy Rich – For the vineyards, some of the growth might be offset with recycled water as pasture and 
other crops are not using a lot of water. Your question about droughts – we didn’t include or exclude 
data to include longer droughts. This is output from the Global Circulation Model. I don’t know what 
defensible basis we would have, to do such a process. 
Shribbs – For the droughts – this is coming from the International Climate Model. But locally, I am sure 
the droughts will increase, and the model needs to incorporate this, so we are prepared for more dire 
situations down the road. On the vineyards, it still doesn’t make sense. Acreage is going up, but water 
use isn’t reflected in the same way. I think there will be more water use in the vineyards than what is 
presented. 
Rich - I don’t think we have a basis for manipulating the Global Circulation Model output for Petaluma 
Valley. From what we see, there will potentially be some very dry and some very wet periods. This is a 
planning tool to give information. Not all our future plans have to be based on what you see here. 
Lisa Porta – Remember when we reviewed this, the assumption of using the HadGEM ES model, a lot 
of work went into making sure we used a model representative of California and we did review in 
detail what model best represents conditions in the Russian River. So, it is the Global Circulation 
Model, but it helps identify Russian River and Sonoma County best. This contains RCP 8.5 which 
includes a 20-year extreme drought in the second part of the projection and help us identify potential 
extreme conditions in the future. 

Drew Buechley (chat) – Are the metrics in whole acre-feet or 000's? 
Trotta (chat) – Whole acre-feet. 

Buechley (chat) – How much cannabis is factored into your Ag usage? 
Trotta (chat) – We have not included irrigation of cannabis in the model for this initial GSP. As we 
discussed at the last meeting we will document estimates of current water use based on permitted 
cannabis projects (estimates we presented at last meeting from Permit Sonoma through 2019 are ~ 13 
acre-feet - they are working on developing estimates through 2020 for us to include in the GSP) and 
consider incorporating into updates of model as more information comes available. 

Buechley – It is remarkable that we aren’t incorporating some projection for cannabis, the second round of 
the ordinance identified 65,000 acres for possible development of cannabis. It is easier to get a permit for 
groundwater than for surface water. Cannabis is a heavier user of water. Also, vineyards are typically pulling 
on surface water. As a wine grower, it is surprising to me. At 500 or 700 acres, cannabis would impact us 
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enough to eclipse what you forecast for vineyards. Given your mandate, it is surprising that nothing is 
included, and we are supposed to do 50-year modelling building in climate change. The county’s goal is to 
grow cannabis in the Petaluma Gap and unincorporated areas of the county. Are we doing climate analysis? 
Are we running different versions? What if there were 10 drought years? Currently we have 62,000 acres of 
vineyards, what happens if there would be 100,000?  What if there were 500 or 1,000 acres of cannabis and 
we are pulling all the groundwater and we have 10 years of drought? It is very concerning that we aren’t 
addressing some of the potential shifts in land use. 

Magill – It isn’t that it won’t be included in the initial Plan, but it will be included in the 5-year updates. 
He asked staff if they could get Permit Sonoma to provide additional data. 
Trotta – We are planning to document what we know about cannabis grows in the Basin. Permit 
Sonoma is working to get us updated estimates. We can coordinate with Rob Pennington to provide us 
additional information. If we can include it in the GSP, it would be helpful. DWR has noted they aren’t 
expecting the initial GSP to be perfect; it is intended to lay a framework for sustainable management 
and expects it to be updated when additional information becomes available. 
Heidi Bauer (chat) – Do you think we can add a sentence or two that we know it should be included, 
but that it can't at this point? Even better - include what we do know at this point. 
Trotta – Yes, we will be providing a write-up, we are working on it now.  
Buechley – I think this is a stated shift of land use that the county is getting behind and encouraging 
but, to say we don’t have data, isn’t right. Permit Sonoma estimates are lower than anything you will 
find in cannabis magazines. There are disagreements with growers in the county. If people read the 
GSP, and there is no reference to cannabis, we will lose confidence with the public. I find it surprising 
and inappropriate to not have something estimated in a broad range. 

Bauer – We are all the authors of this Plan. In 5-years, who is ‘we’? How will that work with future updates? 
Trotta – We don’t know exactly who will be implementing the GSPS going forward. It is written into 
the JPAs of the GSA that Advisory Committees should continue serving through the implementation 
phase. Whoever picks it up, there should be a responsibility to continue that. 
Bauer – I think whatever information we have on cannabis should be included. It would be remiss to 
leave it out or underestimate it. 
Gary Mickelson (chat) – I agree with Heidi Bauer and Drew Buechley. 

Lisa Porta (chat) – Many Groundwater Sustainability Plans do not include projected land use changes; DWR 
accepts using current land use for the projected 50-year simulation. If you have some information, like we 
have here in Sonoma County, that is better; but there is no need to be perfect for this round. Describing how 
and why certain land use type is included in the projections (or not) is a good idea for this GSP. 

Andy Rodgers (Chat) – In addition to mentioning the cannabis outlook in the Groundwater Sustainability Plan, 
can a project/action be identified to track trends in land use changes? 

Porta (chat) – That sounds reasonable. 

SMC for Chronic Lowering of Groundwater Levels 
Objective: Provide AC recommendation on key SMC components. 

Marcus Trotta said today’s objective is to review, discuss and recommend preliminary Minimum Thresholds 
and Measurable Objectives for Chronic Lowering of Groundwater Levels, as well as recommend at least two 
options for defining Undesirable Results for Board consideration and possible direction at the March 25 
meeting. 
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Following Trotta’s presentation, Sam Magill asked the Advisory Committee members what their first choice is 
for Groundwater Levels SMC Undesirable Results options. 

1. 15% of RMPs (2 wells) exceed MT for 2 consecutive years
2. 25% of RMPs (4 wells) exceed MT for 2 consecutive years
3. 25% of RMPs (4 wells) exceed MT for 3 consecutive years
4. Other ideas?

POLL 
My first choice for determining Undesirable Results is: 
Option 1 = 13% (1) 
Option 2 = 50% (4) 
Option 3 = 38% (3) 
An alternative option = 0 

My 2nd choice for determining Undesirable Results is: 
Option 1 = 0 
Option 2 = 25% (2) 
Option 3 = 38% (3) 
An alternative option = 38% - see chat comments 

My 3rd choice for determining Undesirable Results is: 
Option 1 = 63% (5) 
Option 2 = 13% (1) 
Option 3 = 13% (1) 
An alternative option = 13% - see chat comments 

The UR option I can’t live with is: 
Option 1 = 63% (5) 
Option 2 = 13% (1) 
Option 3 = 13% (1) 

Questions/Comments 
Shribbs – Until we see the options of solutions, these options make no sense to me.  We should take a 
different approach. This is too wishy-washy. I would prefer a more preemptive approach. 

Buechley (chat) - Don't we assume we are going to do all the things we can preemptively? If not, what 
authority do we have to impose any requirements / actions? 

Porta (chat) - Yes, exactly, but preemptively means over the next 20 years since you need time to 
develop the Projects and Actions. 

Bauer (chat) – Were there any thoughts for 15% for three years as one of the options? 
Trotta - That could be an option. We were trying to lay out with a range of more protective options 
rather than less protective. 

Shribbs (chat) – Alternative: do solutions preemptively before triggers come about. 
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Buechley (chat) – Option #2 seems the most reasonable. 
 
Becky Ng (chat) – I assume these options are for non-drought years. A proposed option would be 25% of RMPs 
that exceed Minimum Thresholds for three consecutive years including drought years. 
 
Porta (chat) – The Undesirable Results tell you what to do in the next few years to be sustainable by 2042. 
 
Rodgers (chat) - My third choice of an alternative option is #2 that includes a geographic proximity component 
(RMPs in same area). 
 
Porta (chat) – It will take a few years post GSP implementation to get to sustainability. Undesirable Results 
help you track is the changes in basin management are helping you get to the sustainability goals. This is all a 
long-term planning process. 
 
Rodgers (chat) – I didn't have one that I couldn't live with so just checked #1. Otherwise it wouldn't let me 
complete the poll. 
 
Buechley (chat) - I could live with all three if it came down to it. 
 
Bauer (chat) – I can live with them all too. Maybe that should be an option for the next one? 
 
Introduction for SMC for Reduction of Groundwater Storage 
Objective: Provide introduction to SMC for Reduction of Groundwater Storage. No AC recommendation 
required at this time.   
 
Marcus Trotta gave a first overview of the SMC for Reduction of Groundwater Storage. He said the best 
approach for this SMC will be linked to Groundwater Level and it is developed for the entire Subbasin, not 
individual aquifers. The goal is to pump within the sustainable yield and have “zero long-term change in 
storage once sustainability is reached”. Trotta asked the Advisory Committee for input on development of a 
Significant and Unreasonable statement and if they are supportive of using groundwater-levels as a proxy for 
the groundwater storage SMC. He said that staff’s recommended option is to use Groundwater Levels as 
metric.  
 
Questions/Comments 
John Shribbs – I like the idea of using real data and estimates that are easier and less expensive than models. If 
you are saying the real data you have is more trustworthy than the model data, then do we really trust the 
model that much? Most of the monitoring wells are in the lower areas rather than hills. Are the monitoring 
wells going to be a good representation of the basin and better than the model? 

Trotta – Good points. For doing the contour mapping, we will be using more than the 16 
representative monitoring point wells, we will use all the wells reporting groundwater levels and so 
there will be more representative data. Hillside areas are where we have identified data gaps already. 
We will be testing the methodology looking at historical time periods and contouring maps and 
comparing it to the model to ensure we are getting consistent results. 

 
Rodgers (chat) - What timeframe does 'long-term' mean for reductions in storage? 

Trotta – Long- term means 50 years for SGMA. 
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POLL 
Are you comfortable with the staff proposal to use groundwater levels as a proxy for groundwater storage? 

Yes = 100% (8) 
No = 0 
I need more information = 0 

Projects and Management Actions 
Objective: Provide Projects and Management Actions overview and AC opportunity to clarify. 

Marcus Trotta gave an update on Projects and Management Actions. The number and types of Projects and 
Management actions potentially needed to achieve the sustainability goal will primarily dependent upon 
development of SMCs. The Groundwater Sustainability Plan due January 22, 2022 does not need to include 
Projects and Management Actions but does need to identify the types of projects being considered for 
implementation over the next 20 years and how they will help the Subbasin avoid undesirable results and 
reach its sustainability goal. Trotta outlined next steps and then asked for feedback. 

Questions/Comments 
Shribbs (chat) – Modeling scenarios are very important especially if the perfect storm of events (saltwater 
intrusion, cannabis, and vineyard growth, population explosion with immigration) all happen together with a 
long-term drought. 

Buechley (chat) – Will there be a ranking - bang for buck - in the future? 
Trotta – Yes, ranking will be included. 

Shribbs (chat) - Some of the levels of options $ and tech needed would be nice. 
Trotta – Yes, cost benefits and cost analysis will be included. 

Buechley (chat) – That would be most important to me and maybe a risk factor added to the bang axis. 
Looks great to me otherwise. Solid work. 

Bauer (chat) – They look good to me. 

Rodgers (chat) – Given our basin is currently in decent shape, projects should keep future costs at a minimum 
but keeping tabs on factors that could potentially have an impact on SMCs, i.e. SLR, growth, land use changes 
etc., plus groundwater monitoring. 

Updates 
Objective: Provide relevant updates that inform the Advisory Committee – AC to ask questions if needed. 

Marcus Trotta gave a preview of upcoming technical topics. He said the last practitioner workshop for Surface 
Water Depletion SMC is coming up on March 22. Staff’s goal is to bring a proposed SMC to the Advisory 
Committee in April for input and recommendation and then to the Board later in April. Slides and materials 
summaries for practitioner work groups have been posted. http://petalumavalleygroundwater.org/gsa-
activities/ 
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Other GSP update: Prop 68 Grant – Staff is focusing on the four 500-feet deep monitoring wells proposed as 
well as geophysical studies for mapping aquifers in saline waters in the southern portion of the basin. When 
we get more details on timing, we will share them at future meetings. 

Andrea Rodriguez – We are moving forward with the Rural Community Engagement project. SCI presented 
their findings to the Board. Overall, we had a 24% response rate in the basin, which is great. Next steps include 
focus groups; five groups (1 in each basin, 2 across the basins). The Engagement program starts in May/June. 
Let Andrea Rodriguez know if you need help reaching out to your stakeholder community. 

Buechley (chat) – What is the preferred way today to get people engaged? Send a link to the website or ??? 

Shribbs (chat) – If anyone has an environmental leader in mind please send me the contact. Our meeting is in a 
few weeks. 

Ann DuBay said the next Board meeting is March 25 and the next Advisory Committee meeting is April 14. 
Look for an email at the end of the month with a link to Section 3 of the GSP for review and comments. 
DuBay also mentioned that John Shribbs and Caitlin Cornwall along with people from other basins are part of a 
group reaching out to the environmental community to get feedback. It is a good way to approach stakeholder 
groups to get county-wide feedback. 

Questions/Comments 
Camozzi – How much water does Petaluma Valley Basin buy from Sonoma Water in acre-feet per year? 

DuBay – For FY19-20 it was 7,701.4 acre-feet. And for the current fiscal year it is a range between 700 
and 900 acre-ft per month for July, August and September, all high water-use months. All the data is 
available on the Sonoma Water website. She said she would email the link to Eugene Camozzi. 
https://www.sonomawater.org/media/PDF/Water%20Resources/Water%20Supply/Water%20Deliver
y%20Data/Water%20Billing%20History.pdf 

Buechley – I was hoping to get information on how to continue to get community engaged. Is there a new way 
to email people and have them go to the site? 

Rodriguez – You can always send them to the website, but it isn’t always user-friendly. Or you could 
send an email and we can set up a briefing or direct them to more specific material. 

Review Meeting Action Items and Discuss April Meeting Agenda 
Sam Magill mentioned the next Advisory Committee meeting will be Wednesday, April 14 at 4:30 pm, 2021 via 
Zoom. 

Action items: 
 Advisory Committee to look for an email at the end of the month with a link to Section 3 of the GSP

for review and comments.

The meeting adjourned at 6:37p.m. 

Attendees 
Advisory Committee Members - Attending 
Andy Rodgers 
Clayton Engstrom 
Drew Buechley 
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Eugene Camozzi 
Gary Mickelson 
Heidi Bauer 
John Shribbs 
Peter Kiel 
Rebecca (Becky) Ng 

Advisory Committee Members - Absent 
Lindsey Strain 

Staff / Presenters 
Ann DuBay, PV GSA Administrator 
Marcus Trotta, Technical Staff 
Andy Rich, Technical Staff 
Mitch Buttress, Technical Staff 
Lisa Porta, Montgomery & Associates, Technical Staff  
Andrea Rodriguez, Outreach Staff 
Simone Peters, GSA Administrative Aide (recording meeting summary) 

Facilitator 
Sam Magill, Sacramento State University – Consensus and Collaboration Program 

Members of Public 
Chelsea Thompson, City of Petaluma 
Kent Carothers, City of Petaluma 
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Petaluma Valley Groundwater Sustainability Agency 
2021 Meeting Calendar 

Board Meeting Zoom Information: 
https://scwa-ca-gov.zoom.us/j/93968521150?pwd=bEY2eDBiLzVSaVI5d0EvdXlXUzNQUT09 

Advisory Committee Meeting Zoom Information: 
• https://csus.zoom.us/j/87696349909
• Phone Number: 1-669-900-6833
• Participant Code/Meeting ID: 87696349909#

1 

Board Dates & Topics Advisory Committee Dates & Topics 
January 28  
• 2021 GSP Completion Process & Schedule
• Projects/Actions Introduction

January 13: 
• 2021 GSP Completion Process & Schedule
• Projected Water Demands
• SWD SMC Update
• Projects/Actions Update

February 25  
• 50-Year Projected Baseline Water Budget
• Initial List of Projects/Actions
• SWD SMC Update
• GW Storage SMC Introduction

February 10 (Extended Meeting) 
• Revisit GWL SMC – MTs/MOs
• Introduction to GW Storage SMC
• Initial List of Projects/Actions
• SWD SMC Update – MT/MO methodology

March 25 
• 50-Year Projected Baseline Water Budget
• GW Storage SMC - Decision
• GWL SMC -Decision

March 10 
• 50-Year Projected Baseline Water Budget
• GW Storage SMC – MTs/MOs/URs
• GWL SMC -URs
• Approach to Project/Action Scenario

Modeling

April 22 
• SWD SMC - Decision

April 14 
• SWD SMC – MT/MO/UR
• Project/Action Update

•
o

•
o
o

Meeting ID: 939 6852 1150
Passcode: $49*&t

(877) 853-5247 US Toll-free
Meeting ID: 939 6852 1150
Passcode: 145156
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2 

May 27 
• Revisit SMCs (as needed)
• Project/Action Prioritization
• Introduction to Implementation Plan,

Schedule, Budget and Financing Mechanisms

May 12 
• Project/Action Scenario Modeling Results
• Revisit SMCs (as needed)
• Introduction to Implementation Plan,

Schedule, and Budget

June June 9 (if needed) 

July 22 
• Implementation Plan, Schedule and Budget -

Decision
• Draft GSP Review Process
• Well Registration Program

July 14 
• Implementation Plan, Schedule and Budget
• Draft GSP Review Process
• Well Registration Program

August August 

September 23 
• Public Review Draft GSP

Resolution

September 8 
• Draft GSP Review Discussion

October 28 (if needed) October 13 (if needed) 

November 10 
• Topics TBD

November 18 
• Topics TBD

December December 

2022 
January TBD 
• Adopt GSP

Community Meetings 
● Late Winter/Early Spring 2021 to review draft Sustainable Management Criteria and Projects

and Management Actions
● Late Summer/Early Fall 2021 to review Draft Groundwater Sustainability Plan
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Station Name Station Number Location Description
Well Depth   

(ft BGS)
Screened Interval    

(ft BGS)

Well TOC 
Elevation       
(ft MSL)

Approximate 
Distance from 
Well to Creek    

(ft)

Direction of 
Well from Creek

PET0174 PET-F06-01_Garfield East Washington Creek at Garfield Dr. 35.5 15-35 65.95 50 NW
PET0173 PET-E05-01_Casella Capri Creek at Casella Way 45.5 35-45 60.97 50 NW
PET0172 PET-D06-01_Corona Petaluma River at Old Corona Rd. 40.5 20-40 27.99 85 N

Notes:
ft BGS - Feet Below Ground Surface
ft MSL - Feet Above Mean Sea Level (North American Vertical Datum of 1988)
TOC - Top of Casing

Shallow TSS Monitoring Well Details
Petaluma Valley Groundwater Basin
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Surface Water‐/Groundwater‐Level Hydrograph
E. Washington Creek at Garfield Dr/Shallow Monitoring Well PET0174

E. Washington Creek Stage PET0174 Groundwater‐Level Manual Measurements Approximate Bottom of Creek Channel Daily Precipitation
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Surface Water‐/Groundwater‐Level Hydrograph
Petaluma River at Corona Rd/Shallow Monitoring Well PET0172
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Petaluma River Stage PET0172 Groundwater‐Level Manual Measurements Daily Precipitation
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Surface Water‐/Groundwater‐Level Hydrograph
Capri Creek at Casella Way/Shallow Monitoring Well PET0173

Capri Creek Stage PET0173 Groundwater‐Level Manual Measurements Approximate Bottom of Creek Channel Daily Precipitation
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