
RESPONSE TO OBJECTIONS 

To ensure that any legal challenge to sewer service charges is not based on contentions or 
evidence that were not before the Board of Directors, California law requires Sonoma 
Water and the Districts and Zones to follow a series of steps.  These include providing a 45-
day comment period, and providing the Boards of Directors and public with a response in 
writing to timely legal objections. Sonoma Water staff have included all written 
communications that go beyond a protest to be tabulated in the majority protest hearing. 

The comment period began when Proposition 218 notices were sent to customer on March 
6, 2026, and concluded on April 21, 2025.  Responses to the timely objections are below.  
In considering the comments and the responses, as always, the Boards of Directors have 
discretion to clarify, reduce, continue to review, or adopt the proposed sewer service rates 
in light of the objections and the responses. 

Overall, staff notes that no objections raise legal concerns about the legality of the 

proposed rates. 

Several objections express concerns about the hardships of sewer service charges. 
Responding to these concerns, Staff acknowledges that some customers face hardships 

and encourage eligible customers to take part in the Sanitation Rate Relief Program. 
Additional information about that program is available at the following website: 
https://www.sonomawater.org/srrp 

Several objections express concerns that sewer service charges are generally too high. 
While staff recognize that sewer service charges are high for some Districts and Zones, the 

budgets relate to the conditions found in each system.  For example, the Occidental 
County Sanitation District is currently forced to truck out sewage.  Each District and Zone is 

in a structural deficit, and most of the Districts and Zones receive considerable subsidies. 
The subsidies for the Occidental County Sanitation District and the Russian River County 
Sanitation District are particularly high due to the nature of the infrastructure challenges 
that District faces. In the Russian River County Sanitation District, Sonoma Water General 
Fund subsidies over the past five years have been more than $9.0 million, and $4.5 million 

is projected for the next three years making up 15% of the total estimated revenue, 
excluding potential grant revenue. 

The subsidies for each District and Zone are discussed in the Written Basis of Sewer 
Service Charge for each District and Zone, which are available at this website: 
https://www.sonomawater.org/current-budget   

The objections for each District and Zone are listed and numbered below, and the 
responses then follow. 

https://www.sonomawater.org/srrp
https://www.sonomawater.org/current-budget


Sonoma Water (all zones) 

Airport Larkfield Wikiup Sanitation Zone 

Objection by Susan Beckstead: 

Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback.  Rates are by no means set 
arbitrarily.  Information concerning the Zone’s budgeting and rate setting is available at the 
following website: https://www.sonomawater.org/current-budget The objection does not 
state any issue of non-compliance with applicable law. 

Sonoma Valley County Sanitation District 

Objection by Pam Hellen: 

Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback. Noticing through mailers is 
required by law. All protests and objections are considered by both Staff and the Board of 
Directors. 

Objection by Stacey Eulberg: 
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Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback.  Rates are by no means set 
arbitrarily, and home owner sewer service charges are set via the “Equivalent Single Family 

Dwelling” methodology to ensure they are proportionate. Sewer service fees are to recover 
system costs and they are not intended to punish home owners. 

Sonoma Valley County Sanitation District 
C/O Sonoma Water 
404 Aviation Blvd 
Santa Rosa, CA 95403 

RE: OBJECTION 

Dear People: 

First, I would like to thank you for doing such a great job in keeping our sanitation needs covered. 

I would like to object to the rate increase because of the burden of the high property taxes, sales taxes, 
gas taxes, and tariffs that are currently out of control. I don' t think it is fair to punish the home owners 
with this fee. Everyone is utilizing this service. 

Please reconsider l11is increase in light of the political and financial climate at the lime. 

Sincerely, 



Objection by Pam Hellen: 

Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback.  Noticing through mailers is 

required by law. All protests and objections are considered by both Staff and the Board of 
Directors. 

Objection by Pam Hellen: 

Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback.  Noticing through mailers is 

required by law. All protests and objections are considered by both Staff and the Board of 
Directors. 
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Objection by Bonnie Parks: 

Staff recognize the concern, and the Board of Directors has established a Sanitation Rate 
Relief Program.  Additional information about that program is available at the following 
website: https://www.sonomawater.org/srrp The objection does not state any issue of 
non-compliance with applicable law. 
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Objection by Michael Boisson: 

Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback. There is a volumetric 
component to sewer service charges in this District, but the majority of costs are fixed and 

do not depend on flows.  Sewer service charges are legally collected on the tax roll. The 
objection does not state any issue of non-compliance with applicable law. 
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Objection by Beverly Seyfert: 

Staff recognize the concern and the Board of Directors has established a Sanitation Rate 

Relief Program.  Additional information about that program is available at the following 
website: https://www.sonomawater.org/srrp 

https://www.sonomawater.org/srrp


Russian River County Sanitation District 

Objection by Judith Fontana: 

Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback. The majority of costs are 
fixed do not depend on flows, and the District is unable to meter all water sources or 
monitor occupancy. Rates are by no means set arbitrarily, and home owner sewer service 
charges are set via the “Equivalent Single Family Dwelling” methodology to ensure they are 

proportionate. 



Objection by Frederick Adam: 

Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback. The majority of costs are 
fixed do not depend on flows, and the District is unable to meter all water sources or 
monitor occupancy within this rural area. Sewer service charges are not the same for all 
owners, and are set via the “Equivalent Single Family Dwelling” methodology to ensure they 

are proportionate. 
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Objection by Kathleen Anderson: 

Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback. All grant opportunities are 
vigorously pursued and the District was recently awarded a $47.7 million grant. 

Russian River Sanitat ion 
c/o Sonoma County Water 
404 Aviation Blvd. 
Santa Rosa, CA 95403 

Su~ject- Objection 

To Whom It M ay Concern: 

I am wri ting to express my strong opposi tion to the proposed sewer rate increase. It 
is absolutely unacceptable to demand more money from your customers w ithout 
adequate accountabi lity. 

The opportun ity for a significant grant to address the necessary upgrades was not 
arduously pursued and an opportunity of this magnitude was lost. 

Unti l Russian River Sanitat ion demonstrates fiscal responsibili ty and competent 
management, I vehemently oppose any rate increase. 

K athleen Anderson 
9599 A rgonne Way Forestville, CA 95436 
, va I erk ag.(, Id ra-yah oo . .;, > 111 



Objection by Mara Zaharin: 

Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback. Pursuant to the 

Government Code requirements, the District uses the addresses that are utilized for 
property tax bills. All grant opportunities are vigorously pursued and the District was 
recently awarded a $47.7 million grant. 

OBJECTION 

3/9/2026 

I AM THE OWNER OF PROPERTY LOCATED AT 17549 ORCHARD AVE, 
GUERNEVILLE CA, 95446. YOUR WRITTEN PROTEST FORM HAS MY 
PO BOX LISTED ... .. LAME .... 

I AM SUBMITTING THIS FORM TO PROTEST THE PROPOSED SEWER 
CHARGE INCREASE. 

I OBJECT TO YOUR MANAGEMENT OF OUR FUNDS; 

1. THIS PROTEST FORM DOES NOT HAVE MY PARCEL LISTED AS 
STATED "ON THE BACK OF THIS FORM" 

2. YOUR PREVIOUS QUESTIONAIRE YOU SENT OUT LAST YEAR 
TO SECURE A GRANT WAS SO POORLY EXECTED THAT YOU 
DID NOT RECEIVE THE RESPONSE YOU NEEDED. 

MARA ZAHARIN 



Objection by Greg Stiles: 

Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback. Pursuant to the 

Government Code requirements, the District uses the addresses that are utilized for 
property tax bills. All grant opportunities are vigorously pursued and the District was 
recently awarded a $47.7 million grant. 

APN: 072-190-085 

RATE PROTEST FORM/ OBJECTION 

3/9/2026 

I AM THE OWNER OF PROPERTY LOCATED AT 17342 HIGHWAY 116, 
GUERNEVILLE CA, 95446. YOUR WRITTEN PROTEST FORM HAS MY 
PO BOX LISTED ..... LAME .. .. 

I AM SUBMITTING THIS FORM TO PROTEST THE PROPOSED SEWER 
CHARGE INCREASE. 

I OBJECT TO YOUR MANAGEMENT OF OUR FUNDS; 

1. THIS PROTEST FORM DOES NOT HAVE MY PARCEL LISTED AS 
STATED "ON THE BACK OF THIS FORM" 

2. YOUR PREVIOUS QUESTIONAIRE YOU SENT OUT LAST YEAR 
TO SECURE A GRANT WAS SO POORLY EXECTED THAT YOU 
DID NOT RECEIVE THE RESPONSE YOU NEEDED. 

GREG STILES 



Objection by Caryn Niemcewicz: 

Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback. A large percentage of costs 

do not depend on flows, and the District is unable to meter all of the varied water sources 

in this District or intrusively monitor occupancy. Data generally suggests that larger homes 
are increasingly under-occupied, and small residences often face higher density or 
"doubling up." 



Objection by Alissa Davignon: 

Objection 

Subject: Formal Objection to Proposed Sewer Rate 1..nc.rease ond Request for Financial 
Transparency 

To Whom It May C-Oncen,, 

I am submitting this leller as a fonnal objeclfon l0 the proposed sewer rote increase. The scale of 
the increases over the past decade, combined with serious cooccms regarding transparency. 
environmental perfonnance. and rate fairness. raises substantial questions about whether lhe 
prop0sed increase is justified. 

Over the past twelve years, sewer rates have increased approximately 83.97%. In at least four of 
those yearS, the annual increase exceeded 8%. These increases substantially exceed the rate of 
inflation over the same period aod impose a significant financial burden on residents. Utility rote 
increases should reflect dcooonslrable infrastn.icture needs, measurable-improvements in system 
performance, and reasouabJe cost recovery. However, the availabJe public infommtion docs not 
appear to support inc•rcases of this magnitude. 

A review (>(the publicly available capital project information raises fm1her C()ncems. The on]y 
recently completed projec-t in Russian River County Sauitation. Districl appears to be a pn~j~t 
completed in 2021 at a cost of approximately $1.3 million. Prior to that, two projects \Vere 
completed in 2012 and 201 4 with a combined cost of approximately $5.1 million. Aside from 
these projects, the only currently listed active project appears to have a budgel ofSS29,626. 

This raises an obvious question n:garding the substantial and ongoing rate increases. If sewer 
rates have rise.n nearly 84% over tv..-elve years, residents should be able to clearly ideotify the 
infrastructure investments that rcqt1ired such increases. Bt1sed on the infonnation c\111-enlly 
available to the public. the documenled project expenditures do not appear to corresp0nd to the 
scale of rate increases being imposed. 

The published budget also raises additional transparency concerns. The maintemmc.e/capital 
hudget is listed al approximately $2.7 million. However, rcsideuts do not scc eviden(..e of 
maintenanc.e work occurring at a scale consistent with that level of expenditure. Furthemlore, the 
published budget does not appear to include wage expenditures, making it difficult fo l' the public 
to foJly evaluate how collccte<.I rateJ>ayer funds arc bcll..g allocated. 

Public project records also indicate that nearly S2 million \\18.S spent on HVAC improvements to 
the sewer authority's administration b1lilding. While maintaining public facilities is 
understandable, I.he scale of this expenditure raises additional questions about capital priorities. 
Ratepayers are being asked to ~bsorb Sllbstantial increases while visible investment irl core sewer 
infrastn1elure, such as 1>ipelinc n.:habjlitation, overflow prevention, and watershed protection, 
appears comparatively limited. When e1wironmental incidents such as sewage discharges 
continue to occur, residents rcaso.1.1ably expect that the majority of ratepayer .fonds will be 
directed toward system reliability and e,wironmental prolec1ion rather than 1:id1ninistrative 
facilities. 



Without complete financial transparency. residents cannot detennine whelhcr the rate increases 
ate oeces.'¼lry, reasomtble, or pl'opo11ionate to the services being provided. 

h1 addition lo the financial concerns. environmental performance musl also be addressed. Over 
the past thirteen years, approximately 9 million gallons of ul\tJ'eated sewage have reportedly beeu 
discharged into the local watershed and river. lncidculs of this nature raise concerns regarding 
system reliability and compliance witJl envirom11enla1 standards. Sewer rate increases are 
frequently justifi,ed on the basis of protecting waterways and improvi11g infras.tructlu-c reliability, 
yet these discharges suggest that the system may still be experiencing signHicaol operational 
deficiencies. 

The current rate structure also raises frtirness concerns. Eac-h household is charged the same ral'e 
regardless of occupancy or usage. A single resident liviog in a one~bathroom home docs not 
produce the same sewoge volume as a household with multiple residents and mu I Li pie bathrooms. 
A flat-rate structure force..c; lower-usage households to subsidize higher-usage households and 
fails to reflect the actual burden placed on the system. Many modem t1tility systems use usage-
based or water-consumption-based sewer billing specifically LO ensure proportionality and 
fairness. 

These issues raise several poten1ial legal and regulatory concerns. 

First, public utility rates are generally requirod to be ceawnable und proportionate to the cost of 
providing service. If fees are imposed iJJ a manner that does not reflect actual usage or system 
burden, they may be considered ir1equi1ablc or disproportionate. 

Secood. rntc. increases must typic~lly be suppo11ed by adequate financial documentation 
demonstnlling the necessity of the increase. lf the capital projects, maintenance expenditures. 
and open1ting costs do not reasonably correspond to the magnitude of rate increases imposed on 
resident:;, this raises serious questions regc1rding fiscal oversight and rate justification. 

Third, repealed discharges ofutHremed sewage into public waterways may raise compliooce 
concerns under federal e1lviron.mcntal law, including the Clea1l Water Act If rate increases are 
beingjus1ified as necessary to maimain enviroruncufal compliOJ\ce, then the public should be 
presented with evidence tha1 such compliaJlce is being achieved. 

Fourth, the protest process itself must be m.eaoing_ful. Residents arc encouraged to submit protest 
forms, yet the outcome appears predetermined as rate increases continue regardless of the level 
of public opposition. A protesl process that does nor rneaningfuUy influence decision-making 
undermines public confidence and calls into question whether the process is functioning as 
intended. 

Qjvcn these concerns. I respectfully request the fo llowing before any additional rate increases arc 
approved: 

1. A full public accounling of how sewer rate increases over 1he past twelve years have been 
spent. 



Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback. The District respectfully 
disagrees that it is not transparent. Budget and expenditure information are available at the 
following websites: 

https://www.sonomawater.org/rate-setting-process 

https://www.sonomawater.org/current-budget   

The issues raised in the objection concerning spills increase rather than lower costs. The 
majority of costs do not depend on flows, and the District is unable to meter all of the 

varied water sources in this District or intrusively monitor occupancy. Recent research 
confirms that larger homes do not necessarily have higher occupancies. 
https://www.redfin.com/news/empty-nest-large-homes-2026/ 

2. A derailed breakdown of operating expenses, inc lud i11g wages, a(I minislrali ve ~oo IS. and 
maintenance expenditu1-es. 

3. A comprehensive capital improvement report clearly id,-,n tifying projects funded by 
recent rate i ncrea-ses. 

4. Documentation explaining the approximately $2 inillion annual ma in1e11~nce budg(}t ,md 
\\fa~re those funds are being applied. 

5. Consideration of a usage-based or conmmption-based sewer rate -~tructu.re that more 
fairly reflect.~ actual system demand. 

6. A cleat· plan addressillg the preventiot1 of sewage discharges into local waterways. 

U mil residenL~ a.,-e provided wi lh cl eg.r evidence chat prior rate incrc~s~ h" ve rcsullctl in 
measurable infrastructure improve,ne.nts l!ml envirorunenlal protct}lion, approving further 
increru,es would be preir,ature und unj ustiti.ed. 

I respectfully request tl1at the governin.g authority reconsider the prupo ed rale increase a11d 
undertake a comprehen.'>ive review of the sewer system's fif'lll.ncial lranspari.,ney. capital 
plruu1i11g, ru!d rate structure. 

Si ,1cerely, 

Ali Davignon 
l 4694 Canyon I Rd 
Ouemeville, CA 95446 

https://www.sonomawater.org/rate-setting-process
https://www.sonomawater.org/current-budget
https://www.redfin.com/news/empty-nest-large-homes-2026


Objection by James OKeefe: 

Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback. Rates are by no means set 
arbitrarily. Non-sewered areas do not have public sewer service charges, but do have other 
sanitation costs. Information concerning the District’s budgeting and rate setting is 
available at the following website: https://www.sonomawater.org/current-budget 
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Objection by Daniel Bowa: 
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Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback.  The meaning of the 
objection is unclear, but does not state any issue of non-compliance with applicable law. 
Information concerning the Zone’s budgeting and rate setting is available at the following 
website: https://www.sonomawater.org/current-budget 

Objection by Lawrence Wilcox: 

Sonoma county water agency 

8 MILLION GALLONS THIS TIME, 

IMAGINE THE AMOUNT WHEN YOU ADD A HOTEL with all it water 
usage, laundry, pool, showers, irrigation. BUT, who cares about the 

environment when you can get TOT taxes for the general fund. 

Heavy overnight rainfall in Sonoma County has caused a spill of 

untreated wastewater into the Russian River in the Guerneville area, 

authorities said Tuesday. 

Sonoma Water said in a press release that the Russian River Treatment 

Plant on Neeley Road was overwhelmed by the rainfall, causing it to 

reach capacity early Tuesday. Part of the discharge was traveling about 

a quarter-mile through a forested area before reaching the river 

downstream from Guemeville in the area of the Northwood 

community, the utility said. 

Residents in the area were notified of the spill by an alert messaging 

system on Tuesday morning. according to Sonoma Water, while local 

regulatory agencies and environmental specialists were dispatched to 

the site to assess the spill's impacts. 

The Sonoma County Sheriff's Office advised the public to avoid the 

Russian River downstream of the treatment plant to Jenner. Russian 

River beaches are closed, as are Sonoma Coast beaches from Russian 

Gulch State Beach south to Doran Beach, due to health hazards. the 

Sheriff's Office said. 

https://www.sonomawater.org/current-budget


Data from the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 

Administration shows the Russian River is currently at elevated 
levels with flows exceeding 30,000 cubic feet per second. 

The Russian River County Sanitation District urged users to reduce 

wastewater use to help limit impacts from the spill. 

Sonoma Water said contact with river water currently poses a health 

risk, particularly for children, pets, older adults, and individuals with 

weakened immune systems. The utility said more information will be 

posted at www.sonomawater.org/rrcsd as it becomes available. 

Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback.  The implied meaning of the 

objection is unclear, but does not state any issue of non-compliance with applicable law. 
Information concerning the District’s budgeting and rate setting is available at the following 
website: https://www.sonomawater.org/current-budget 

https://www.sonomawater.org/current-budget


Objection by Randal Bazzano: 

Staff recognize the concern and the Board of Directors has established a Sanitation Rate 

Relief Program.  Additional information about that program is available at the following 
website: https://www.sonomawater.org/srrp The objection does not state any issue of 
non-compliance with applicable law. 
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Objection by Jayce Lattier: 
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Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback. Staff do seek alternative 

sources of revenue, including grants. ERIF and TOT under the jurisdiction of the County and 
not the Russian River County Sanitation District, but the suggestion is noted. 



Objection by Timothy Cole: 

OBJECTION 

I object lo the pending increase by the Sonoma Waler Sanitation district (specifically the Russian 
River Sanitation District). Previous increases were supposed to address aging infrastructure and 
upgrades. Despite this, aging infrastructure and an overwhelmed system led to the largest spill 
of untrcalcd sewage at the Guemeville wastewater treatment plant in January 2026 in more than 
four decades, prompting officials to identify urgent upgrades. ls it incompetence that lead lo 
this, as the upgrades were known and supposed paid for years in advance. 
Additionally, there has been little notice as to the status of the 47 Million dollar grant pending 
from the state. Will that reduce our rates for the future? I highly doubt it. 

Since 2020 rates have increased app,·oximatelv 57.4% 

Here's a breakdown of the Russion River County Sanitation District (RRCSO) annual rate 
increases based on available data: 

Fiscal Vear Rate Increase Amrnal Rote (per ESD) 

Prior years (before FY 2022- 23) - 6% 
PY 2022- 2023 8.9% 

FY 202l-2024 3.5%--8.9% range• -
FY 2024-2025 - 8.8% $2,292/ESD 

FY 2025-2026 8.5% $2,486/ESD 

*Part of the broader Sonoma Water sanitation district range approved lhat year. 

I Jere are the key details from the record: 

• Pre-2022: Rale increases in previous years were in the 6% range in an effort to maintain 
lower increases. EvoGoy Perno Website 

, FY 2022-2023: A proposed rate increase of8.9% was put forward to fund both ongoing 
and emergency repair projects. EvoGov Demo Website 

• FY 2.023-2024: n ,e Sonoma Water Board approved sanitation rate increases ranging 
from 3.5% to 8.9% across alJ districts and 1..oncs, driven by the need to maintain and 
replace aging infrastructure. ~ 

• FY 2024-2025: The annual sewer service charge rose to $2,292 per equivalent single-
family dwelling (ESD), an increase of $188 per year (~$15.67/month). ~ 
Democrat 

• FY 2025-2026: Russian River rates were proposed to increase 8.5%, bringing the ammal 
rate to $2,486 per ESD. Sonomacounty 

Why rates keep rising: Aging infrasu·uctureand an overwhelmed system led to the largest spill 
of untreated sewage at the Guemeville wastew·.tter trealment plant in January 2026 in more than 
four decades, prompting officials to identify urgent upgrades. Sonoma News The agency is 
currenlly in consideration for a $47 million grant for the Russian River Sanitation Dislrict 
Sono1na News to help offset some of these costs. 



Low-income prope£ty owners can apply for the Sa11ltatio11 Rate Relief Progr11111, which provides a 50% reduction on aruiual sewer service charges for qualifying households. 
Russian River County Sanitation Distl'icl rate increases: 

• Pre-2022 years (including 2-ll2il, 2021}: -6% per ye.1r • FY 2022-2023: 8.9% 
• FY '?023-2024: ~8.9% (within the 3.S--ll .9% ra1ige approved) • FY 2024-2025: ~8.8% (rate went from ~$2,104 lo $2,292) • FY 2-025-2026: 8.5% (rate went to $2,486) 

Here's the corupounded cumulative increase ti·om 2020 to 2026: 

Year Appl'O . Rate Iller-ca._ c Cutnulali.ve Multipner FY 2020-2021 ~6% 1.060 
llY 2021- 2022 ~6% l.l 24 
FY 2022-2023 8.9% l.224 
FY 2023-2024 ~8.9% 1.333 
FY202 2025-8.8% 1.451 
FY 2025-2026 8.5% 1.574 

'he combined cumulative incr ase from 202-0 Co 2026 is approximately 57.4%,. 
This means a household paying, say,$ I 000/year in 2020 would be paying roughly Sl ,574/ycar by 2026. This align wi th the known data points - the FY 2024-25 rate was $2,292/ESD and FY 2025-26 is $2,486/ESD. 

A couple of caveats: the exact 2020 and 202 1 figures 11ren'I predsely documented in available public-rec-0rd.s (only described as "around 6%"), so the lme cmnula!ive nu1nber could be slighlly higher or lower. If you need tbe precise starling rate froin 2020, that would require pulling the archived RR D budget documents di reclly from Sonoma Water. 

Ti.inothy Cole 

17545 Neeley Road 

Guerncville, Ca 95446 

Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback.   The meaning of the 

objection is unclear, but does not state any issue of non-compliance with applicable law. 
Information concerning the District’s budgeting and rate setting is available at the following 
website: https://www.sonomawater.org/current-budget 

https://www.sonomawater.org/current-budget


Objection by David Bonk: 

Pem,nt Dlff Ptreent 

Year Rate from PrlM Dllf from 

Year 2013 

2013 $1,253.00 

2014 $1,297.00 3.51% l.S1% 

2015 $USS.DO 4.47% 8.14" 

2016 $1,416.00 4.50% ll01% 

2017 $1,414.00 4.8°" 1U4" 

2018 $1,55S,OO 4.78% 24.i0% 

2019 $t,62S.OO 4.5°" 29.69% 

2020 $1,706.00 4.98% 36.1S% 

21Jll $1,774,00 3.99% 41.58% 

2022 $1,932.00 8.91' 54.19" 

2023 $2,104.00 8.90% 62.21% 

2024 $2,292.00 g.94" 76.68% 

2025 $2,486,00 Mo" 83.97" 

2026 $2,696.00 8.45% 90-36% 
90.36'4 Increase in n years 

EXCESSIVE!! Are you hoarding money or are you actually spending it on repairs? 

The proposed annual rate increases, compounding year-over-year, have reached a 

level that is fundamentally unsustainable for residents. In a region already 

grappling with a severe housing affordability crisis, these escalating "hidden 

taxes" are driving up the cost of living to a breaking point. For many in Guerneville 

and West County, these fees are no longer a manageable utility cost but a primary 

driver of housing displacement. 

Disproportionate Burden on a Small Customer Base: The RRCSD serves a very 

small number of properties relative to the total number of parcels in the County. 

Requiring a t iny pool o f ratepayers to bear the full weight of aging Infrastructure 

and complex regional environmental compliance is mathematically flawed and 

inequitable. 

Lack of Alterna tive Funding Diversification: The District must look beyond the 

"low-hanging fruit" of increasing rates on existing customers. I urge the Board to 

aggressively pursue and implement alternative funding mechanisms, such as: 

• Enhanced Infrastructure Financing Districts (EIFDs): Using tax Increment 

financing to capture proper ty value growth to fund capital projects rather than 

direct service charges . 
• Federal and State Infrastructure Grants: Aggressively pursuing Clean Water State 

Revolving Fund (CWSRF) grants and "Septic-to-Sewer" conversion funds from the 

State Water Board, which are often available for disadvantaged or environmentally 

sensitive areas. 

• Regional Cost-Sharing: Seeking broader County General Fund contributions or 

transient occupancy tax (TOT) allocations, given lhal the Russian River's 

environmental health is a regional asset that benefits the entire county's tourism 

economy, not just the residents connected to the pipes. 

Take ac t ion and do something to help us! 

David Bonk 



Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback. Staff do seek alternative 

sources of revenue, including grants. ERIF and TOT under the jurisdiction of the County and 
not the Russian River County Sanitation District, but the suggestion is noted. 



Objection by Joseph Carano: 

(Frj-310-01/f I l>=f6-37..D-0J:'/ 1 ( 3 / 2', 

;)a ~ ~rzi;v . 

v ~-iv ~ .Lfu., ~ ~ 
~ .Jtnw-&duv 4-~ ,~ ~ 

r J,tJj_(,, - :l. 0.:2 7, V $lYV ~ ~n ~ 
f-{ bu-¥i ~~aJ.,/:iu 4b!z. ~ 
~ ~ PtuA!d~~~ 

At.(p ~ fa~ .Mid-~ aik .::6o 

~~ $~- ~ ~ 41 'ftv-
M~ ~~ ?6J f%'rtt v?J~~ 

~ ~tA.-/ ftvd, ~~Al'Ji)~ 

~ h villuA ~ r, .4h.~ "Jr-ati., 

JtO ? r, rri ~~h ~~ 
#u1f1T~ 1~Amd-ro/Jr, 

JJ71 ~ _A,() .q;t:- I ~-=r :io ~ I( fiLtJl ~ 

~,/1//IQ,;J~~A 
, '1ll/J,l,nn.t: ~ , Po g,~ 9 I S 

./{fe_,.J/Jl,C1tt1AU- 1~'u ~ ~ w _ e.ri fl5rt2 

~;~✓~ 

Staff recognize the concern and the Board of Directors has established a Sanitation Rate 
Relief Program.  Additional information about that program is available at the following 
website: https://www.sonomawater.org/srrp 

https://www.sonomawater.org/srrp


Objection by Danio Monroe: 
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Staff recognize the concern and the Board of Directors has established a Sanitation Rate 

Relief Program.  Additional information about that program is available at the following 
website: https://www.sonomawater.org/srrp 

https://www.sonomawater.org/srrp


Objection by John Borden: 

  

OBJECTION: Fonnal Protest: Russian River County Sanitation District 
Sewer Rate Increase 

To: Boord of Oil'ectors, Russian River Counly Sanitation District 

Attn: Sonoma Wator I Clerk of the Board 

Mailing Address: 404 Aviation Blvd, Santa Rosa, CA 95403 

RE: NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING - PROTEST OF PROPOSED SEWER SERVICE 
CHARGE INCREASE 

Owner Name: Elizabeth Herberg 

Assessor's Parcel Number (APN): 069-250-031-000 

Service Address: 16560 Lau,gh1in Rd, GuemeviUo, CA 95446 

PROTEST STATI:MEN·T: I, B izabeth Herberg, as tha record owner of the above~efernncod 
parcel. hereby formally protest the proposed incmase to the sewer seivioe charges for tho 
Russian River County Sanitation District (RRCSO). 

Substantive Grounds for Objection: 

1. Unsustainable Economic Burden: The proposed annual rate increases, oompounding 
year~over~year, have reached a level that is ruooamentally u1lSustainable for residents. 
In a region already grappling with a severe housing affo,dabillty crisis, these escalating 
"hidden taxes" are driving up tho cost of living to 8 breaking point. For many in 
Guernoville and Wesl County, theso foos are no longer a manageable utility cost but a 
ptlmary driver of housing disptaccrocnt. 

2. Ofsp,oportionate Burden on a Small Customer Base: Toe RRCSO serves a very 
small number of properties relative to the total number of parcels in tha County. 
Requiring a tiny pool of ratepayers to bear the full woight of aging infrasttucturo and 
complex regional environmental compliance is mathematically flawed and inequitable. 

3. Lack of Altomative Funding Diverstflcatlon: The District must look beyond the 
"low--hanging fruit" of increasing rates on existing customers. I urge the Board to 
aggr&Sslvely pursue and implement alternative funding mechanisms. such as: 

o Enhanced Infrastructure Financing Districts (EIFOs): Using tax Increment 
financing to capture property valuo growth to fund capital pcojects rathor than 
direct service charges. 

o Federal and State Infrastructure Grants: Aggressively pursuing Clean Water 
Slate Revolving Fund (CWSRF) grants and "Septic,,to-Sewer" convef'Sion funds 
from tho State Wate< Board, which are often avai able for disadvantaged or 
environmontally sensttive areas. 



o Regional Cost-Sharing: Seeking broader County Gene-ml Fund contributions ot 

transient occupancy tax (TOT) allocations, given that :he Russian River's 
enviroomenal health is a regional asset that benefits !ho entire oounty's tourism 
eoonomy, not just the resklents coonected to the pipes. 

CJosfng: I request that this written protest be fomially count&d towar,j tho majority protest 
threshokt under Proposilio11 218. I further request that the Board reject the proposed increase 
and direct staff to return with a budg&t that does not rely solely on the financial exhaustion of 
local homeownets. 

Signatu~~----

Date: 3 - '20 -'.2-(,e 

w,ll 'l,,,-.¢ e,c ,ewvJ. 

-1.-o li"l'-'-'-'~o(~ 

Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback.  Staff do seek alternative 

sources of revenue, including grants. ERIF and TOT under the jurisdiction of the County and 

not the Russian River County Sanitation District, but the suggestion is noted. 



South Park County Sanitation District 

Objection by John Borden: 
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Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback.  The objection does not 
state any issue of non-compliance with applicable law. Information concerning the 
District’s budgeting and rate setting is available at the following website: 
https://www.sonomawater.org/current-budget 

https://www.sonomawater.org/current-budget


Sea Ranch Sanitation Zone 

Objection by Tamara Wickland: 

Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback.  The objection does not 
state any issue of non-compliance with applicable law. Information concerning the Zone’s 
budgeting and rate setting is available at the following website: 
https://www.sonomawater.org/current-budget 

~am the parcel owner of the property located at the address on the back of this form, or a tenant t hat isdlrectly 

liable for paying the Sewer Charge for the property. I am submitt ing this form to protest the proposed Sewer Charge 

increase. 

If, in addition to your protest, you have a substantive objection, attach it to this form and use the heading Objection. 

No 1211-~ :t-N ti'fZ-z /J5E I I 
~ ,,.~ 

~ /}Ii< E ff(_:< tJ}{Yf -r ttznth2A- t D fJ v,o w tL~,ttAJ-D 
-,-.._ A L z:;.,, S / Pnnt Name 

Fold Hern First (') Li } '/2 ,ro-c::' "-' U _ 

~a.-ttX...- .f U(:v/, c/ 
Signature of Property Owner Required 

w ,Lj:/Jc,_j 

https://www.sonomawater.org/current-budget


Penngrove Sanitation Zone 

Objection by Sarah Royall: 

To,-Whom It May Concern: 

.S ubject: Objecti.on Sewer rate increase 

My name is Sarah, and I am a property owner in Penngrove. I would like to object to any 

increase In t he already expensive sewer charge. The sewer charge on the property taKes alreac 

1s unaffordable ($2,3001}. With an increase I sbrongiy believe famiUes who are new to the ar:ea 

and have kids will b~ fo rced to move to nearby Peta luma or Rohnert Park to be able to afford 

p,ropertytaxe.s. I understand that the sewer system is ord' and aging. I would hope that with 

what money is already co llected by every property owner from property taxes that this can be 

used to make any ff.l<es and upgrades. 

Thank you for your time, 

Sarah RoyaU 
Bannon Lane 

Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback.  The objection does not 
state any issue of non-compliance with applicable law. Information concerning the Zone’s 
budgeting and rate setting is available at the following website: 
https://www.sonomawater.org/current-budget 

https://www.sonomawater.org/current-budget


Objection by Susan Lynn: 



Staff recognize the concern and the Board of Directors has established a Sanitation Rate 
Relief Program, which the objection references. Staff’s recommendation is to continue this 

program, as suggested. 



Objection by Sandra & Donald McMinn: 

OBJECTION 

We bought our small 2 bedroom, 1 ½ baths, 1171 square foot home in 
Penngrove in 2012. In 2014 we added a 2 bedroom, 1 bath, 750 square 
foot ADU for my husband's mother, who could no longer live alone. We 
were shocked when we realized that the ADU generated an additional 80% 
of the annual sewer charge. 

We have watched these charges increase steadily year after year. This 
fiscal year, with the ADU, we are paying $344. 70 per month just for sewer, 
and water isn't cheap here either. This new proposal will bring the cost to 
$371 .40 per month, a huge expense for sewer alone, especially since the 2 
homes only have a total of 4 bedrooms & 2 ½ baths combined and less 
than 2,000 square feet total. 

There was a survey done some time ago to see if usage could be 
measured for fairer rates. We had hoped that this would be the solution but 
the survey failed, the county determined it couldn't be done. We hope that 
a fair solution can be achieved going forward . There must be some answer, 
perhaps eliminating the percentage rate on ADUs entirely or at least 
lowering the percentage rate based on square footage and/or number of 
residents could be an option. 

We would also like to add that the ever increasing charge on our property 
tax bill is a very detrimental selling point if we should ever move. 

Last, since these rates are really starting to hurt people in the 8 affected 
areas we think a moratorium on annual raises is in order. We are aware 
that infrastructure costs are high but we also personally continue to face 
rising costs on almost everything and we have no one to pass these costs 
onto. 

Thank you for your attention to this protesJ. . 

J. ~~""' c. 7Jtc')_,_.;_,c) "'- /)typl« C. 111 r tiff-~ 
Sandra C. McMinn & Donald C. McMinn 

Staff appreciate receiving both positive and negative feedback.  Rates are by no means set 
arbitrarily, and homeowner sewer service charges are set via the “Equivalent Single Family 

Dwelling” methodology to ensure they are proportionate. Eliminating sewer service charges 

for Accessory Dwelling Units would not be proportionate and therefore would not be legal 
under the California Constitution. Staff appreciate the suggestions, which will be carried 

forward for consideration in the rate study process that is currently underway. 




