
 SEASIDE GROUNDWATER BASIN WATERMASTER 
SPECIAL BOARD MEETING AGENDA 

TUESDAY, AUGUST 25, 2009, 3:00 P.M. 
MONTEREY REGIONAL WATER POLLUTION CONTROL AGENCY 

BOARD ROOM, 5 HARRIS  COURT, BUILDING “D” 
“RYAN RANCH” 

MONTEREY, CALIFORNIA 
 

WATERMASTER BOARD: 
City of Seaside – Mayor Ralph Rubio, Chair 
Coastal Subarea Landowner – Director Paul Bruno, Vice Chair 
Monterey Peninsula Water Management District – Director Judi Lehman, Secretary 
City of Del Rey Oaks – Mayor Joseph Russell, Treasurer 
California American Water – Director Craig Anthony 
Laguna Seca Subarea Landowner – Director Bob Costa 
City of Monterey –Mayor Chuck Della Sala  
City of Sand City – Mayor David Pendergrass 
Monterey County/Monterey County Water Resources Agency -- Supervisor Dave Potter, District 5 
 

 
I. CALL TO ORDER 
 
II ROLL CALL 

 
III. MINUTES; 

The minutes of the Regular Board meeting of July 1, 2009 are attached to this agenda.  The Board is 
requested to consider approving the minutes. 

  
IV.       REVIEW OF AGENDA 

If there are any items that arose after the 72-hour posting deadline, a vote may be taken to add the item to the 
agenda pursuant to the requirements of Government Code Section 54954.2(b).  (A 2/3-majority vote is 
required.) 
 

V.         PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS 
Oral communications is on each meeting agenda in order to provide members of the public an opportunity to 
address the Watermaster on matters within its jurisdiction.  Matters not appearing on the agenda will not 
receive action at this meeting but may be referred to the Watermaster Administrator or may be set for a 
future meeting.  Presentations will be limited to three minutes or as otherwise established by the 
Watermaster.  In order that the speaker may be identified in the minutes of the meeting, it is helpful if 
speakers would use the microphone and state their names.  Oral communications are now open. 
 

VI. CONSENT CALENDAR 
 

A.   Consider Approval of Summary for Payments Made during July and August, 2009 totaling $105,826.49 
B   Consider Year-End Financial Reports – Through July 31, 2009 

 
VII. ORAL PRESENTATION  

 
            A.  Receive update and provide instruction to staff concerning the City of Seaside’s proposed golf          

 course in-lieu replenishment program 
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VIII. OLD BUSINESS 

 
    A.   Review and Consider draft letter to the SWRCB requesting modification of the Draft Cease and   

Desist Order regarding California American Water’s diversions from the Carmel River. 
    B.    Discuss and Consider taking Action regarding comments submitted by Watermaster on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) on the California American Water--Coastal Water Project.  
 

            
IX      INFORMATIONAL REPORTS (No Action Required) 
 

A.  Timeline Schedule of Milestone Dates (Critical date monitoring) 
B.  Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) minutes of August 12, 2009 
C.  Water Production Report for Third Quarter of Water Year 2009 (April 1, 2009 through June 30, 2009 
D.  Revised Water Production Limits for Water Year 2008-2009 for DBO Development and Granite Rock 
 

X. DIRECTOR’S REPORTS 
 
XI. EXECUTIVE OFFICER COMMENTS 
 
XII.  NEXT REGULAR MEETING DATE –SEPTEMBER 2, 2009 (MRWPCA-Board Room) 2:00 P.M. 
 

 XIII.     ADJOURNMENT 
 
This agenda was forwarded via e-mail to the City Clerks of Seaside,  Monterey,  Sand City and Del Rey Oaks; the Clerk of the Monterey Board of Supervisors, the 
Clerk  to the Monterey Peninsula Water Management District; the Clerk at the Monterey County Resources Agency and  the California American Water Company for 
posting on August 20, 2009 per the Ralph M. Brown Act, Government Code Section 54954.2(a). 
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REGULAR MEETING 
Seaside Groundwater Basin Watermaster 

July 1, 2009 
 

DRAFT MINUTES 
I. CALL TO ORDER 
Chairman Rubio called the meeting to order at 2:00 p.m. in the Monterey Regional Water Pollution 
Control Agency Boardroom at 5 Harris Court, Building D, Monterey. 
 
II. ROLL CALL 
City of Seaside – Mayor Ralph Rubio, Chairman 
Coastal Subarea Landowner – Director Paul Bruno, Vice Chair 
Monterey Peninsula Water Management District (“MPWMD”) – Director Judi Lehman, Secretary 
City of Del Rey Oaks – Mayor Joseph Russell, Treasurer 
Laguna Seca Subarea Landowner – Director Bob Costa 
California American Water (“CAW”) – Director Craig Anthony 
City of Monterey – Mayor Charles “Chuck” Della Sala 
City of Sand City – Mayor David Pendergrass 
Monterey County/Monterey County Water Resources Agency (“MCWRA”) – Curtis Weeks (Alternate) 
 
Absent: None 
 
III.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

 
It was moved by Director Weeks, seconded by Director Bruno, and unanimously carried to 
approve the minutes of the Watermaster Regular Meeting of May 6, 2009. 

 
IV. REVIEW OF AGENDA 
There were no changes to the agenda.  
 
V. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION/ORAL COMMUNICATIONS 
There were no questions or comments from the public. 

 
VI. CONSENT CALENDAR  
 

A. Consider Approval of Summary for Payments made during May and June 2009 totaling 
$94,717.00. 

B. Consider current year Financial Reports – Through June 30, 2009. 
C. Approve two payments authorized and paid by CEO each under the $10,000 authorized limit. 

1. HydroMetrics: $7,500 (Obtain additional groundwater modeling data) 
2. MPWMD: $5,000.00 (Make improvements to Watermaster database) 

 
Moved by Director Weeks, seconded by Director Lehman, and unanimously carried, to 
approve the consent calendar as presented. 

 
VII. ORAL PRESENTATION 
There were no oral presentations scheduled. 
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VIII. OLD BUSINESS 

A. COMMITTEE REPORTS 
 

1. TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (TAC) 
 
a) The Board reviewed the submitted TAC report responding to informational 

requests from the Board regarding City of Seaside obtaining irrigation for its golf 
courses from the Marina Coast Water District (MCWD). Mr. Robert Jaques, 
Watermaster Technical Program Manager, stated it was the opinion of the TAC 
that it would not be possible for the City of Seaside-MCWD proposed project to 
achieve sufficient in-lieu replenishment of the Seaside Basin during the current 
Water Year in order to avert pumping reductions required by the Decision. He 
stated that the TAC did not look at the 09/10 water year however he was aware 
that, taking into consideration the new golf course irrigation design for 
conservation, the amount of water needed for irrigation for the upcoming year 
would be roughly 500 acre feet; with the 10% reduction equating to 560 acre feet, 
it appears that there would not be enough savings from the project to offset the 
10% reduction in pumping even if the project was operational the entire upcoming 
water year. Chair Rubio stated the project was feasible for the City and MCWD 
however the City was not entering into agreements until Watermaster made a 
determination of the amount of offset made possible by the project and whether 
the court would accept the offset in whole or part. The Watermaster Budget and 
Finance Committee had not met yet on the issue. 
 
Director Bruno felt that data obtained and determinations made by the TAC 
relating to one of the four conditions in the Decision that allows an exemption to 
the 10% cutback – sufficient groundwater levels in the basin determined to create 
a positive offshore gradient – should be addressed when seeking approval from 
the court for an accrued production offset. 
 
Director Anthony expressed confidence that California American Water would 
reduce its pumping by 10% this water year.  

 
Chair Rubio directed staff to  

• Convene a Budget and Finance Committee on how to finance the project 
• Provide a status report at the next regular meeting on basin production 

versus pumping limits for the current water year (Production amounts are 
due July 15th for a compilation of a report on production through 3 
quarters of the current water year) 

• Provide a report on the steps deemed necessary by Watermaster to 
implement the project by October 1, 2009 

• Determine via a legal interface with the court if any accrued production 
offset from the project could be applied against the 10% cutback for the 
current or ensuing water year. 
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IX. NEW BUSINESS  
 

A. COMMITTEE REPORTS 
 

1. TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (TAC) 
 

a) The Board reviewed the submitted memorandum from Mr. Jaques regarding the 
selection of scenarios to be evaluated by the updated Seaside Basin Groundwater 
Model. Mr. Jaques stated that HydroMetrics LLC, the consultant to Watermaster for 
groundwater modeling, was hopeful that it could provide preliminary modeling 
information to the TAC by August 2009. The TAC selected five scenarios for 
presentation to the board out of many submitted by HydroMetrics. The Recycled 
Urban Water Augmentation Project could be considered as being included in 
scenarios where water is brought in from outside the basin (not necessarily identified 
from where). Mr. Jaques stated that HydroMetrics was tasked with the details of the 
outcomes of the scenarios, and it could be determined by the TAC that detailed data 
warranted additional scenarios. The intent of the scenarios was to determine 1) 
protective water levels, 2) storage, and 3) water movement. Since the location of the 
seawater/groundwater interface is unknown, scenarios could not factor that in. The 
“baseline” scenario would be one where nothing changes, boundary conditions would 
be established and changes would be tracked by other scenarios over time. Once 
protective water levels were reached, the basin would be considered “full.” 
 
Moved by Director Costa, seconded by Director Weeks, and unanimously 
carried, to approve the selection of scenarios to be evaluated by the updated 
Seaside Basin Groundwater Model as presented. 
 

b) The Board reviewed the submitted Request for Service (RFS) from Martin Feeney to 
install a new monitoring well in the inland area of the former Fort Ord where no wells 
currently exist as per the Monitoring and Management Program (M&MP) scope of 
work and 2009 Capital Fund budget. A cluster of wells was recommended as less 
expensive to install and likely to give the most reliable data. The RFS allows up to 
1,000 feet of drilling in order to obtain the data although 800 feet is hoped to be all 
that is needed. CEO Evans advised the board that the RFS provides for the transfer of 
$44,199 from the Operations Fund to the Capital Fund to cover full projected costs. 
Director Lehman requested that the wording in the RFS be changed to more clearly 
reflect that the cost includes one installation of 3 “clustered” wells to avoid being 
interpreted as a per-well cost.  

 
Joe Oliver, MPWMD Senior Hydrologist, responded to Mayor Russell’s inquiry 
stating that one of the scenarios approved in the previous agenda item would consider 
where existing wells could be redistributed to more effectively pump from the basin 
and possibly optimize its yield. The monitoring site being pursued is in an area of the 
basin where no wells were currently located and placement would aid in a better 
understanding of the basin’s characteristics including underlying formations. Director 
Bruno stressed the critical need for a clear determination of the importance of 
obtaining data at the considered location not only because of the high costs involved, 
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but also to properly prioritize the competing need to obtain data along the coast to 
determine protective water levels. Mr. Feeney responded that the priority placement 
of the well at the considered location was based on the need to know the gradient of 
inflow recharging the basin across General Jim Moore Boulevard in order to 
determine protective levels. No control data currently exists with the exception of 
water level data from 20 years ago from the well at Camp Hoffman. He felt that 
inland control was needed and that the Decision called for monitoring in that area.  
 
Mr. Jaques stated the TAC felt Mr. Feeney’s rates were very reasonable in 
comparison to similar services bid elsewhere in recent years. The TAC had 
confidence in his selection due to his extensive work with so many well drilling 
contractors in this part of the County. Watermaster was saved the cost of an added 
contingency by not going out to bid. 

 
Moved by Mayor Della Sala, seconded by Mayor Russell, and unanimously 
carried, to approve the Request for Service to Martin Feeney to design and 
construct a monitoring well at an estimated cost of $262,599 at the location 
specified, and to transfer $44,199 from the Operations Fund to the Capital Fund 
to cover the estimated funding shortfall. 

 
X. INFORMATIONAL REPORTS (No Action Required) 

A. Timeline Schedule of Milestone Dates (Critical date monitoring) 
B. Technical Advisory Committee minutes of April 22, May 13, May 28 & June 10, 2009 
C. Water Production Report for Second Quarter Water Year 2009 (January 1 - March 31, 2009) 
D. TAC Progress Report on two topics: Groundwater Modeling – Protective Water Levels and 

Installation of New Monitoring Well 
 

XI. DIRECTORS’ REPORTS 
Director Bruno would be absent next meeting on August 5, 2009 and inquired if he could call 
into the meeting. The MRWPCA board room does not have the capability for wireless internet 
conferencing - there is only a speaker phone that is hard for the remote listener to hear through. 
Director Bruno would send an alternate. 
 
Mayor Pendergrass, speaking as a representative of Watermaster, stated that the SNG Ecoresort 
court case had been appealed by MPWMD that claimed to have CEQA authority, challenging 
Judge Randall’s ruling that no CEQA was required under the Decision. Mayor Pendergrass felt 
that other permit requests to MPWMD from water rights holders under the Decision would be 
scrutinized, challenged and delayed in like manner by MPWMD. Mayor Pendergrass requested 
that Watermaster strategize on how to protect the interests of the basin and the pumper’s rights. 
Chair Rubio directed that legal counsels within each respective jurisdiction determine if there 
were concerns that needed to be brought collectively to the board and provide a reporting at the 
next regular meeting as a possible action item. 
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XII. EXECUTIVE OFFICER COMMENTS 

Third quarter water production and level reporting is due July 15, 2009 in order to report final 
amounts at the next regular meeting. Water quality analysis is due August 15, 2009 for inclusion 
in the Annual Report due in November. The next Watermaster TAC meeting is scheduled for 
Wednesday, August 12, 2009 at 1:30pm at the Seaside City Hall portable building conference 
room; the July meeting is cancelled. Next Budget and Finance Committee meeting to be 
announced by e-mail notice. The TAC has had a continuing agenda item regarding the status of 
the City of Seaside in-lieu golf course irrigation project and any update is listed in the TAC 
minutes provided at each regular board meeting. Chair Rubio requested that the City of Seaside 
look at the issue and determine if any further assistance is needed from the TAC. Marina Coast 
Water District and the City of Seaside were meeting today; unknown what time and what issues 
were to be discussed. 
 
Mr. Freeman reported that the State Water Resources Control Board has the Draft Cease and 
Desist Order on its closed session agenda on July 7, 2009. 

  
XIII. NEXT MEETING DATE – Regular Meeting to be held on August 5, 2009, at the Monterey 

Regional Water Pollution Control Agency (MRWPCA) Board meeting room at 5 Harris 
Court, Building "D" on Ryan Ranch in Monterey at 2:00 p.m.  

 
XIV. There being no further business, Chairman Rubio adjourned the meeting at 3:00 p.m. 
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ITEM VI.A. 

                         8/25/2009      
 

SEASIDE GROUNDWATER BASIN 
WATERMASTER 

 
 
TO:              Board of Directors 

 
FROM: Dewey D Evans, CEO 

 
DATE: August 25, 2009 
 
SUBJECT: Summary of Payments Authorized to be paid during July and August, 2009. 
 
 
PURPOSE: 
 
To advise the Board of payments authorized to be paid during the months of July and August, 2009 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS: 
 
Consider approving the payment of bills submitted and authorized to be paid during the month of July, 
2009  
 
COMMENTS and FISCAL IMPACT: 
 
DDEvans Consulting (Professional Services Agreement—CEO)—June 1, 2009 through June 30, 
2009 worked on Watermaster business a total of 61.0 hours at $100.00 per hour or $6,100.00.  
Reviewed and discussed TAC meeting agenda with Bob Jaques and others as appropriate. Responded 
to a variety of telephone calls, meetings, email correspondence with a number of people regarding a 
wide variety of items involving the Seaside Basin.  This month special interest was focused on the 
HydroMetrics contract on groundwater modeling and the RFS with MPWMD.  Several discussions 
were held with Joe Oliver and Bob Jaques on water production and water quality reports.  Coordinated 
setting up and attending a variety of Watermaster related meetings.  Prepared staff action and 
informational reports for the July 1, 2009 regular Board meeting. 
 
Robert “Bob” Jaques (Technical Program Manager)—May 28, 2009 through June 26, 2009 worked a 
total of 60.50 hours at $100.00 per hour or $6,050.00.  Prepared TAC material, attended and 
transcribed minutes for meetings of May 28 and June 10, 2009.  Research and respond to Bureau of 
Land Management letter regarding location of monitoring well.  Met with Joe Oliver of MPWMD 
regarding change in water sampling methods.  Prepared staff reports for July 1, 2009 Board meeting 
agenda.  Prepared RFS for Martin Feeney for monitoring well installation; reviewed and approved 
HydroMetrics and MPWMD invoices.  
 
HydroMetrics, LLC—Four invoices were submitted and authorized for payment during the months 
of June and July totaling $53,801.99.  The four invoices included 374 hours of time spent finalizing 
the 2008 Basin Management Plan, working on the Seaside Basin Model and attending and 
participating in the Watermaster TAC meetings. 
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Martin Feeney—One invoice was submitted and authorized for payment for the month of July for 
$2,850.00.  The amount billed and paid was for the final amounts owed for RFS—2009--01and 02 
which were issued to assist the Watermaster with the selection of a site for design and construction of 
new monitoring well and to prepare Basis of Design Report for the construction of a monitoring well 
in the inland area of the former Fort Ord. 
 
Monterey Peninsula Water Management District (MPWMD)—Three invoices were submitted and 
authorized for payment for the third quarter of Water Year 2008-2009, (January 1, 2009 through 
March 31, 2009) totaling $28,624.50.  The amounts billed include conducting ongoing data 
entry/database maintenance, site representation  and selection, collect monthly water levels, quarterly 
water quality samples, prepare Basin Management and Action Plan, perform seawater intrusion 
analysis, prepare response plan, etc. during the entire year. 
 
DDEvans Consulting—(Professional Services Agreement--CEO)—July 1, 2009 through July 31, 
2009 worked on Watermaster business a total of 62.0 hours at $100.00 per hour or $6,200.00.  
Activities for the month consisted of preparing and attending July 1, 2009 Watermaster Board meeting 
and follow-up items.  Discussions and review of TAC meeting agenda with Bob Jaques.  Discussions, 
preparing for and attending Budget and Finance Committee meeting and follow-up items.  Review, 
discuss and sent out reminder notices to water producers on need for water production and water level 
reports.  Reviewed and discussions with City of Seaside personnel regarding Watermaster financial 
accounts.  Coordinated with City of Seaside the transfer of 10 acre feet of water rights from Granite 
Rock to City of Seaside.  Reviewed and paid bills, received and reviewed SWRCB—Cease and Desist 
Order regarding Calif. American Water.  Reviewed and discussed HydroMetrics contract with Bob 
Jaques.   
 
Robert “Bob” Jaques—(Technical Program Manager)—June 30, 2009 through July 31, 2009 worked 
a total of 22.0 hours on Watermaster business at $100.00 per hour or $2,200.00.  Activities for the 
month included attending RPOG meeting in Marina; met with Martin Feeney at Sentinel Well site for 
induction logging; prepared for and attended Watermaster Board meeting on July 1, 2009; attended 
Budget and Finance Committee meeting; preparing for TAC related meetings; attended MPC Board 
meeting regarding approval of monitoring well site on future MPC property on Fort Ord; reviewed and 
approved HydroMetrics invoices; sent variety of e-mails on TAC and other related matters. 
 
Total payments authorized to be paid during July and August, 2009 totaled $105,826.49 
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ITEM VI.B.
8/25/2009

Seaside Groundwater Basin Watermaster
 Budget vs. Actual Administrative Fund

 Fiscal Year (January 1 - December 31, 2009)
Balance through July 31, 2009

2009 Adopted 
Budget

Contract 
Amount

Year to Date 
Revenue / 
Expenses

Available Balances & Assessments
D di t d R 25 000 00 25 000 00

g y ,

Dedicated Reserve 25,000.00      25,000.00    
FY 2008 (Estimated Rollover) 24,241.00        24,241.00    
FY 2009 Assessments 108,759.00      93,097.70    

Available 158,000.00    142,338.70  

Expenses
Contract Staff 108,000.00      108,000.00       49,100.00    
Legal Advisor 25 000 00Legal Advisor 25,000.00      -                  -              

Total Expenses 133,000.00      108,000.00       49,100.00    

Total Available 25,000.00        

Dedicated Reserve 25,000.00        

N t A il blNet Available -                 
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ITEM VI.B.
8/25/2009

2009 Adopted 
B d t

Contract 
E b

Year to Date 
R /E

 Fiscal Year (January 1 - December 31, 2009)
Balance through Juy 31, 2009

                          Budget vs. Actual Monitoring & Management - Operations Fund
                             Seaside Groundwater Basin Watermaster

Budget Encumbrance Revenue/Expenses
Available Balances & Assessments

Monitoring & Management - Ops Fund 683,998.00$              -$                       636,118.14$             
FY 2008 Rollover 133,496.15                -                         133,496.15               

Total Available 817,494.15$             -$                       769,614.29$            

Appropriations & Expenses
GENERAL

Technical Project Manager 100,000.00$              100,000.00$          35,125.00$               
Contingency @ 20% (not including TPM ) 45,273.00                  45,273.00$            -                            

Total General 145,273.00$             145,273.00$         35,125.00$              

CONSULTANTS (Hydrometrics)
Program Administration 35,000.00$                35,000.00$            -$                          
Production/Lvl/Qlty Monitoring 29,000.00                  -                         -                            
Basin Management (BMAP, Modeling) 305,000.00                294,200.00            161,887.33               g ( , g) , , ,
Seawater Intrusion (Plan, Analysis) 37,000.00                  35,960.00              5,900.00                   

Total Consultants 406,000.00$             365,160.00$         167,787.33$            

MPWMD
Production/Lvl/Qlty Monitoring 99,670.00$                91,000.00              13,670.00$               
Basin Management 12,800.00                  12,800.00              5,200.00                   
Seawater Intrusion 6,800.00                    6,800.00                1,600.00                   
Direct Costs -                            5,840.00                7,629.50                   , ,

Total MPWMD 119,270.00$             116,440.00$         28,099.50$              

OTHER
Program Administration -$                          -$                       -$                          
Production/Lvl/Qlty Monitoring 2,645.00                    -                            
Basin Management 4,600.00                    1,447.50                1,447.50                   
Seawater Intrusion 6,210.00                    1,447.50                1,447.50                   

Total MRWMD 13,455.00$               2,895.00$             2,895.00$                ,$ ,$ ,$

Transfer Out to Capital Fund 44,199.00                 

Total Appropriations & Expenses 683,998.00$             629,768.00$         233,906.83$            

Total Available 133,496.15              
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2009 
Adopted Contract 

Year to Date 
Revenue / 

Seaside Groundwater Basin Watermaster
 Budget vs. Actual Monitoring and Management - Capital Fund

 Fiscal Year (January 1 - December 31, 2009)
Balance through Juy 31, 2009

Budget Encumbrance Expense
Available Balances and Assessments:

Monitoring & Management Fund - Capital 225,000$       209,250$      
FY 2007-2008 Rollover to 2009 -                     9,877            
Transfer in from Operations Fund -                     44,199          

Subtotal         225,000 263,326        
Appropriations & Expenses:

P f i l S iProfessional Services
Project Management -                     -                      -                    

Subtotal -                     -                      
Direct Costs

Well Drilling - 225,000         275,199          11,625          
Subtotal 225,000         275,199          11,625          

Total Appropriations and Expenses 225,000$ 275,199$ 11,625$Total Appropriations and Expenses 225,000$      275,199$       11,625$        

Total Available -$              

Cash in Fund - Rollover 9,877$                 
Assessments collected FY 2009 209,250               

Footnote 1 - Contract amounts with Martin Feeney total $275,199.00 which includes the site location, design work, and installation of 
a monitoring well in the inland area of the former Fort Ord. Funding for the project consists of:

Transfer In from M&M Operations Fund 44,199                 
Assessments owed by City of Seaside
     FY 2007    $ 7,000
     FY 2009     15,750 22,750                 
Total 286,076$             
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ORAL PRESENTATION 
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ITEM VII.A. 
8/25/09 

 
SEASIDE GROUNDWATER BASIN 

WATERMASTER 
 
 
TO:  Board of Directors  
 
FROM: Dewey D Evans, CEO 
 
DATE: August 25, 2009 
 
SUBJECT:     City of Seaside’s Proposed Golf Course In-Lieu Replenishment Program 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
  
Receive update and provide instruction to staff concerning the City of Seaside’s proposed golf course in-lieu 
replenishment program. 
 
DISCUSSION; 
 
Representatives from the City of Seaside will update the Board on the proposed golf course in-lieu 
replenishment program and staff will be ready to receive further instructions from the Board.  
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
 
None 
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OLD BUSINESS 
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ITEM VIII.A. 
8/25/2009 

 
SEASIDE GROUNDWATER BASIN 

WATERMASTER 
 
 

 
TO:  Board of Directors 
 
FROM:  Dewey D Evans, CEO 
 
DATE:  August 25, 2009 
 
SUBJECT: Letter to State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) requesting modification of 

the draft Cease and Desist Order regarding California American Water’s diversions 
from the Carmel River 

 
 
PURPOSE: 
 
To present to the Board a draft letter from the Watermaster to the State Water Resources Control 
Board requesting a modification of the draft Cease and Desist Order regarding California American 
Water’s diversions from the Carmel River, dated July 27, 2009.  
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Consider approving the attached draft letter from the Watermaster requesting a modification of the 
draft Cease and Desist Order regarding California American Water’s diversions from the Carmel 
River.  
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The proposed letter requests that the SWRCB take into consideration the adjudicated groundwater 
rights that allows for transfers of water rights between parcels within the Seaside Groundwater Basin 
and such other rights allowed for in the Court decision.   
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
 
Two letters are attached: 
 
1) The first is the proposed letter that the Board is being asked to approve for sending to the SWRCB. 
2) The second letter is from the City of Seaside that is referenced in the Watermaster draft letter 
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ITEM VIII.A. 
ATTACHMENT 1) 

 
SEASIDE GROUNDWATER BASIN 

WATERMASTER 
 

August 17, 2009  

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL TO: 
COMMENTLETTERS@WATERBOARDS.CA.GOV 
 
Jeanine Townsend  
Clerk to the Board  
State Water Resources Control Board  
1001 I Street  
Sacramento, CA 95814  
 
RE: Cal-Am CDO Hearing Workshop 
Subj: Seaside Groundwater Basin Watermaster Comment Letter 

Dear Ms. Townsend: 

 I am the chairman of the Seaside Basin Watermaster (“Watermaster).  The Watermaster 
concurs with the comments submitted by the City of Seaside, and joins in Seaside’s request that the 
State Water Resources Control Board (“Board”) modify the Draft Cease and Desist Order (“Draft CDO”) 
to except the 108.728 acre-feet of remaining allocation within Monterey Peninsula Water Management 
District’s (“MPWMD”) Water Allocation Program from the Draft CDO’s proposed moratorium on new 
and expanded water service.  

 The Watermaster further requests that the Board modify the Draft CDO with respect to the 
provisions set forth at page 55, which provide that any community seeking to develop a new source of 
supply must first apply the new water to reduce its share of the water being illegally diverted by Cal-Am.  
Watermaster is concerned that this provision could be interpreted to prohibit a holder of adjudicated 
groundwater rights within the Seaside Basin from exchanging Seaside groundwater rights for water 
service from Cal-Am, or from wheeling pumped groundwater through Cal-Am’s water service 
infrastructure.  The Watermaster therefore requests that the Board modify this provision of the Draft 
CDO to ensure that it is not interpreted to apply to such circumstances.   

 The court judgment that adjudicated groundwater rights within the Seaside Groundwater Basin 
allows for transfers of adjudicated rights between parcels overlying the Seaside Basin.  However, it may 
be far more convenient for the parties, and in the best interest of the Basin, that groundwater rights be 
exchanged with and pumped by Cal-Am to serve a specific parcel or parcels rather than being pumped 
by the water rights holder.  An apt example is a parcel adjacent to the coast that enjoys adjudicated 
groundwater rights.  By exchanging the adjudicated rights with Cal-Am for water service, the 
groundwater rights can be pumped from Cal-Am’s inland wells rather than from coastal wells that may 
increase the potential for seawater intrusion into the Basin.  Likewise, circumstances may arise in which 
the convenience of the parties, and the desire to avoid construction of duplicative infrastructure, warrant 
the wheeling of pumped groundwater through Cal-Am’s infrastructure.   

 Allowing these types of common water distribution arrangements would not add any additional 
burden upon the Carmel River since Cal-Am’s delivery obligation would be limited to the water that it 
has either already pumped pursuant to an exchange agreement or received pursuant to a wheeling 
agreement.  Allowing these types of arrangements will, however, afford needed flexibility within the 
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Seaside Basin Watermaster’s Comment Letter  
Page 2 

current constrained water supply environment, and assist Watermaster in properly managing the use of 
the adjudicated groundwater rights in the most efficient and prudent manner possible. 

 For the above-stated reasons, the Wtermaster respectfully requests that the Board add the 
following text to the end of Section 19.2 of the CDO: 

The provisions of this Section 19.2 shall not be interpreted to 
prohibit any entity possessing adjudicated groundwater rights 
within the Seaside Groundwater Basin from either: (1) 
exchanging such adjudicated groundwater rights with Cal-Am 
for water service from Cal-Am pursuant to an exchange 
agreement, provided that Cal-Am commits to not exchange water 
in excess of the quantity that it produces from the Seaside 
Groundwater Basin in advance of such exchange; or (2) 
wheeling water produced pursuant to such adjudicated rights 
through Cal-Am’s infrastructure pursuant to a wheeling 
agreement, provided that that Cal-Am commits to not wheel 
water in excess of the quantity that it receives in advance.  

 The Watermaster appreciates the opportunity to make this request and thanks the Board for its 
consideration. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Ralph Rubio 
Seaside Basin Watermaster Chairman 
 
cc:  Dewey Evans, Seaside Basin Watermaster Executive Director 
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ITEM VIII.A. 
ATTACHMENT 2) 

 
City of Seaside Letterhead 

 
 

August 19, 2009   

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL TO: 
COMMENTLETTERS@WATERBOARDS.CA.GOV 
 
Jeanine Townsend  
Clerk of the Board  
State Water Resources Control Board  
1001 I Street  
Sacramento, CA 95814  
 
RE: Cal Am CDO Hearing Workshop 
Subj: City of Seaside’s Comment Letter 

Dear Ms. Townsend: 

 The Draft Cease and Desist Order (“Draft CDO”) proposes to implement a moratorium on new 
or expanded water service within California American Water’s (“Cal Am”) service area.1  The City of 
Seaside respectfully requests that the State Water Resources Control Board (“Board”) modify the Draft 
CDO to except the 108.728 acre-feet of remaining allocation within Monterey Peninsula Water 
Management District’s (“MPWMD”) Water Allocation Program2 from the proposed water service 
moratorium.  If adopted as drafted, the proposed moratorium would impose a substantial hardship upon 
the local community without a commensurate benefit to the Carmel River in-stream habitat.  The City of 
Seaside asks that the Board consider the following key points in this regard: 

• Except for the roughly 108 acre-feet of remaining allocation within the MPWMD Water 
Allocation Program, a water service moratorium is already in place since no new water service 
can be initiated within the Cal Am service area as a result of the MPWMD’s water distribution 
regulations. 

• Eliminating the 108 acre-feet of remaining allocation would significantly harm the communities 
that have planned upon its availability to support essential in-fill development, including projects 
of great social value, such as senior and affordable housing units. 

• The City of Seaside would be especially harmed because it possesses roughly half (54.8 acre-
feet) of the remaining allocation.  Although the City was only granted about 20% of the original 
allocation, its opportunities for use of its allocation have been restrained by the economic 
challenges facing the City following the closure of the adjoining Fort Ord Army Base in 1993.  
Because of the City’s restrained use of its allocation, its share of the total remaining allocation 
has grown, while other jurisdictions used their allocation.  As a result, the City would now be 
disproportionately harmed by the elimination of the remaining 108 acre-feet of allocation. 

                                                      
1 See Paragraphs 2(a) and (b) of the Draft CDO, p. 58. 
2 The MPWMD’s Water Allocation Program was established by Ordinance No. 52, adopted on 
December 13, 1990.  An allocation of 308 acre-feet of water was allocated among the Peninsula 
communities by MPWMD Ordinance No. 70, adopted on June 21, 1993 following the drilling of the 
Peralta Well within the Seaside Groundwater Basin.  No further allocations have been made since. 
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• The City of Seaside has relied upon its remaining allocation for its planning goals, and has 
identified 15 in-fill development projects that it intends to support with this allocation.  (See 
Seaside Exhibit 6.)  As presented at the CDO hearing, the City’s economist concluded that an 
inability to proceed with these projects would result in a loss of up to $2.7 million in the City’s 
future general fund revenue (9% of the City’s anticipated 2012 revenue), and a loss of 
approximately 900 new long-term jobs and 1,620 one-time jobs associated with the 
construction of these projects.  (Seaside Exhibit 7, Decl. of David Zehnder, 3:1-5.) 

• Included within the City’s planned infill development are projects of significant social value, 
including up to 150 affordable senior housing units, and expansions to the City library and City 
Hall. 

• The 108 acre-feet of remaining allocation is a comparatively small amount of water.  Indeed, it 
would represent less than one percent of the water served annually within the Cal Am service 
area, and less than 3/10 of one percent of the amount of stream flow within the Carmel River at 
the Highway 1 bridge during the 2008-2009 water year (a below-average precipitation year.)  

• Exempting this 108 acre-feet of future use should not adversely impact the Carmel River 
habitat.  (See Direct Testimony of Kevan Urquhart (MPWMD’s fisheries biologist), Phase II, p. 6 
[explaining that “the draft CDO's first two levels of diversion cuts for CAW are probably not 
enough to permanently re-water very much habitat, year round in all water year types, and thus 
may serve no more than a policy/disciplinary benefit for the Board, and not much of an 
ecological one for the river and its aquatic life, including steelhead and red-legged frogs.”] )   

 The City acknowledges the fundamental challenges facing the Steelhead Trout and other 
habitat requirements within the Carmel River.  The City also will continue to do all in its capacity to 
support and hasten regional efforts to develop alternative water supplies.  However, in the interim, the 
Draft CDO must balance the needs of the river and the community’s needs.  The Public Trust Doctrine 
requires as much.  (National Audubon Society v. Superior Court of Alpine County (1983) 33 Cal.3d 419, 
446-447 [the state’s duty is to “balance the diverse interests” involved when rendering water resource 
decisions, and “to preserve, so far as consistent with the public interest, the uses protected by the 
trust.]”)  The Draft CDO’s proposed immediate moratorium on all new and expanded water service 
connections, without regard for the MPWMD’s existing program, does not reflect a fair balancing of the 
diverse public interests involved.  The proposed immediate and complete moratorium would 
substantially harm the community’s financial and social welfare for the reasons explained, but would 
achieve little benefit for the Carmel River’s in-stream habitat given the comparatively small amount of 
allocation remaining.  A more equitable and balanced approach would be to provide that no new or 
expanded water service may be initiated except pursuant to the remaining 108 acre-feet within the 
MPWMD’s Water Allocation Program. 

 The City also concurs with the comments submitted by the Seaside Basin Watermaster, and 
joins in the Watermaster’s request that the Board modify the Draft CDO with respect to the provisions 
set forth at page 55 of the Draft CDO concerning development of new supply sources to clarify that 
these provisions do not prohibit a party from exchanging adjudicated groundwater rights within the 
Seaside Basin for water service from Cal Am or wheeling water through Cal Am’s system.  As 
explained in Watermaster’s comment letter, such common water distribution strategies provide 
important flexibility and advantages with respect to the prudent management of the Seaside 
Groundwater Basin. 
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Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

 

Ray Corpuz  
City Manager 
 
cc:  Russell M. McGlothlin 
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ITEM VIII.B 
8/25/09 

 
SEASIDE GROUNDWATER BASIN 

WATERMASTER 
 
 
 

TO:  Board of Directors 
 
FROM:  Robert S. Jaques, Technical Program Manager 
MODIFIED AND APPROVED BY: Dewey Evans, CEO 
 
DATE:  August 25, 2009 
 
SUBJECT:     Discuss and consider taking Action regarding comments submitted by 

Watermaster on the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) on the California 
American Water (CAW) Coastal Water Project (CWP) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
RECOMMENDATION: 
Provide direction to staff regarding any actions the Board wishes to have pursued regarding the 
matter of having additional water provided to the Seaside Groundwater Basin (SGWB or Basin) 
through whatever project the California Public Utilities Commission (PUC) recommends or 
approves. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
At its March 18, 2009 meeting the Board directed the Watermaster staff to submit a comment 
letter on the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) which was prepared by the PUC for the 
CAW CWP.  A copy of the comment letter that was submitted is attached to this Agenda item. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
I was (informally) informed that the response to Watermaster comment is likely to be a 
recommendation to the PUC that only the 2,600 acre feet per year needed to offset the current 
level of over-pumping mentioned in the DEIR be included in any project that the PUC approves 
or recommends for implementation, and that no additional water for the SGWB will be 
recommended for inclusion in any of the projects being considered in the DEIR. It was also 
indicated to me that the objective of whatever project is selected is only to “protect” not to 
“restore” the SGWB. The Watermaster comment in this regard pertained to page 2-1, and also to 
pages 2-6, 2-7 (Table 2), and 5-3 of the DEIR.  The comments, taken directly from the attached 
comment letter, read as follows: 
 

The amount of water that will be needed to satisfy the Seaside Basin Adjudication 
Decision will be significantly more than the roughly 2,600 AFY of water that would be 
needed to enable producers to reduce their production down to the 3,000 AFY Natural 
Safe Yield established by the Decision.  This is because the water levels in the Basin have 
dropped below levels high enough to protect the wells against sea water intrusion.  The 
annual quantity of water that will be needed to replenish the Basin so as to bring the 
water levels up to protective levels, and the time period over which that quantity of water 
will be required, is being determined through studies currently being performed by the 
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SBW’s consultants.  The results are expected to be available in late 2009.  Until the 
Modeling work now being undertaken by the SBW is completed and results are available, 
it is not possible to estimate how much additional water should be provided each year for 
a specified number of years in order to restore protective ground water levels in the 
SGWB.  Any amount in addition to the 2,600 AFY mentioned above would be helpful, and 
the larger the additional amount the sooner protective levels will be restored.    The SBW 
recommends that any project which is implemented include initially at least 2,000 AFY of 
additional water supply to the SGWB (for a total of 4,600 AFY) for an initial period of at 
least 5 to 10 years, in order to help restore the SGWB.  A more refined number and time 
frame will be available toward the end of 2009, when the Modeling work has been 
completed.  At that time the results of the modeling work could be used to update this 
initial 2,000AFY quantity.  The water demands that each of the Projects is designed to 
meet should include this additional amount of replenishment water. Therefore, the 
demand figures shown in several of the tables in Section 2 of the DEIR should be revised 
accordingly. 

 
Watermaster staff strongly feels that the additional water requested in our comments is essential 
to the “protection” of the SGWB.  Only providing the 2,600 AFY amount proposed in the DEIR 
will keep the seawater intrusion problem from getting worse, but will still leave the SGWB 
vulnerable to seawater intrusion.  This is because water levels in the SGWB have been clearly 
shown to be below sea level, and therefore seawater intrusion will occur unless these levels are 
raised by providing additional water.  The exact amount of additional water was estimated by 
staff to be on the order of 2,000 AFY, but this amount will be refined when the Groundwater 
Modeling currently being prepared for the Watermaster by HydroMetrics is completed later this 
year. 
 
It is not clear to staff exactly what action, or approach, can or should be taken by the 
Watermaster at this point in the PUC’s EIR process.  It may be that some form of legal filing 
with the Administrative Law Judge that is overseeing and directing the PUC’s process would be 
in order, or there may be some other approach to raise the Watermaster’s concerns regarding this 
matter. 
 
Staff wishes to make sure the Board is aware of this situation, so it can provide to staff whatever 
direction it feels is appropriate. 
 
ATTACHMENT: 
 
1)  Letter and Comments on Coastal Water Project Draft Environmental Impact Report dated 
March 24, 2009 from Watermaster CEO to Mr. Andrew Barnsdale, C/O Coastal Water Project 
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March 24, 2009 
 
 
Mr. Andrew Barnsdale 
C/O Coastal Water Project 
Environmental Science Associates 
225 Bush Street, Suite 1700 
San Francisco, CA 94104 
 
Subject:  Comments on Coastal Water Project Draft Environmental Impact Report 
 
Dear Mr. Barnsdale: 
 
Through a legal process that is referred to as an “Adjudication” the Seaside Basin Watermaster 
was created on March 26, 2006 by entry of Judgment in California Superior Court, Monterey 
County, under Case No. M66343.  The purpose of the Watermaster is to assist the Court in the 
administration and enforcement of the provisions of the Judgment, which pertains to overseeing 
and managing the groundwater resources of the Seaside Groundwater Basin.  The Watermaster’s 
objective is to help resolve the problems of lowered groundwater levels and the threat of 
seawater intrusion which are the result of overpumping of the Basin.  
 
The Seaside Basin Watermaster submits the attached comments pertaining to the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report for California American Water’s Coastal Water Project.  For the 
most part our comments pertain to project components which would directly or indirectly affect 
the volume and/or quality of water that the Coastal Water Project, and the alternatives to it, is 
proposing for use in replenishing the Seaside Basin.  
 
If you have any questions regarding our comments, please contact the Watermaster’s Technical 
Program Manager, Mr. Robert Jaques, by telephone to his home office (831) 375-0517 or by 
email at bobj@mrwpca.com. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Dewey Evans 
Chief Executive Officer
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SEASIDE BASIN WATERMASTER 
 COMMENTS ON DEIR FOR THE CAW COASTAL WATER PROJECT 

 
Abbreviations Used in This Table: 
CWP = Coastal Water Project 
GWRP = Ground Water Replenishment Project 
RUWAP = Regional Urban Water Augmentation Project 
SGWB = Seaside Ground Water Basin 
SBW = Seaside Basin Watermaster 
WTP = Water Treatment Plant 
 

DEIR 
PAGE 

NO. 

PERTAINS 
TO 

PROJECT 
NOs. 

COMMENTS 

ES-3 
(Table 
ES-1) 

1,2,3,4 The 2 to 7 additional injection wells proposed for the SGWB will require approval by the SBW before they 
can be constructed 

ES-7 & 
Fig. 3-
22b 

1,2 SBW approval and a storage agreement between CAW and the SBW should be added under the “Facility 
Permits” section of the CWP Schedule. 

Exec. 
Summary 

3,4 A Schedule should also be included for both Phases 1 and 2 of the Regional Project, so these can be evaluated 
alongside the CWP Schedule. 

ES-13  4 As explained in Section ES.4.2.2 under the subheading titled “Surface Water,” the Phase 4 Regional Project 
would use the same RUWAP pipeline for both tertiary recycled water and for advanced treated water.  This 
could result in a degradation of quality of the advanced treated water, which would be used to replenish the 
SGWB, and therefore appears to be in conflict with the State Department of Public Health’s Title-22 
regulations pertaining to recycled water, as wells as its Ground Water Recharge Regulations.  This apparent 
conflict should be formally resolved with concurrence from the Department of Public Health, and this aspect 
of this Project redesigned if necessary.   
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DEIR 
PAGE 

NO. 

PERTAINS 
TO 

PROJECT 
NOs. 

COMMENTS 

ES-14 3,4 As described in Section ES 6.1, the Regional Project has numerous interagency institutional issues that would 
need to be worked out in order for implementation to proceed.  Time is of the essence in developing a 
solution to the water problems which all of the 4 proposed Projects are intended to address.  A firm time 
schedule to complete the development of these interagency agreements should be required from the Regional 
Project Sponsors, and this should be included in a Schedule for the Regional Project (both Phases 1 and 2).  
This Schedule should be included in the response to comments, so the public and the PUC can determine 
whether or not the proposed schedule is realistic. 

ES-14 1 There are many things about which there is future uncertainty, and each of the 4 Projects has their own sets of 
uncertainties.  The uncertainty regarding the Moss Landing desalination plant’s issues with once-through 
cooling should be resolved now, if that is possible.  If that is not possible, then the Project should include in 
its design the flexibility to adapt to changing requirements as best they can be anticipated.  This uncertainty 
should not be used as an obstacle to implementing the Project, if it is otherwise the best choice. 

ES-18 1,2 Impact 4.2-3 states that the storage of Carmel River or desalinated water in the ASR program would increase 
groundwater storage and water levels in the SGWB.  The current MPWMD ASR program can only divert 
relatively small amounts of excess winter flows from the Carmel River on a seasonal basis, and as such is 
rainfall dependent and thus not a reliable means of raising the water level in the SGWB.  Further, it does not 
increase storage in the SGWB, since all of the ASR water is subsequently pumped back out to reduce CAW’s 
pumping from the Carmel River Basin.  The CWP ASR wells that use desalination plant source water would 
increase the amount of water stored in the SGWB for use in reducing pumping from the SGWB, and therefore 
would increase the stored groundwater in the Basin, as well as reliably raising water levels through storage.  
This distinction should be made clear in the EIR. 

ES-34 4 For Impact 6.1-13, as commented above for page ES-13, the issue of contamination resulting from the 
blending of tertiary treated wastewater with advanced treated wastewater should be resolved by the Project 
Sponsors for the GWRP component of the Regional Phase 2 Project before the EIR is certified, so that it does 
not receive an “SU” for this impact. 

1-4 All Section 1.4.2 states that during the process of finalizing the EIR, the Administrative Law Judge will take into 
account, among other things, testimony and briefs from parties who have formally intervened in A.04-09-019.  
If the opportunity to do so still exists, the SBW intends to file the necessary documents to formally intervene 
in these proceedings, for the purposes of being allow to submit testimony and briefs if it so desires. 
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DEIR 
PAGE 

NO. 

PERTAINS 
TO 

PROJECT 
NOs. 

COMMENTS 

1-7, 2-4 , 
and 2-5 
(Table 2-
1) 

All The Court Decision that created the SBW is a complex document.  The “Quantity” numbers contained in 
Table 2-1 are accurate, except for those listed as being “CalAm’s Eventual Allocations” for both the Coastal 
Subarea (which includes the Northern and Southern Subareas and the Northern Inland Subarea) and the 
Laguna Seca Subarea.  Although the Decision does contain the ranges in values for the Natural Safe Yield of 
the Coastal and Laguna Seca Subareas as listed in Table 2-1, the Decision established a total-Basin Natural 
Safe Yield figure of 3,000 AFY, and did not break down this value between the two Subareas.  Consequently, 
the SBW is interpreting the 10% mandatory reductions in pumping to be imposed triennially as being applied 
on the Basin as a whole, not separately by Subareas, against the 3,000 AFY value established in the Decision.  
Hence, Cal Am’s “Eventual Allocation” if the 10% reductions were carried out until the total Standard 
Production allocations were reduced such that the 3,000 AFY Natural Safe Yield is not exceeded, would be 
1,474 AFY for the Basin as a whole, with no distinction made between the two Subareas.  The 1,474 AFY 
figure is arrived at by subtracting from 3,000 AFY the total of all of the Alternative Producer allocations, and 
then distributing the remaining amount between the Standard Producers in proportion to their share of their 
total base water rights.  Prior to any reductions, the total base water right available to CalAm is 3,849 AFY 
and the total base water right available to all of the Standard Producers is 4,213 AFY.  Thus, CalAm has 
91.4% of the total base water rights allocated to Standard Producers.  If a series of 10% reductions was 
imposed to the point that the 3,000 AFY Natural Safe Yield would not be exceeded, the total quantity the 
Standard Producers would be allowed to pump would be 1,613 AFY.  CalAm would be entitled to 91.4% of 
this amount, or 1,474 AFY.  Table 2-1 should be revised to clarify this. 

1-13 3,4 In Subsection 1.8.3 reference is made to a Table 5.1-1, but there is no such table in the DEIR.  The table 
reference appears to be for Table 5-2.   
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DEIR 
PAGE 

NO. 

PERTAINS 
TO 

PROJECT 
NOs. 

COMMENTS 

2-1 All The amount of water that will be needed to satisfy the Seaside Basin Adjudication Decision will be 
significantly more than the roughly 2,600 AFY of water that would be needed to enable producers to reduce 
their production down to the 3,000 AFY Natural Safe Yield established by the Decision.  This is because the 
water levels in the Basin have dropped below levels high enough to protect the wells against sea water 
intrusion.  The annual quantity of water that will be needed to replenish the Basin so as to bring the water 
levels up to protective levels, and the time period over which that quantity of water will be required, is being 
determined through studies currently being performed by the SBW’s consultants.  The results are expected to 
be available in late 2009.  Until the Modeling work now being undertaken by the SBW is completed and 
results are available, it is not possible to estimate how much additional water should be provided each year 
for a specified number of years in order to restore protective ground water levels in the SGWB.  Any amount 
in addition to the 2,600 AFY mentioned above would be helpful, and the larger the additional amount the 
sooner protective levels will be restored.    The SBW recommends that any project which is implemented 
include initially at least 2,000 AFY of additional water supply to the SGWB (for a total of 4,600 AFY) for an 
initial period of at least 5 to 10 years, in order to help restore the SGWB.  A more refined number and time 
frame will be available toward the end of 2009, when the Modeling work has been completed.  At that time 
the results of the modeling work could be used to update this initial 2,000AFY quantity.  The water demands 
that each of the Projects is designed to meet should include this additional amount of replenishment water. 
Therefore, the demand figures shown in several of the tables in Section 2 of the DEIR should be revised 
accordingly. 

2-3 All The boundary of the SGWB should be re-described to say that the northern boundary is a dynamic hydrologic 
divide, the location of which is dependent, among other things, on rainfall patterns and pumping rates in the 
Salinas Valley Basin and the SGWB.  The current location of the boundary passes through the former Fort 
Ord south of the City of Marina. It should also be noted that the northern boundaries of the shallow and the 
deep aquifers in the SGWB are at different locations. 

2-4 All See comment above pertaining to pages 1-7, 2-4, and 2-5 regarding the CalAm 1,494 AFY figure on page 2-
4.  The Cal Am figure should be 1,474 AFY.  

2-6 & 2-
7 (Table 
2-2) 

All See comment above pertaining to page 2-1 with regard to the amount of water that will be needed to restore 
the SGWB.  The 1,000 AFY stated on pages 2-6 and 2-7 will not be sufficient in the initial years. 
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NO. 

PERTAINS 
TO 

PROJECT 
NOs. 

COMMENTS 

2-7 
(Table 2-
2) 

All See comment above pertaining to pages 1-7, 2-4, and 2-5 regarding the CalAm 1,494 AFY figure in Table 2-
2. The Cal Am figure should be 1,474 AFY. 

2-7 
(Table 2-
2) 

All Footnote “c” to Table 2-2 should state that the allocations are for the first three, not four, years, after which if 
certain conditions are not met, there will be 10% pumping reductions triennially.   

2-7 
(Table 2-
2) 

All It is not clear where the figure of 272 AFY of needed replacement water for “Non-CalAm” production was 
derived.  This should be clarified.   

2-14 
(Table 2-
5) 

All Footnotes “f” and “g” in this Table are transposed. 

2-14 
(Table 2-
5) 

All See comment above pertaining to pages 1-7, 2-4, and 2-5 regarding the CalAm 1,494 AFY figure in Table 2-
5, and in footnote “c”. The Cal Am figure should be 1,474 AFY. 

3-4  1,2 See comment above pertaining to pages 1-7, 2-4, and 2-5 regarding the CalAm 1,494 AFY figure in Table 2-
5, and in footnote “c”. The Cal Am figure should be 1,474 AFY. 

3-4 & 3-
5 

1,2 The volumes of water that are available from the Carmel River ASR project(s) are rainfall dependent, i.e. 
depend on there being excess flows in the Carmel River so that they can be diverted to the SGWB for ASR 
purposes, and thus should not be considered to be reliable sources of supply on an individual-year basis. 

Figures 
3-2.b and 
3-4.d 

All Why is the ASR Well Siting Area limited to only the area shown in these Figures? 

3-49 
(Table 3-
14) 

1,2 Table 3-14 should include the SBW as an entity which must give its approval to those components of these 
Projects that impact the SGWB. 
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PAGE 

NO. 

PERTAINS 
TO 

PROJECT 
NOs. 

COMMENTS 

4.1-23 
(Table 
4.1-5) 

1,2 Table 4.1-5 should include the SBW as an entity which has applicable regulations regarding any activities or 
projects that impact the SGWB.  Specifically, the SBW is charged with administering and enforcing the 
provisions of the Adjudication Decision, which includes implementing the physical solution described in the 
Decision to maximize the reasonable and beneficial use of water from the Basin, and in providing perpetual 
management of the Basin as a water supply for the Monterey Peninsula. 

4.2-4 & 
Figure 
4.2-2 

1,2 The discussion regarding the northern boundary of the SGWB, and the location of this boundary as shown in 
Figure 4.2-2, should be corrected as noted in the comment above pertaining to page 2-3.  Based on more 
recent hydrogeologic data than was available when the Kennedy/Jenks 2004 map shown in Figure 4.2-2 was 
prepared, this northern boundary is located differently than as shown in that figure.  The recently completed 
Basin Management Action Plan, which is accessible on the SBW’s website or from HydroMetrics, LLC 
shows the most recent plot of the location of the northern boundaries of the upper and lower aquifers in the 
SGWB.  

4.2-6 1,2 The Purisima Formation is also found in the SGWB. 
Figures 
4.2-6 & 
4.2-7 

1,2 See comment above pertaining to page 4.2-4 and Figure 4.2-2 regarding the location of the flow divides.  The 
updated information in the Basin Management Action Plan should be used to update these figures. 

4.2-15 1,2 As noted in the comment above pertaining to pages 1-7, 2-4, and 2-5 (Figure 2-1), the Decision does contain a 
ranges in values for the Natural Safe Yield of the Coastal and Laguna Seca Subareas, but established a total-
Basin Natural Safe Yield figure of 3,000 AFY.  This 3,000 AFY Natural Safe Yield is used by the SBW in its 
management of the Basin. 

4.2-18 1,2 The SGWB Model is in the process of being updated for the SBW by HydroMetrics, LLC, and will be used in 
the management of the SGWB.  By late summer of 2009, the updated Model is expected to be ready to use 
for running various scenarios to provide information on how best to utilize water from the various Projects 
being considered in the DEIR to benefit the SGWB.   

4.2-33 1,2 As noted in the comments pertaining to page 4.1-23 (Table 4.1-5), Table 4.2-4should include the SBW as an 
entity which has applicable authority regarding any activities or projects that impact the SGWB.   

5-3 3,4 The City of Sand City’s desalination plant is scheduled to be completed and to start up by June 2009. 
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DEIR 
PAGE 

NO. 

PERTAINS 
TO 

PROJECT 
NOs. 

COMMENTS 

5-3 3 The demand figures referred to should be increased, as noted in the comment above pertaining to page 2-1, to 
account for the need to provide additional replenishment water to the SGWB for sufficient period of time to 
raise water levels to protective elevations. 

5-6 3 The 12,500 AFY figure cited as replacement water to meet existing demands needs to be increased as noted 
in the comment above pertaining to page 5-3 regarding demand figures. 

5-11 & 
5-12 

3 The RUWAP should be able to provide more recycled water than the 1,000 AFY stated on this page.  
Previous MRWPCA plans were for approximately 1,427 AFY to be provided to the former Fort Ord. 

5-12 3 Subsection 5.1.6.3 discusses the Seaside Basin ASR project.  All water from that project is dedicated to 
reducing water withdrawals from the Carmel River Basin, and thus does not provide long-term increased 
storage to the SGWB.  This should be clarified in this Subsection. 

5-34 4 The updated ground water Model discussed above in the comment pertaining to page 4.2-18 will provide 
refined information that will be helpful in siting the recharge areas for the GWRP, and in selecting the best 
means of accomplishing that recharge. 

5-41 3,4 As noted in the comments pertaining to page 4.1-23 (Table 4.1-5), Table 5-6 should include the SBW as an 
entity which must grant approval regarding any activities or projects that impact the SGWB.   

6.1-21 4 See comment above pertaining to page ES-13 regarding use of the RUWAP pipeline for both tertiary recycled 
water and advanced treated water. 

6.2-5 4 The discussion regarding the GWRP on this page mentions a total of 5,785 AFY of water being provided to 
help replenish the SGWB.  However, elsewhere in the DEIR the figure cited is 6,700 AFY.  This should 
either be corrected or explained. 

6.2-6 4 What facilities are being proposed as part of the GWRP in order to provide the “…alternate source of 
domestic water supply…” required under the Groundwater Recharge Reuse Project regulations that are cited 
on this page? 

6.2-8 4 The discussion of the Replenishment project Injection wells states that “…they would potentially be screened 
in an area that does not produce water…” This does not make sense, since the purpose of the replenishment is 
to provide water that can be pumped (i.e. produced) to meet water demands. 

6.2-9 4 See comment above pertaining to page 6.2-5, except on this page the figure 6,037 AFY rather than 6,700 
AFY is cited. 
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6.2-9 to 
6.2-12 

4 See comment above pertaining to page 5-34. 

6.11-9 4 The subheading titled “Salinas Basin Groundwater Project” appears to refer to the Seaside Basin 
Groundwater Project. 

6.12-3 4 See comment above pertaining to page 5-34.  Use of the SBW’s updated Modeling results to design the 
GWRP may be a condition of the SBW’s approval of the GWRP. 

6.13-13 4 Cultural resources in the two sites proposed for recharge of the SGWB by the GWRP should be evaluated 
now (i.e. as part of the DEIR), in order to determine if there will be environmental impacts.  While the 
pipelines could be rerouted to avoid such impacts, it does not appear that either of the two proposed recharge 
sites could be relocated.  If there are unavoidable cultural resource impacts in the proposed recharge sites, it 
might not be possible to implement the GWRP. 

7-3 All Time is of the essence in selecting the Project that will be implemented to help solve the water problems of 
this area.  The PUC is strongly urged to reach its decision regarding which Project to implement based on the 
FEIR and its associated documents, rather than directing CAW to return to the Commission at a later date for 
approval. 

7-5 All It is unreasonable for the DEIR to conclude that all of the Projects have components with significant 
unavoidable noise impacts.  Neither the construction of the slant wells nor the ASR wells would cause such 
levels of impact, if reasonable measures to reduce noise, and to schedule the work during times of minimal 
impact, were required by the construction documents.  These impacts should be reexamined and mitigation 
measures proposed to reduce these impacts to less than significant. 

7-22 2 Section 7.5.2.3 states that the proposed location for the slant wells would be “…inland of the approximate 
2050 beach bluff erosion zone…”  Anyone familiar with beach erosion along the shoreline of central 
Monterey Bay knows that it is very difficult to accurately predict erosion rates, and that there is no solution in 
hand to stop, or perhaps even slow, the erosion rate that is occurring.  The PUC should seek a solution to 
local water problems that has an infinite lifetime, not one that can already be predicted to fail in less than 40 
years after it is constructed due to coastal erosion.  This would be very poor planning, and would result in 
significant relocation costs when erosion reaches these wells.  Graphic examples of erosion impacts include 
the bluffs at Stilwell Hall in the former Fort Ord, the seawalls being required to protect the Monterey Beach 
Hotel and the condominium project located in the Del Monte Beach area of Monterey.  This Project should be 
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redesigned such that the wells are further inland, or otherwise protected against failure from beach erosion for 
a much longer time than 40 years. 

7-57 3 Absent from the DEIR is a comparison of the Phase 1 Regional Project (Project 3) to the Moss Landing CWP 
(Project 1).  Such a comparison should be included in order for the DEIR to truly compare all of the 
alternatives. 
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SEASIDE GROUNDWATER BASIN WATERMASTER CRITICAL MILESTONE DATES    ITEM IX.A.  8/25/09
ANNUAL MILESTONES 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
Each Producer1 is authorized to Produce its Production Allocation2 

within the designated Subarea1 in each of the first three Water 
Years.3 Alternative Producers may change to Standard Production by 
March 27, 2009 by filing a declaraton with the Court and with the other
parties.

27-Mar-06 30-Sep-07

1-Oct 1-Oct 1-Oct

Each Water Year by November 15th, the Watermaster will determine 
and levy a Replenishment Assessment4 on each Standard Producer1, 
with payment due from Producer 40 days after the levy is mailed 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov
After the close of each Water Year, the Watermaster will 
determine and levy a Replenishment Assessment against all 
Producers that incurred Operating Yield Over Production during 
the Water Year, with payment due from Producer by January 
15th 30-Nov 30-Nov 30-Nov 30-Nov 30-Nov 30-Nov 30-Nov 30-Nov
California American Water to submit annually to Watermaster any 
augmentation to water supply for possible credit toward 
Replenishment Assessment

Annually
15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov

Water level monitoring - monthly data collection from all members for 
inclusion in the consolidated database.

Reported 
Annually Monthly Monthly Monthly Monthly Monthly Monthly Monthly Monthly Monthly Monthly

Water quality monitoring - yearly data collection from all members for 
inclusinon in consolidated database

Reported 
Annually 15-Nov

28-Feb &      
15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov

Summary report of water resources data to all members/parties 
Reported the 15th each quarter month: Quarterly

Jan, Apr, Jul, 
Oct 15th

Jan, Apr, Jul, 
Oct 15th

Jan, Apr, Jul, Oct 
15th

Jan, Apr, Jul, 
Oct 15th

Jan, Apr, Jul, 
Oct 15th

Jan, Apr, Jul, Oct 
15th

Jan, Apr, Jul, 
Oct 15th

Jan, Apr, Jul, Oct 
15th

Jan, Apr, Jul, 
Oct 15th

Annual Report to Court 15-Jan 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov

ADMINISTRATIVE MILESTONES 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
Adjudicaton ordered by Court and filed 27-Mar-06
Board Directors Terms 7-Nov
Budget (Administrative) Adopted/distributed 15-Jan 15-Jan 15-Jan 15-Jan 15-Jan 15-Jan 15-Jan
Budget (Operations) Adopted/distributed 15-Jan 15-Jan 15-Jan 15-Jan 15-Jan 15-Jan 15-Jan
Budget (Replenishment)Adopted/distributed 15-Jan 15-Jan 15-Jan 15-Jan 15-Jan 15-Jan 15-Jan
Administrative Assessments 15-Jan-06 15-Jan-07 15-Jan-08 15-Jan-09 15-Jan 15-Jan-11 15-Jan-12 15-Jan-13 15-Jan-14 15-Jan-15 15-Jan-16
Operations Assessments 15-Jan-07 15-Jan-07 15-Jan-08 15-Jan-09 15-Jan 15-Jan-11 15-Jan-12 15-Jan-13 15-Jan-14 15-Jan-15 15-Jan-16
Capital Assessments Seaside 2007 Not Received NONE 15-Jan-09 15-Jan 15-Jan-11 15-Jan-12 15-Jan-13 15-Jan-14 15-Jan-15 15-Jan-16
Replenishment Assessments Calc Method Contested by City of Seaside 15-Jan-10 15-Jan-11 15-Jan-12 15-Jan-13 15-Jan-14 15-Jan-15 15-Jan-16 15-Jan-17
Annual Report to Court 15-Nov-06 15-Nov-07 15-Nov-08 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov 15-Nov
Answers to Judge's Questions re: Annual Report 30-Jan-09 28-Feb-08 1-Feb-09
Declaration of Replenishment Water Availability Feb-06 Dec-06 Dec-07  18 Mar Dec-09 Dec-10 Dec-11 Dec-12 Dec-13 Dec-14 Dec-15

MONTHLY MILESTONES 2006-07 Jan 09 Feb 09 Mar 09 Apr 09 May 09 Jun 09 Jul 09 Aug 09 Sep 09 Oct 09 Nov 09 Dec 09
Board Directors Terms
Fiscal Year tentative budgets distribution to all parties Adopt To parties
75% of Operating Yield of 5,600 decreased 10% Jan 1, 2009 and 
Declaration of Replenishment Water Available 31-Dec 18-Mar-09

Pumping limits 
revised

Administrative Assessments Seaside Not Recvd
Operations Assessments Seaside Not Recvd
Capital Assessments Seaside Not Recvd
Replenishment Assessments Seaside Not Recvd In-lieu project
Develop Repl Assessment Unit Cost TAC Adopt

SPECIAL ISSUES 2006-07 Jan 09 Feb 09 Mar 09 Apr 09 May 09 Jun 09 Jul 09 Aug 09 Sep 09 Oct 09 Nov 09 Dec 09

SWRCB Cease Desist Order California American Water
1/30/09 Release 

of EIR
Sep 2 - SWRCB list 

of conditions to CAW Annoouncement
Watermaster Board Regular Meeting Schedule 7-Jan 4-Feb 4-Mar 1-Apr 6-May 3-Jun Cancl 1-Jul 5-Aug 2-Sep 7-Oct 4-Nov 2-Dec

SUMMARY PROJECT SCHEDULE (See detailed project schedule for more 
information)

Program Administration, Database Management Initial Study
Complete = 

Basin Monitor Well Construction Yet to be completed = 
Scheduled for Board or TAC meeting = 

Enhanced Groundwater Model Imminent Critical Deadline = 

Production Water Level & Water Quality Monitoring (Hydrometrics, MPWMD, MCWRA)

BMAP / SIRP  (Hydrometrics, MPWMD, MCWRA)

Seawater Intrusion Detection Program (Hydrometrics, MPWMD, MCWRA)

Protective levels memo Aug 26

To TAC  11-Mar-09

1/1/09-9/10/09

MRWPCA Groundwater 
Replenishment Project

1/1/09 - 12/31/09

Development

Revised August 17, 20091/1/09 - 12/31/09

Monitoring and Management 
Program 2009

1/1/09 - 12/31/09

2/4/2009

60-Day Public Comment Period & Public Hearings on Draft 
EIR Feb - Mar 2009. TAC review report 18 Mar

APA to SPA election amended 
to in perpetuity 12/12/2009

Final EIR Release

1/1/09-11/4/09

15-Nov

15-Nov

Commencing with the fourth Water Year and Triennially thereafter, the Operating Yield for both Subareas will be 
decreased by 10% until the Operating Yield is equivalent to the Natural Safe Yield unless by recharge or reclaimed 
water use results in a decrease in production of Native Water as required by the decision.

Operating yield could decrease 10% every three 
years on October 1st until it is the equivalent of 

Natural Safe Yield
75% of the Operating Yield of 5,600 

decreased 10% Jan 1, 2009

TAC support in EIR review 18 March

CAW Credit Request Granted 
(signed MOU) January 15, 

2009
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ITEM IX.B. 
8/25/2009 

 
D-R-A-F-T 
MINUTES 

 
Seaside Groundwater Basin Watermaster 
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting 

August 12, 2009 
 
Attendees: TAC Members 

City of Seaside – Rick Riedl  
California American Water – Eric Sabolsice  
City of Monterey – No Representative 

  Laguna Seca Property Owners – No Representative  
MPWMD – Joe Oliver  
Public Member – No Representative 
MCWRA – Rob Johnson  
City of Del Rey Oaks – No Representative 
City of Sand City – Steve Matarazzo 
Coastal Subarea Landowners – No Representative 
 
Watermaster 
Technical Program Manager - Robert Jaques 
 
Consultants 
HydroMetrics LLC - Derrik Williams and Georgina King (both via telephone) 
Martin Feeney Hydrogeologist - Martin Feeney (via telephone) 
 
Others: 
MPWMD – Jonathan Lear 
MCWD – Brian True 

___________________________________________________________________________ 
 

The meeting was called to order at 1:33 p.m.  
 
Note:  Since neither Ms. Ingersoll nor Mr. Bunosky was present (Chair and Vice-Chair 
respectively), Mr. Oliver offered to temporarily chair the meeting.  The meeting immediately 
moved to Agenda item No. 1.B having to do with appointing an additional Vice-Chairperson.  
Hence, the order of business under agenda item No. 1 was taken out of order, as discussed 
below. 
 
1. Administrative Matters: 

B.  Consider Appointment of an Additional Vice Chairman for the TAC 
Following brief discussion of this agenda item, Mr. Oliver nominated Mr. Johnson to serve 
as an additional Vice Chairperson for the TAC.  Mr. Riedl seconded this motion.  Under 
discussion Mr. Jaques reported that Mr. Fischer, who was unable to attend today’s 
meeting, had said that he supported having Mr. Johnson serve as the additional Vice 
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TAC Meeting Minutes 
August 12, 2009 
Page 2 

Chairperson.  The motion passed unanimously, thus appointing Mr. Johnson to the 
position of an additional Vice Chairperson. 
 
A.  Approve Minutes from June 10, 2009 Regular Meeting  
On a motion by Mr. Oliver, seconded by Mr. Johnson, the minutes were unanimously 
approved as presented, with Mr. Matarazzo abstaining as he had not attended that meeting. 
 
C. Consider Alternate Meeting Site or Rescheduling for September 9 and November 

11, 2009 TAC Meetings 
Mr. Jaques summarized the agenda packet materials for this item.  Mr. Johnson and Mr. 
Oliver both said they would be away during the week of September 7, and Mr. Oliver said 
he would also be away the week of September 1-4.  Mr. Jaques said he would be away 
during the week of September 14-19.  As a result it was proposed that the September TAC 
meeting be held on Wednesday September 23 at 9:00 a.m. at the MRWPCA offices.  Mr. 
Jaques will confirm the availability of the MRWPCA offices for that date.   
 
It was agreed that the date for the November TAC meeting will be set at the October TAC 
meeting, when it is clearer as to what date in November will be most convenient for TAC 
members, recognizing that the normal November meeting date of November 11 conflicts 
with a scheduled holiday for several TAC member entities. 
 

2. Progress Reports  
A. MPWMD  

 Mr. Oliver summarized the agenda packet materials for this item. 
 
He reported that the Watermaster database is in the process of being put on the Watermaster's 
web site, with the access level and other modifications included.  It is anticipated that the 
database will be accessible from a website within a few days. 
 
Mr. Jaques will e-mail all TAC members with their password information, so they can access the 
database.  "Help" information has been added to the website, to assist users who have a problem 
getting the PDF or Excel reports to download. 
 
Ms. King reported problems with the Excel version of some reports.  Correcting this may be a 
future database enhancement, as well as other enhancements that may be suggested by users as 
they begin to use the database. 
 
Mr. Oliver reported that MPWMD has changed the water quality sampling method in accordance 
with TAC recommendations from the June 10, 2009 TAC meeting.  He reported that the 
equipment has been purchased to use this new sampling method, and that the July (Water Year 
08-09-fourth-quarter) samples have been collected using this new method.  Mr. Oliver confirmed 
that the new method is EPA approved. 
 
With regard to water level data for the City of Seaside golf course wells on General Jim Moore 
Boulevard, Mr. Riedl reported that the sounding tape the City uses at that location does not go 
deep enough to reach the current water level, which has fallen during recent summer pumping.  
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Page 3 
Mr. Oliver said he could offer to loan a measuring device until Mr. Riedl can purchase a deeper 
one for use at this well. 

 
B. HydroMetrics  

Ms. King and Mr. Williams summarized the agenda packet materials on this item.  
 
Ms. King reported that the well production data was largely all received, and that only a few 
assumptions had to be made to complete the work.  She said that water level data has been 
received from all sources which had available data to submit.  Mr. Williams said he was not 
waiting for any more data from TAC members in order to complete work on proceeding with the 
model. 
 
Mr. Williams said that there are still some geologic questions remaining, but that the modeling 
work is "looking good" and good progress is being made.  Calibration will be done soon, but the 
modeling work is approximately two weeks behind schedule due to delays in getting some of the 
data. 
 
Mr. Williams asked what people would like to see from the model at the September 23rd TAC 
meeting.  It was suggested that maps of layers, maps of recharge, hydrographs, etc. be presented. 
 
Mr. Oliver said he would prefer to see water level data and water budget topics covered in the 
presentations.  Mr. Johnson said that hydrogeologic convergence should also be covered. 
 
Mr. Riedl asked Mr. Williams if all the County data had come in.  Ms. King responded "yes", 
that WRIME had provided data which covered this.  However, not all water production data was 
available, so she worked with Mr. Oliver to prepare estimates for that purpose. 

  
C.  Martin Feeney 

 
Mr. Feeney summarized the agenda packet materials for this item.  He reported that the well 
drilling contractor is slightly behind schedule, but he still projected that drilling would begin on 
Monday August 17.  E-logs will be produced later that week.  At Mr. Oliver's request, Mr. 
Sabolsice introduced himself.  Mr. Oliver provided a short briefing for Mr. Sabolsice on the 
sentinel wells and the current new monitoring well being constructed at the BLM site. 
 
In response to a question from Mr. Fischer, as voiced by Mr. Jaques, Mr. Feeney said he did not 
have an explanation for why the sentinel well water levels are higher this year than they were last 
year.  Mr. Matarazzo, Mr. Riedl, and Mr. Oliver suggested that perhaps lower water demand and 
reduced pumping in the Seaside basin by CAW was causing this. 
 
Mr. Matarazzo asked Mr. Oliver if there was more precipitation this last winter than in previous 
winters which might account for this.  Mr. Oliver responded "no", and also commented that he 
would not expect a quick response in the deep aquifer from rainfall occurrences. 
 

D. Technical Program Manager  
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A. Database Issues: Mr. Jaques summarized the agenda packet materials for this item, and there 
were no comments or questions on this item. 
 
B.  Selection of Site for New Monitoring Well:  Mr. Jaques summarized the agenda packet 
materials for this item, and there were no comments or questions on this item.   
 
C.  Calibration of Production Well Meters:  Mr. Jaques summarized the agenda packet materials 
on this item. 
 
The TAC concurred with the evaluation presented on pages 19 and 20 of the agenda packet.  Mr. 
True commented that Mr. Evans is a CAW employee, but that he has his own separate business 
doing pump testing. 
 
There was unanimous TAC concurrence to have Mr. Jaques pursue the pump testing 
recommendations as contained on page 21 of the agenda packet. 
 
3. Grant-fund Availability Update Report  

Mr. Oliver said he did not find any new opportunities for grants, but under the economic 
stimulus program there may be future opportunities.  Mr. Matarazzo asked Mr. Oliver if the 
Watermaster would be a qualified applicant under any of these programs.  Mr. Oliver said he felt 
that the Watermaster might be a qualified applicant.  Mr. Oliver will provide updates as he learns 
more, and will cover this under his regular monthly Progress Reports.   
 
Mr. Johnson asked if the Watermaster was part of an Integrated Regional Water Management 
Plan (IRWMP).  Mr. Jaques said he did not believe that the Watermaster was covered by any 
such plan, but it would be worth checking out on a case-by-case basis under the specific grant 
programs which Mr. Oliver identifies. 
 
Mr. True and Mr. Johnson noted that some Proposition 50 grant work is now resuming being 
funded after being delayed for a while.  Mr. Oliver will discuss the topic with Mr. Hanson and 
report at a future TAC meeting.   
 
4. Status Report on City of Seaside Negotiations with MCWD to Obtain Golf Course 

Water  
Mr. Riedl reported that the City of Seaside is seeking funding to purchase the water from 
MCWD for the golf courses.  Mr. Jaques commented that at the July 27th Budget and Finance 
Committee meeting, Mr. Corpuz had clarified that Seaside would not be asking the Watermaster 
to pay for the water.  Rather, the city would seek offsets to its replenishment assessment liability 
amounts through this project.  Mr. Riedl did not have a forecasted date when the agreement 
(being drafted by Seaside and CAW) would go to the Watermaster Board for approval.  This will 
continue to be an item on future TAC agendas for updating by Mr. Riedl. 
 
5. Change in Classification of Design Center Well in Sand City  

Mr. Jaques summarized the agenda pack materials for this item. 
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Following a short discussion, a motion was made by Mr. Oliver, seconded by Mr. Riedl, to 
approve the change in the status of the design center well as recommended in the agenda packet.  
The motion passed unanimously. 
 
6. Schedule  

Mr. Jaques asked for initial feedback/direction on several Schedule items as follows: 
 
• The replenishment assessment unit cost in view of recent CAW CWP project cost 

development documents. 
 
• M&MP Budget development.  Mr. Jaques said he was not planning to include another 

monitoring well in the FY 2010 budget.  Mr. Riedl asked Mr. Oliver if all the bottlenecks 
in the MPWMD ASR project had been worked out.  Mr. Oliver responded "no", but that 
he was working on these items. 

 
Mr. Jaques highlighted several upcoming TAC and Board meeting dates and topics. 
 
7. Other business  

Mr. Jaques reported that Mr. Fischer was in the Community Hospital for further medical 
treatment.  He said that Mr. Fischer expressed optimism about being able to complete the 
treatment process and to be able to resume attending TAC meetings in the near future.  
 
Mr. True reported that CAW has asked MCWD for ASR test water for the two sites adjacent to 
General Jim Moore Boulevard near the Seaside golf courses.  They project about 200 acre feet of 
water will be needed for each well to test the wells, once the site issues have been resolved. 
 
Mr. Oliver reported that the RWQCB has requested a monitoring well be installed as part of 
MPWMD's Phase 1 ASR project.  This will add another monitoring well for inclusion in the 
Watermaster's database.  The new monitoring well will probably go in during October 2009, near 
the Fitch school.  It will probably be drilled about 1,000 feet deep to reach the bottom of the 
Santa Margarita formation (Monterey shale). 
 
Mr. Jaques said he will distribute the BLM Monitoring Well Basis of Design Report at the next 
TAC meeting. 
  
8. Set Next Meeting Date  
The next regular meeting will be held on Wednesday September 23, 2009 at 9:00 a.m. at the 
Monterey Regional Water Pollution Control Agency’s Board Room.  Note that this is not the 
normal monthly meeting date, but is later in the month in order to accommodate holiday and 
vacation conflicts with various TAC members. 

 
The meeting adjourned at 3:28 p.m. 
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ITEM IX.C. 
                         8/25/2009      

 
SEASIDE GROUNDWATER BASIN 

WATERMASTER 
 

 
TO:              Board of Directors 

 
FROM: Dewey D Evans, CEO 

 
DATE: August 25, 2009 
 
SUBJECT: Water Production Report for Third Quarter of Water Year 2009 (4/1/2009—6/30/2009) 
 
 
PURPOSE: 
 
To advise the Board on the status of the basin production for the first three quarters of water year 2009  
 
RECOMMENDATIONS: 
 
None, Information only 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
At the July 1, 2009 Board meeting staff was directed to provide a status report at the next meeting on 
basin production versus pumping limits for the current water year.  Reviewing the accompanying 
quarterly water pumping report a total of 2,755.1 acre feet of water has been pumped out of the Basin 
for the first three quarters of this water year (October 1, 2008 through June 30, 2009).  Last year’s 
totals for the same three quarters (October 1, 2007 through June 30, 2008) a total of 3,192.4 acre feet 
of water was pumped from the Seaside Basin, or there has been 437.3 acre feet less pumped from the 
Seaside Basin this year than last year,. 
 
 WY 2009—October 1, 2008 through June 30, 2009, water pumped from Basin---2,755.1 
 WY 2008—October 1, 2007 through June 30, 2008, water pumped from Basin---3,192.4 
 
   Or a total of 437.3 acre feet less than year before                             ( 437.3) 
 
Looking at the fourth quarter of WY 2008—July 1, 2008 through September 30, 2008 a total of 
2,079.7 acre feet was pumped from the Basin making the total water pumped for the entire WY 2008 
(October 1, 2007 through September 30, 2008) 5,272.1 acre feet. 
 
If the same amount of water is pumped during the fourth quarter of this water year 2009 (July 1, 2009 
through September 30, 2009) as last water year, or 2,079.7 acre feet then the total for this water year 
would amount to approximately 4,834.8 acre feet or 345.2 acre feet below the court decreed allowable 
pumping limit of 5,180.0 acre feet (October 1, 2008 through September 30, 2009). 
 
Or to say it another way, a total of 2,424.9 acre feet would have to be pumped from the Basin during 
the fourth quarter to reach the pumping limit of 5,180.0 acre feet for the year.  If 2,424.9 acre feet were 
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pumped from the Basin it would amount to a 16.6% increase over the amount pumped during the same 
period last water year (WY 2008). 
 
If pumping levels can be kept at about last years amount for the rest of this water year then the total 
amount of water pumped from the Basin would fall within the court decreed allowable pumping limit 
for the year.    
 
  
ATTACHMENT: 
 
1)  Water Production Report for Three Quarters of Water Year 2009 (October 1, 2008 through June 
30, 2009) with line items totals for Water Year 2008 added for comparison purposes. 

44



Coastal Subareas

 CAW (Coastal Subareas) 957.6 0.0 633.4 1,591.0 3,191.1                   - 

 Seaside (Municipal)                        69.9 58.6 80.0 208.6 271.7                   - 

 Granite Rock Company  Exempt  Exempt  Exempt                                 -  14.7              76.20 

 DBO Development No. 27  Exempt  Exempt  Exempt                                 -  44.7            147.90 

 City of Seaside (Golf Courses)                        96.7 27.1 188.9 312.8 540.0                   - 

 Sand City 0.0 0.0 0.0                                 -  9.0                   - 

 Security National Guaranty 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 149.0                   - 

 Cypress Pacific Investors*  Exempt  Exempt  Exempt                                 -  14.0                   - 

 Alderwoods Group (Mission Memorial)                          4.2 1.6 16.3                            22.1 31.0                   - 

 Coastal Subarea Totals 1,128.4 87.3 918.7 0.0 2,134.4 4,265.2 224.1

 Previous Year Totals (2008) 1,219.2 318.3 1,019.9 1,684.8 4,242.2 4,611.0

 Laguna Seca Subareas 

 CAW (Inland Subareas)                      119.7                         75.6                     139.6 335.0                         270.8                   - 

 Pasadera Country Club                        18.0                            5.4                       64.8 88.2                         251.0                   - 

 Laguna Seca/Bishop                        37.0                            5.7                     130.3 173.0                         320.0                   - 

 York School                          4.4                            2.6                          6.4 13.4                           32.0                   - 
 Laguna Seca Park (County) 5.8                            2.9                          2.4 11.1                           41.0                   - 

 Laguna Seca Subarea Totals 185.0 92.2 343.4 0.0 620.6 914.8                    -  

 Previous Year Totals (2008) 167.2 107.5 360.3 394.9 1,029.9 989.0 

 Total Pumped Per Quarter 1,313.4 179.6 1,262.1 0.0 

2,755.0                      5,180.0 

620.5

2,134.5

Total Production by Alternative Producers =

Seaside Basin Production Totals =

Oct-Dec 2008

Notes:

2. Values shown in the table are based on reports to the Watermaster as received directly or by MPWMD by July 15, 2009.

1. The water year (WY) begins October 1 and ends September 30 of the following calendar year. For example, WY 2009 began on October 1, 2008, and will end on 
September 30, 2009.

4. "Operating Yield" values based on Seaside Basin Adjudication decision as amended, signed February 9, 2007 (Monterey County Superior Court Case No. M66343).

Reported Quarterly and Annual Water Production (in Acre Feet) From the Seaside Groundwater Basin 
For All Producers Inclued in the Seaside Basin Adjudication 

(All Values in Acre-Feet ([AF])

Carry Over 
from 2007/08

Base Operating 
Yield Allocation

6. Graniterock Company, DBO Development No. 27, and Cypress Pacific Investors exempted from production reporting by Watermaster TAC February 2008.

Quarters

Jul-Sep 2009
Annual To-Date 
Reported Total

Producer

3. All values are rounded to the nearest tenth of an acre-foot. Where required, reported data were converted to acre-feet utilizing the relationships: 325,851 gallons = 
43,560 cubic feet = 1 acre-foot.

Apr-Jun 2009

*Referred to as "M.E. Calabrese 1987 Trust" in Decision

7. Watermaster received notification from the City of Seaside on its intent to purchase 10 AF of carry over credits from Graniterock Company in this water year, and 
received no objections from Parties as of July 1, 2009 thereby making the transfer/assignment effective in accordance with its terms.

5. Any minor discrepancies in totals are attributable to rounding. CAW = California American Water.

2009 WATER YEAR
Seaside Groundwater Basin Watermaster

Total Production by Standard Producers =

Jan-Mar 2009
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ITEM IX. D. 
8/25/09 

SEASIDE GROUNDWATER BASIN 
WATERMASTER 

 
TO:  Board of Directors 
 
FROM:  Laura Dadiw, Assistant to the Watermaster CEO 
APPROVED BY: Dewey Evans, CEO 
 
DATE:  August 25, 2009 
 
SUBJECT:  Watermaster Carryover Credit Accounting Revisions 

       - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
PURPOSE: 
The purpose of this item is for the Watermaster Board to be informed of the revised carryover credit 
accounting method and the verified pumping limits for water year 2008-09 for DBO Development 
LLC, Graniterock Company, and City of Seaside. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
This report is for informational purposes only with no recommendation made. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
Quarterly during each Water Year (October 1 – September 30), Alternative and Standard Producers 
defined in the Adjudication Decision (“Decision”) report to Watermaster production amounts from the 
Seaside Groundwater Basin (“Basin”). Base Water Right or Natural Safe Yield (“NSY”) allocations not 
pumped by Standard Producers during a given water year are termed “carryover credits” in the Decision. 

 
The City of Seaside, in a memorandum dated November 21, 2008, contended that Watermaster had not 
identified separately in its accounting the Base Water Right and NSY carryover credits. 

 
After a lengthy collaborative effort between Attorney Russ McGlothlin for City of Seaside, Attorney 
David Sweigert for DBO Development, and Watermaster staff, a revised carryover credit accounting 
method was established and pumping limits were verified for City of Seaside, DBO Development and 
Graniterock Company for Water Year 2008-09.   

 
DISCUSSION: 
It was determined by Watermaster staff, with significant input from the others noted above, that: 
 
1) Carryover credits accrued in the previous water year should be classified as “free” if the producer 

pumped less than the NSY allocated in that year, and classified as “not free” if the producer 
pumped less than its total base water right for that year but not less than the producer’s NSY 
allocation.  
 

2) Free and not free carryover credit accounting does not increase or decrease any amount of carryover 
accrued from year to year, but serves only to account for the amount of free carryover that a 
standard producer can use or sell without having to pay a replenishment assessment. 
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3) NSY Allocation is separate and distinct from any carryover credits accumulated therefore the % 
Natural Safe Yield available to Standard Producers should remain the same each year as long as the 
Natural Safe Yield of the Basin is not adjusted by order or decree.  

 
CONCLUSION: 
The accounting of free and not free carryover credits is now instituted and has been applied to all 
Watermaster water years. It was verified for water year 2008-09 that DBO Development has a pumping 
limit of 192.63 acre feet and Graniterock a limit of 90.86 acre feet (base water right plus carryover 
accrued through time, both free and not free). The City of Seaside purchased 10 acre feet of free 
carryover credits from Graniterock Company during Water Year 2008-09. The City’s noted pumping 
limit of 271.70 acre feet and Graniterock’s noted limit of 90.86 acre feet include the 10 acre feet 
purchased/sold respectively.  

 
FISCAL IMPACT 
No immediate fiscal impact. 

 
ATTACHMENTS: 
Notice to All Seaside Groundwater Producers (notice of pumping limits for water year 2008-09) 
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                ITEM IX. D. 
8/25/2009 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The Watermaster, as of January 1, 2009 hereby declares that NO Artificial Replenishment Water 
is available: 

a. The Watermaster has not secured nor is adding an equivalent amount of Non-Native water to 
the Basin on an annual basis. 

b. The Watermaster has not secured reclaimed water in an equivalent amount and has not 
contracted with one or more of the Producers to utilize said water in lieu of their Prodction 
Allocation, with the Producer agreeing to forego their right to claim a Stored Water Credit 
for such forbearance; and 

c. No combination of a and b has resulted in the decrease in Production of Native Water 
required by this decision; or 

d. The Watermaster has determined that Groundwater levels within the Santa Margarita and 
Paso Robles aquifers are not at sufficient levels to ensure a positive offshore gradient to 
prevent seawater intrusion. 

All producers are limited in production to the following quantities of water, inclusive of the 10% 
decrease in pumping: 

Coastal Subarea Alternative Producers: 
 Seaside (Golf)  .............................  540.00 acre-feet 
 SNG  ............................................  149.00 acre-feet 

 Cypress (Calabrese) .....................  14.00 acre-feet 
 Mission Memorial (Alderwood)     31.00 acre-feet 
 Sand City  .....................................  9.00 acre-feet 

Laguna Seca Subarea Alternative Producers: 
 Pasadera  ......................................  251.00 acre-feet 
 Bishop  .........................................  320.00 acre-feet 
 York School  ................................  32.00 acre-feet 
 Laguna Seca County Park  ...........  41.00 acre-feet 

Coastal Subarea Standard Producers: 
 California American Water ..........  3191.09 acre-feet 
 Seaside (Municipal)   ...................   271.70 acre-feet 
 Granite Rock  ...............................  90.86 acre-feet 
 D.B.O. Development 27  ..............  192.63 acre-feet 
Laguna Seca Subarea Standard Producers: 
 California American Water  .........  270.83 acre-feet 
 

NOTICE TO ALL SEASIDE 

GROUNDWATER PRODUCERS: 
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DIRECTOR’S  
REPORTS 
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