MEETING NOTICE AND AGENDA
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
OF THE
SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER

DATE: Wednesday, November 17, 2021
MEETING TIME: 1:30 p.m.

IN KEEPING WITH GOVERNOR NEWSOMS EXECUTIVE ORDERS N-29-20 AND N-35-20,
THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING WILL BE CONDUCTED BY
TELECONFERENCE AND WILL NOT BE HELD IN THE MONTEREY ONE WATER OFFICES.

YOU MAY ATTEND AND PARTICIPATE IN THE MEETING AS FOLLOWS:

JOIN FROM A PC, MAC, IPAD, IPHONE OR ANDROID DEVICE (NOTE: ZOOM APP MAY NEED
TO BE DOWNLOADED FOR SAFARI OR OTHER BROWSERS PRIOR TO LINKING) BY GOING
TO THIS WEB ADDRESS:
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/87696095243?pwd=SXBreUtrSWNmOWI1EM;jVIdS8xdkZNUT09
If joining the meeting by phone, dial this number:

+1 669 900 9128 US (San Jose)

If you encounter problems joining the meeting using the link above, you may join from your Zoom
screen using the following information:
Meeting ID: 876 9609 5243
Passcode: 308681

OFFICERS
Chairperson: Jon Lear, MPWMD
Vice-Chairperson: Tamara Voss, MCWRA
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California American Water Company City of Del Rey Oaks City of Monterey
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5. Schedule 54
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The next regular meeting is tentatively planned for Wednesday January 12, 2022 at 1:30 p.m.
That meeting will likely also be held via teleconference.




SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

*** AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * *

MEETING DATE: November 17, 2021

AGENDA ITEM: 2.A

AGENDA TITLE: Approve Minutes from the August 11 and October 20, 2021 Meetings
PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager

SUMMARY:

Draft Minutes from these meetings were emailed to all TAC members. Any changes requested by TAC
members have been included in the attached versions.

ATTACHMENTS: Minutes from these meetings
RECOMMENDED Approve the minutes
ACTION:




D-R-A-F-T
MINUTES

Seaside Groundwater Basin Watermaster
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting
August 11, 2021
(Meeting Held Using Zoom Conferencing)

Attendees: TAC Members
City of Seaside — Scott Ottmar
California American Water — Tim O’Halloran
City of Monterey — Cody Hennings
Laguna Seca Property Owners — Wes Leith
MPWMD — Jon Lear
MCWRA — Tamara Voss
City of Del Rey Oaks — John Gaglioti
City of Sand City — Leon Gomez
Coastal Subarea Landowners — No Representative

Watermaster
Technical Program Manager - Robert Jaques
Administrative Officer — Laura Paxton

Consultants
None

Others
None

The meeting was convened at 1:33 p.m.
Note: Because Jon Lear had to attend to a bid opening at MPWMD, Tamara Voss chaired this meeting.

1. Public Comments
There were no public comments.

2. Administrative Matters:
1 Approve Minutes from the June 9, 2021 Meeting
On a motion by Mr. Gaglioti, seconded by Mr. O’Halloran, the minutes were unanimously approved
as presented.

2 Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) Update
Mr. Jaques briefly presented this item and asked for input on whether TAC members wished to
continue receiving the monthly meeting summaries.

Mr. Gaglioti, Ms. Voss, and Mr. O’Halloran all said they would like to continue getting the monthly
meeting summaries, and Mr. Jaques said he would continue including them in the TAC meeting
agenda packets.

3Information from MPWMD on the Pure Water Monterey Expansion Project Schedule
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Mr. Jaques summarized the agenda packet materials for this item. There was no other discussion.

4 Geologic Reports from MCWRA
Mr. Jaques summarized the agenda packet materials for this item. There was no other discussion.

3. Discuss Recommendation to the Board Regarding Preparing a Sustainable Yield Analysis
Mr. Jaques summarized the agenda packet materials for this item.

Mr. Gaglioti commented that the ultimate goal is to protect the basin by replenishing it to achieve
protective water levels. He went on to say that the TAC needs to get something to the Board in order to
get the Board started on taking action to protect the basin. He said he agreed that preforming a
sustainable yield analysis would not result in protecting the basin, because projects such as expansion of
the Pure Water Monterey Project, or ASR, will not by themselves be able to replenish the basin.

Mr. O’Halloran said he agreed with Mr. Gaglioti’s comments. He went on to say that the Board needs to
get started working on plans to replenish the basin, both physical and financial plans. He commented
that a continued drought will intensify the problem.

Mr. Lear said he felt the TAC and conclude that the sustainable yield approach was the technically most
desirable approach for basin management.

In response to a question from Mr. Gaglioti, Mr. Jaques said his intent was to provide all 3 of the
attachments from this agenda item to the Board when he prepares his transmittal to the Board with
regard to performing a sustainable yield analysis.

Mr. Ottmar said he was comfortable with Mr. Jaques’ recommendation and background information
being provided to the Board.

Mr. Lear said that achieving protective water levels could be included within the definition of
“sustainability” in the preparation of a sustainable yield analysis.

Ms. Voss commented that once protecting water levels are achieved, the sustainable yield would tell
you how much you could pump on an ongoing basis without causing damage to the basin.

Mr. Leith said he agreed with Mr. Jaques, and that the sustainable yield analysis should be revisited at a
future time when progress in implementing the proposed water supply projects is better known.

Following further discussion a motion was made by Mr. Gaglioti, seconded by Mr. O’Halloran, that Mr.
Jaques’ provide to the Board the following TAC recommendation:

Sustainable Yield (SY) is a technically superior Basin management approach compared to the
Natural Safe Yield (NSY) approach used in the Decision, and an SY analysis should be performed
either now or at some point in the future.

Because of the historical over pumping from the Basin, regardless of the approach that is used for
Basin management, be it NSY or SY, even reducing pumping levels to match either the NSY or SY
pumping levels will not achieve protective groundwater elevations. This is because these approaches
only seek to stabilize groundwater levels and do not take into account that the Basin would still be at
risk of seawater intrusion at some time in the future. An additional source(s) of water
(replenishment water) that can be injected into the Basin to raise groundwater levels, and to
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maintain them at protective water levels, will be necessary regardless of which approach is used for
Basin management.

The motion also directed Mr. Jaques to place the agenda item asking the Board to approve having
Montgomery & Associates perform the updated replenishment water modeling (covered in Agenda Item
4 of today’s meeting) ahead of the SY recommendation in the Board’s upcoming meeting agenda
packet.

The motion passed on a vote of 7 to 1, with Mr. Leith voting no.

4. Approve Montgomery & Associates RFS No. 2021-01, Amendment No. 2 for Replenishment
Water Modeling
Mr. Jaques summarized the agenda packet materials for this item.

Mr. Gaglioti and Ms. Voss said they concurred with moving forward with this work. Ms. Voss
commented that the work should include the climate change optional task.

On a motion by Mr. O’Halloran, seconded by Mr. Gaglioti, Montgomery and Associates RFS No. 2021-
01, Amendment No. 2, including the optional climate change task, was approved on a vote of 7 to 1,
with Mr. Leith voting no.

5. Approve Monitoring and Management Program (M&MP) for FY 2022
Mr. Jaques briefly summarized the agenda packet materials for this item.

On a motion by Mr. Gaglioti, seconded by Mr. O’Halloran, the 2022 Monitoring and Management
Program was approved.

6. Approve the FY 2022 Monitoring and Management Program (M&MP) Operations and
Capital Budgets
Mr. Jaques summarized the agenda packet materials for this item.

Mr. Ottmar asked if the 2022 assessments to fund the Monitoring and Management Program would be
lower, if the replenishment water modeling update work is performed in 2021. Mr. Jaques responded
that the assessments would be lower if that work was performed this year rather than in 2022.

On a motion by Mr. Gaglioti, seconded by Mr. Ottmar, the Monitoring and Management Program
Operations and Capital Budgets for 2022 were unanimously approved.

Ms. Voss asked Mr. Lear for an update on Monitoring Well FO-9 Shallow. Mr. Lear responded that he
had just opened a bid for $25,000 from Maggiora Brothers to destroy the existing well, and that only
one bid had been received. With regard to installing a new well to replace the existing one, he said that
the Water Supply Planning Committee did not take any action on that item at its recent meeting.

7. Approve Initial RFSs for Montgomery & Associates, MPWMD, Martin Feeney, and Todd
Groundwater for 2022
Mr. Jaques briefly summarized the agenda packet materials for this item.

On a motion by Mr. O’Halloran, seconded by Mr. Gaglioti, these contracts were approved with Mr. Lear
abstaining.



8. Schedule

Mr. Jaques reported that there does not appear to be any need to have a TAC meeting in either
September or October, and that the next TAC meeting would likely be held on the third Wednesday, not
the second Wednesday, in November, which will be November 17. He went on to say that he would
send out an email to confirm this, or to update this, prior to the normal September and October meeting
dates.

9. Other Business
There was no other business.

The meeting adjourned at 2:38 PM.



D-R-A-F-T
MINUTES

Seaside Groundwater Basin Watermaster
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting
October 20, 2021
(Meeting Held Using Zoom Conferencing)

Attendees: TAC Members
City of Seaside — Scott Ottmar
California American Water — Tim O’Halloran
City of Monterey — Cody Hennings
Laguna Seca Property Owners — Wes Leith
MPWMD — Jon Lear
MCWRA — Tamara Voss
City of Del Rey Oaks — John Gaglioti
City of Sand City — Leon Gomez
Coastal Subarea Landowners — No Representative

Watermaster
Technical Program Manager - Robert Jaques

Consultants
Montgomery & Associates - Pascual Benito

Others
MCWD — Patrick Breen
City of Seaside — Nisha Patel

The meeting was convened at 1:04 p.m.
Note: The Zoom conferencing service crashed during the meeting. The meeting was resumed using a
different remote meeting service after a quorum of attendees was re-established.

1. Public Comments
There were no public comments.

2. Administrative Matters:
A. Approve Minutes from the June 9, 2021 Meeting
This item was skipped in order to shorten this meeting to avoid a conflict with another meeting
that some of the participants need to attend. It will be deferred to the next TAC meeting.

B. Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) Update
This item was skipped in order to shorten this meeting to avoid a conflict with another meeting
that some of the participants need to attend. It will be deferred to the next TAC meeting.

3. Discuss Assumptions and Answers to Questions for Montgomery & Associates to Use When
Performing Replenishment Water Modeling
Mr. Jaques summarized the agenda packet materials for this item. Mr. Benito then provided a
PowerPoint presentation and solicited questions and comments from the TAC members.
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Mr. Ottmar had some comments and questions with regard to operation of the ASR project. Mr.
Lear responded to them. He noted that 20 acre-feet per day is the assumed ASR injection rate, based
on existing infrastructure.

In response to a question, Mr. O’Halloran said he was not sure 700 acre foot per year over pumping
repay back program by Cal am will be implemented.

Mr. Gaglioti asked Mr. Benito to describe what the model output will show. Mr. Benito responded
that it will show how long it will take, and how much water will be needed, to replenish the Basin to
achieve protective groundwater levels.

Mr. Gaglioti asked Mr. Benito if it would be easy to determine how much water will be needed from
the desalination project to provide sufficient water to replenish the basin. He noted that more water
than can be supplied by the pure water Monterey expansion Project will be needed. Mr. Benito
responded that the model will only show how much water will be needed. The model will not
analyze how the replacement water can or should be provided.

Mr. Lear reported that the growers have not yet opted-in to there being a drought reserve under the
Pure Water Monterey Project, so it is not currently being used. Ms. Voss said she did not know what
the growers might decide to do on this in the future. Mr. Gaglioti and Ms. Voss reported it was their
understanding that this and related source of water issues are still under discussion.

Mr. Lear reported that an operating reserve which contains approximately three months of needed
water supply which approximates 1,500 acre-feet of water is being used in the Pure Water Monterey
Project.

Ms. Voss, Mr. Lear, and Mr. Gaglioti felt that the modeling should be based on current CSIP
operating conditions. If desired as an additional scenario, the scope of the modeling work could be
expanded to reflect the impacts of providing additional water to the CSIP if the growers want to do
that. Mr. Jaques pointed out it would be necessary to increase the scope and cost of the current
modeling contract, which means it would need to receive TAC and Board approval before an
additional scenario such as that could be modeled. The additional CSIP water under that scenario
would be for a potential expansion of the CSIP service area so that it could serve more irrigated
acres. This is one of the projects being considered in the 180/400-foot Aquifer Subbasin GSP, and
could potentially reduce the amount of water that could be delivered to the Seaside Basin by the
Pure Water Monterey Project.

Mr. O’Halloran reported that all of the parties have agreed to sign the new Water Purchase
Agreement related to the Pure Water Monterey Expansion Project. However it still needs to actually
get signed and approved by the respective boards of directors, and then by the Public Utilities
Commission, to finalize the approval process.

Mr. Ottmar said he did not anticipate the Seaside Municipal Water System to appreciably decrease
or increase its pumping in the near future. Mr. Lear suggested keeping the pumping rate for the
Seaside Municipal System at its current pumping rate.

In response to a question with regard to the SNG well, Mr. Lear reported that it was his
understanding that the SNG project is currently bogged down in a land dispute.



Mr. Ottmar said that design is in progress to enable the Seaside golf courses to be irrigated with
reclaimed water from the Pure Water Monterey Project, rather than from its own wells, but they are
not yet being irrigated with reclaimed water.

Mr. Ottmar reported that will probably be necessary to build a new well to supplement Seaside
Municipal System Well #4. There was some discussion about recommending what aquifer it should
draw from. Mr. Lear suggested that the city proceed with developing a new well in which ever
aquifer the city desires, either the Paso Robles or the Santa Margarita. Mr. Ottmar said the city
would probably seek to have the well draw from the Santa Margarita aquifer, but that it would be by
the end of 2023 before a new well could be installed. He went on to say that the Campus Town
Project will be a new demand that will need about 301 acre-feet per year of water, and he
anticipated that it would not come online until the 2024/2025 time frame. He felt the city would use
the rest of the golf courses’ 540 acre-foot-per- year allotment for other future projects.

In response to a request from Mr. Jaques, Mr. Ottmar said he would do some research and prepare a
synopsis of this information and send it to him, so it could be included in this meeting to refine Mr.
Ottmar’s comments.

Mr. Benito described the various risk aversion levels related to modeling the impacts of sea level
rise. After some discussion there was consensus to use the 1 in 20 risk aversion level, which is
higher than the lowest risk level and more at the medium risk aversion level.

Mr. Lear made a motion to have Mr. Jaques send out to TAC members via email a listing of the
assumptions to be used in performing the replenishment water modeling, showing Mr. Jaques’
understanding of what the TAC had agreed upon at today’s meeting. The purpose of that email
would be to get feedback regarding concurrence with that listing via email in order to avoid the need
to have another TAC meeting on this issue. Ms. Voss seconded this motion, and it passed
unanimously by those TAC members that were still in the meeting and had not had to leave to
attend another meeting.

4. Schedule
This item was skipped in order to shorten this meeting to avoid a conflict with another meeting that
some of the participants need to attend. It will be deferred to the next TAC meeting.

5. Other Business
This item was skipped in order to shorten this meeting to avoid a conflict with another meeting that
some of the participants need to attend. It will be deferred to the next TAC meeting.

The meeting adjourned at 2:40 PM.



SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

*** AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * *

MEETING DATE: Nonmember 17, 2021

AGENDA ITEM: 2.B

AGENDA TITLE: Results from Martin Feeney’s September 2021 Induction Logging of the
Sentinel Wells

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager

Attached are plots of the induction logging data from the September 2021 Sentinel Well logging event.

Mr. Feeney reports that the September 2021 data shows no detectable change in formation conductivity — a

proxy for seawater intrusion.

intrusion in any of the formations within which production wells are located (primarily the Paso Robles and

Santa Margarita formations).

Thus, the induction logging does not show any indication of the start of seawater

ATTACHMENTS: Induction Logging Results
RECOMMENDED None required — information only
ACTION:
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

*** AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * *

MEETING DATE: November 17, 2021

AGENDA ITEM: 2.C

AGENDA TITLE: Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) Update
PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager

At the State level:
Since my last update, I have not received any new materials from the State that would impact the
Watermaster.

At the Monterey County level:
Attached are summaries of meetings held in September and October, 2021.

ATTACHMENTS: Meeting Summaries
RECOMMENDED None required — information only
ACTION:
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SUMMARY OF
PURE WATER MONTEREY,

SALINAS VALLEY GROUNDWATER SUSTAINABILITY, AND
MARINA COAST WATER DISTRICT GROUNDWATER SUSTAINABILITY
ZOOM MEETINGS
IN OCTOBER 2021

Note: This is a synopsis of information from these meetings that may be of interest to the Seaside Basin
Watermaster

SVBGSA Monterey Subbasin GSP Committee Limited Participants Meeting October S, 2021:

I was not able to attend this meeting, the intent of which was for Cal Am to provide an update on its
projects as they affect the Laguna Seca Subarea, and to respond to questions from members of the
consultant team that is preparing the GSP for the Corral de Tierra subarea of the Monterey Subbasin, due
to a scheduling conflict. However, Emily Gardner of the SVBGSA provided this synopsis:

o There was discussion of what data that would be helpful, and they requested that Abby Ostovar
send a request via email that they could consider (system boundaries, wells (if possible), well
logs, extraction data). Abby will email Tim O’Halloran the request and they will forward along.

e Chris Cook noted that the Hidden Hills system should not be included in GSP pumping totals
because he thinks it is included in the Seaside Basin pumping. He noted that whether or not the
Bay Ridge well is in or out of the Seaside Basin has been legally disputed and he contends that it
is within the Seaside Basin.

e There was discussion of how stakeholders have advocated for both demand reduction and supply
increase projects and management actions. Chris noted that this area has much higher water use
than on the Peninsula, so there could be conservation savings, but that won't achieve the needs.

o There was discussion of some of the projects in the draft GSP including the potential extraction
barrier and desalination plant.

MCWDGSA Monterey Subbasin GSP Stakeholders Meeting October 13, 2021:

At this meeting MCWD’s consultants, EKI, provided an overview and an update on progress on
preparing the GSP for the Marina-Ord subarea of the Monterey Subbasin. Much of what was presented
duplicated material that had been presented at a recent meeting of the GSP Committee for the Corral de
Tierra subarea. However, other topics discussed at this meeting which are of interest to the watermaster
included:

e The Climate Change forecasting model that has been prepared by the Department of Water
Resources, and which is being used in the development of this GSP, projects that there will be
higher temperatures and also higher amounts of rainfall in the future in this vicinity, due to
climate change. This means that natural recharge to this subbasin is expected to increase over
time into the future.

e The Water Budget for the Marina-Ord subarea shows an increase in the amount of water that will
flow out of the Seaside Subbasin and into the Monterey Subbasin, compared to the amount that is
currently flowing out of the Seaside Subbasin, under both the Minimum Threshold and
Measurable Objective conditions being proposed in the Draft GSP. Under the Seawater Intrusion
Protective conditions, the outflow from the Seaside Basin would be slightly reduced from its
current level. This is true under both the “No Projects” and “Projects” scenarios, which
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respectively reflect no projects being undertaken to achieve sustainability in the Monterey
Subbasin, and a series of projects being undertaken to achieve sustainability. This is because
groundwater levels in the portion of the Marina-Ord subarea near the northern boundary with the
Seaside Subbasin are projected to decline due to pumping in that part of the subarea.

¢ Sustainability in the Monterey Subbasin can only be achieved if the 180/400-foot Subbasin is able
to achieve sustainability. This is because there is considerable outflow from the Monterey
Subbasin into the 180/400-foot Subbasin under current conditions, and unless this is remedied by
achieving sustainability in the 180/400-foot Subbasin, then it will not be possible for the
Monterey Subbasin to achieve sustainability.

SVBGSA Adyvisory Committee Meeting October 21, 2021:

Most of the agenda for this meeting pertained to administrative matters, but one topic that was discussed
which may be of interest to the Watermaster was the definition of “undesirable water quality results” in
the Sustainable Management Criteria section of the GSP. Changes to the language in the earlier draft
version of that section were proposed and discussed by the consultant team. I questioned a part of the
new language being proposed which read “Undesirable results are not caused by (1) lack of action, (2)
past harm; (3) GSA required reductions in pumping, (4) degradation that occurs but is less than if there
had been a lack of management.” My question was: How could item (4) be determined, since there
would not appear to be any way of knowing how much degradation would have occurred if there had
been a lack of management, if the subbasin was in fact being managed via the GSP? The consultant
agreed that this would be difficult to determine. My sense of the discussion of this point was that there
was a time-crunch to get the GSP completed in time to meet the submittal deadline of January 2022, and
that some of the language had not been fully thought out.

SVBGSA Monterey Subbasin GSP Committee Special Meeting October 22, 2021:

This was a meeting at which there was some intense discussion of several topics and a display of

differing opinions on some of them. Topics discussed at this meeting which are of interest to the

watermaster included:
¢ The next version of the draft GSP will come out for review in early November.
¢ A special meeting will be scheduled in the last week of November (November 29 through
December 3) to receive comments and discuss the updated draft GSP.

In addition, because of changes in State requirements for the holding of remote meetings, a special
meeting needs to be held within 30 days of today’s meeting to comply with the updated Brown
Act legislative requirements.

¢ In response to a question that I raised, Emily Gardner said they are working on preparing a
comment response table for the comments that have been submitted on the draft GSP to date.
They will publish that once they have completed it.

A “no-pumping” scenario has been modeled by EKI and it showed that, largely due to losses of
groundwater to adjacent subbasins, groundwater levels within the Corral de Tierra subarea would
continue to decline even if all pumping within that subarea was discontinued. This highlights
how overdrafted the Corral de Tierra subarea is, and that it is affected by adjacent subbasins.

There are conflicts in the model findings between the Watermaster’s modeling and the EKI
modeling in terms of directions and quantities of flow between the Laguna Seca subarea and the
Corral de Tierra subarea. I coordinated with Georgina King of Montgomery and Associates and
submitted suggested GSP wording with regard to getting these conflicts revised early during
implementation of the GSP.

The GSP subcommittee was asked to reconsider setting the minimum threshold and measurable
objective for groundwater levels in the Corral de Tierra subarea. This item was brought to the
agenda by Sarah Hardgrave. The measurable objective and minimum threshold were changed in
August by the committee’s action to higher levels than those that were previously proposed. Janet
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Brennan said she was inclined to go back to the initial ones because it seems unrealistic to try to
achieve the higher groundwater levels. I highlighted the Watermaster’s concern that our
modeling has shown that low groundwater levels in the Corral de Tierra subarea are making it
impossible for the Laguna Seca subarea to be achieve sustainability, even with no pumping at all
within the Laguna Seca subarea.

Janet Brennan commented that a coordinated regional sponsor is needed because so many
subbasins will need new water sources in order to become sustainable.

A Corral de Tierra resident who is on the committee said he agreed with some of the other
commenters that residents in the Corral de Tierra subarea are probably not aware of the severity
of the groundwater overdraft problem.

The issue of needing to include the pumping impact of de minimis users was again raised, a topic
which has been discussed in previous meetings. Emily Gardner said that legal counsel has
advised her that the Groundwater Sustainability Agency is limited with regard to what it can do
to regulate de minimis users, but that MCWRA and the Monterey County health Department do
have that authority.

Sarah Hardgrave reported that the SVBGSA Board of Directors’ comments about the Monterey
Subbasin GSP have indicated that Corral de Tierra residents need to be more informed and
involved in the development of the GSP. She said that a public outreach meeting to be held in the
Corral de Tierra area on the evening of November 17 is being planned. I encouraged that the
meeting be publicized through the newspapers to make sure that Corral de Tierra residents were
aware of the meeting so they could attend.

Sarah Hardgrave reiterated her belief that a regional solution is needed.

Sarah Hargrave made a motion to go back to using the earlier minimum threshold and measurable
objective groundwater levels, which are lower than those that were approved by the committee at
its August 2021 meeting. I voted “no “as did some others, but the motion passed.

I raised the question of financial viability of implementing projects that will gray raise
groundwater levels in the corral de Tierra subarea as it is apparent to me that an additional water
source to bring those groundwater levels up will be necessary. This was confirmed by the “no
pumping” scenario described above which shows that groundwater levels will continue to fall
even if all pumping in the Corral de Tierra subarea is discontinued. In response to my concerns,
which were shared by Janet Brennan, Abby Ostovar talked around the issue without addressing it,
and said she felt the GSP was adequately meeting DWR’s GSP requirements.

Sarah Hardgrave reported that Supervisor Adams has started to raise the Board of Supervisors’
awareness of the magnitude of the financial needs of the various GSP projects within the Salinas
Valley Basin.

Seawater Intrusion Work Group (SWIG) Meeting October 25, 2021:

I was not able to attend this meeting due to a scheduling conflict. The topics discussed were an update
on progress of the Deep Aquifer Study and a continued discussion (started at the prior meeting) of
Projects to control and/or manage Seawater Intrusion.

MCWDGSA Monterey Subbasin GSP Stakeholders Meeting October 27, 2021:
The topics discussed at this meeting were the same as those discussed at the October 13 meeting of this
Stakeholders group, so I did not attend this meeting.
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

*** AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * *

MEETING DATE: November 17, 2021

AGENDA ITEM: 2.D

AGENDA TITLE: Update on Security National Guarantee (SNG) Well
PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager
SUMMARY:

Some months ago water quality sampling indicated that chloride levels were rising in the SNG well. The
well owner (Mr. Ghandour) was contacted and he was asked to look into whether the well casing was
leaking and allowing salty water from a shallow aquifer to flow downward into the Paso Robles aquifer
and cause the higher chloride level. He responded that he would look into this, but that the property was
in the midst of litigation and he was prevented by the Court from doing any work on the well until the
litigation was concluded. He recently provided an update, as follows:

/ am awaiting the Court Ruling on the Project, expected in late January 2022, The physical trial ended, now
the briefs etc. As soon as we get the Court Order and finalize title, we can jump on fixing the well.

ATTACHMENTS: None
RECOMMENDED None required — information only
ACTION:
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
*** AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * *

MEETING DATE: November 17, 2021

AGENDA ITEM: 2.E

AGENDA TITLE: Make Findings Required Under AB 361 Regarding Holding Meetings
Via Teleconference

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager

SUMMARY:

Provision L.3.h of the Adjudication Decision reads as follows:
Meeting Procedures. Watermaster shall designate the procedure for conducting meetings within
its Rules and Regulations. Rules and regulations for conducting meetings shall conform to the
procedures established for meetings of public agencies pursuant to the California Open Meetings
Law ("Brown Act"), California Government Code section 54950 et seq., as it may be amended
from time to time.

The Watermaster’s Rules and Regulations, originally adopted by the Board some years ago and
subsequently from time-to-time amended, includes the following provision:
3.7 Meeting Procedures
3.7.1 Conduct for Meetings
Meetings of the Watermaster Board shall be called to order by the Chairperson or, in his or her
absence, the Vice Chairperson. Watermaster Board meetings shall be conducted in conformity with the
procedures established for meetings of public agencies pursuant to the California Open Meeting Law
(the “Brown Act”), California Government Code section 54950 et seq., as it may be amended from
time to time.

Thus, even though the Watermaster is not a “public agency” (which apparently is intended to mean “local
agency” as defined in the Brown Act - see attached excerpts from the Brown Act), the Adjudication
Decision directs, and the Watermaster Board complied, that the Watermaster’s meetings would be held in
conformance with the requirements of the Brown Act.

County Counsel Les Girard recently prepared an action item for one of the Salinas Valley Basin
Groundwater Sustainability Agency’s committees. I have adapted his language to be applicable to the
Watermaster TAC in order to comply with recent legislation under AB 361, as follows:

On September 16, 2021, Governor Newsom signed AB 361. This legislation amends the Brown Act to
allow meeting bodies subject to the Brown Act to meet via teleconference during a proclaimed state of
emergency in accordance with teleconference procedures established by AB 361 rather than under the
Brown Act’s more narrow standard rules for participation in a meeting by teleconference. AB 361
provides that if a state or local health official recommends social distancing, a legislative body may meet
remotely after September 30, 2021, provided that within 30 days of the first meeting after September 30,
and every 30 days thereafter, the legislative body finds:

(1) The Governor’s proclaimed state of emergency is still in effect,

20




SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

*** AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * *

(2) The legislative body has reconsidered the circumstances of the state of emergency, and

AGENDA ITEM: 2.E (Continued)

(3) Either the Monterey County Health Officer continues to recommend social distancing measures for
meetings of legislative bodies, or the state of emergency continues to directly impact the ability of the
members to meet in person.

The Monterey County Health Officer has recommended social distancing measures for meetings of
legislative bodies. In compliance with AB 361 the TAC was able to meet remotely the first time after
September 30, 2021, which was the TAC’s October 20, 2021 meeting.

In order to continue meeting, I recommend making these findings which rely on the continuing
recommendation by the County Health Officer. Making such findings will be required every 30 days in
order to keep meeting remotely, so special meetings may periodically be necessary for that purpose.

It is my understanding from a recent conversation with Mr. Girard that efforts are in progress to have AB
361 amended to streamline the process of complying with AB 361. Such amendments might include
revising the 30 day requirement for remaking findings, and/or authorizing the governing body to make
findings that will include its committees (such as the TAC). I will provide an update on this when it
becomes available to me.

ATTACHMENTS: None
RECOMMENDED Approve Making the Findings Described Above
ACTION:
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Excerpts from the Brown Act

Local Agency: As used in this chapter, “local agency” means a county, city, whether general law or
chartered, city and county, town, school district, municipal corporation, district, political subdivision, or
any board, commission or agency thereof, or other local public agency.

Legislative Body: As used in this chapter, “legislative body” means:

(a) The governing body of a local agency or any other local body created by state or federal statute.

(b) A commission, committee, board, or other body of a local agency, whether permanent or temporary,
decision-making or advisory, created by charter, ordinance, resolution, or formal action of a legislative
body. However, advisory committees, composed solely of the members of the legislative body that are
less than a quorum of the legislative body are not legislative bodies, except that standing committees of a
legislative body, irrespective of their composition, which have a continuing subject matter jurisdiction,
or a meeting schedule fixed by charter, ordinance, resolution, or formal action of a legislative body are
legislative bodies for purposes of this chapter.
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*** AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * *

MEETING DATE: November 17, 2021

AGENDA ITEM: 4

AGENDA TITLE: Discuss and Provide Input on the 2021 Seawater Intrusion Analysis
Report (SIAR)

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager

SUMMARY:

Montgomery & Associates has completed preparing the Draft Seawater Intrusion Analysis Report (SIAR)
for Water Year 2021 and the Executive Summary, which contains conclusions and recommendations, is
attached. The complete Draft SIAR is lengthy, so rather than including it in this agenda packet it will be
posted on the Watermaster’s website so TAC members wishing to review the entire document could do
SO.

The SIAR examines the “health” of the Basin with regard to whether or not there are any indications that
seawater intrusion is either occurring or is imminent. Previous SIARs have stated that depressed
groundwater levels, continued pumping in excess of recharge and freshwater inflows, and ongoing
seawater intrusion in the nearby Salinas Valley all suggest that seawater intrusion could occur in
the Seaside Groundwater Basin. In spite of these factors, the previous SIARs stated that neither the
Piper nor the Stiff Diagrams nor any of the other parameters indicated the presence of seawater intrusion
in the existing monitoring wells. The 2021 SIAR reports that the evaluation of the data from the
sampling and monitoring program continues to indicate that seawater intrusion is not occurring.

The 2020 SIAR reported on increases in chloride concentrations at monitoring wells FO-9 Shallow and
FO-10 Shallow. The cause of the increase in well FO-9 Shallow was determined to be due to a casing
leakage allowing water from the overlying Dunes Sands deposit to leak downward to the location where
the Paso Robles aquifer (the Shallow) water quality samples were being collected. That well has since
been destroyed by MPWMD and is currently not in service. The reason for the increase in well FO-10
Shallow is not known at this time, but will be investigated by the MCWDGSA as it implements the GSP
for the Marina-Ord subarea of the Monterey Subbasin.

A representative from Montgomery & Associates will participate in today’s TAC meeting to provide an
oral summary of the report and to respond to questions by TAC members.

ATTACHMENTS: Executive Summary from the Draft 2021 SIAR
RECOMMENDED Discuss and either modify or approve the Draft SIAR and forward the
ACTION: document to the Board with the TAC’s recommendation for approval
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

*** AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * *

MEETING DATE: November 17, 2021

AGENDA ITEM: 5

AGENDA TITLE: Discuss and Provide Input on the Preliminary Draft Watermaster 2021
Annual Report

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager

SUMMARY:

The Watermaster submits an Annual Report to the Court after the end of each Water Year to fulfill one of
its obligations under the Court Decision that created the Watermaster.

A Preliminary Draft Annual Report for 2021 is being presented to the TAC for its review and input, in as
complete a form as it can be as of today’s TAC meeting. Due to its large file size, a complete copy of the
Preliminary Draft 2021 Annual Report cannot be included with the agenda packet. However, a copy of
the body of the Preliminary Draft is attached. A copy of the complete Preliminary Draft Annual Report
was posted on the Watermaster’s website for anyone that would like to examine the entire document.

At today’s meeting I will review with the TAC the principal components of the Preliminary Draft and
provide an opportunity for the TAC to raise questions, provide input, and provide suggested edits to the
document.

ATTACHMENTS: Preliminary Draft 2021 Annual Report (Body only)
RECOMMENDED Provide input to the Technical Program Manager regarding any edits to
ACTION: the Preliminary Draft Annual Report that the TAC wishes to propose
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Granite Rock 202.02 19.98

DBO Development 375.62 28.35 (-2.31 transfer)
Calabrese (Cypress) 13.47 2.61 (-3.17 transfer)
CAWC 00.00 00.00 (+35.48 transfer)
City of Seaside Muni 00.00 00.00

C. Amount of Artificial Replenishment, If Any, Performed by Watermaster

Per the Decision, “Artificial Replenishment” means the act of the Watermaster, directly or
indirectly, engaging in contracting for Non-Native Water to be added to the Groundwater
supply of the Seaside Basin through Spreading or Direct Injection to offset the cumulative
Over-Production from the Seaside Basin in any particular Water Year pursuant to Section
IILL.3j.iii. It also includes programs in which Producers agree to refrain, in whole or in part,
from exercising their right to produce their full Production Allocation where the intent is to
cause the replenishment of the Seaside Basin through forbearance in lieu of the injection or
spreading of Non-Native Water (referred to herein as “In-lieu Replenishment™).

During Water Year 2021 the Watermaster did not indirectly engage in In-licu Replenishment
of the Basin. No non-native water was made available to the Basin during Water Year 2021
under the April 7, 2010 Memorandum of Understanding and Agreement entered into by
Watermaster with the City of Seaside for its golf course irrigation program creating in-lieu
replenishment water.

As reported in the 2019 Annual Report, on September 4, 2019 the City of Seaside filed a
motion with the Court seeking the Court’s approval of the City’s request for a Storage and
Recovery Agreement for in-lieu storage and recovery of water. On October 25, 2019 the Court
approved the City’s request. Court documents pertaining to the City’s request were contained
in Attachment 15 of the 2019 Annual Report. On February 3, 2020 the Watermaster executed
a Storage and Recovery Agreement with the City of Seaside, a copy of which was included in
Attachment 7 of the 2020 Annual Report.

D. Leases or Sales of Production Allocation and Administrative Actions

As reported in the 2019 Annual Report, in WY 2019 a transfer or assignment of water
allocation was activated, as provided for in the Cypress Pacitic Investors (CPI), successor to
Muriel L. Calabrese 1987 Trust, front-loading delivery of water agreement that was contained
in Attachment 14 of the 2019 Annual Report. Per the agreement, CPI leases to California
American Water Company (CAWC) 8.0 AF of water (subject to reduction per the formulas in
the Decision) for the purpose of producing such water from, or moving the production of such
water to, the inland wells operated by CAWC and for delivery of such water by CAWC to one
or more CPI properties. In Water Year 2016-17 CPI assigned its entire Standard Production
Allocation water right to CAWC effective October 1, 2016.

As discussed in Attachment 13 of the 2018 Annual Report, in 2019 Security National
Guarantee (SNG) indicated it intended to convert a portion of its Alternative Production
Allocation to Standard Production. However, SNG subsequently decided not to make such a
conversion.

During WY 2021 the Watermaster Board did not make any revisions to its Rules and
Regulations.

33



During WY 2021 the Watermaster Board was comprised of the following Members and
Alternates:

MEMBER ALTERNATE REPRESENTING
Director Paul Bruno N/A Coastal Subarea Landowner
Christopher Cook Tim O’Halloran California American Water
Wesley Leith N/A Laguna Seca Subarea Landowner
Director George Riley Director Alvin Edwards MPWMD
Mayor Mary Ann Carbone City Manager Aaron Blair City of Sand City
Supervisor Mary Adams Supervisor Wendy Askew  Monterey County (MCWRA)

Councilmember John Gaglioti Council Member Scott Donaldson  City of Del Rey Qaks
Councilmember Dan Albert Mayor Clyde Roberson City of Monterey

Mayor Ian Oglesby Council Member Jon Wizard City of Seaside

E. Use of Imported, Reclaimed, or Desalinated Water as a Source of Water for Storage or
as a Water Supply for Lands Overlying the Seaside Basin

The CAWC/MPWMD ASR Program operated in WY 2021 and 66.06 acre-feet of water was

injected into the Basin as Stored Water Credits and 0 acre-feet was extracted.

As reported in the 2019 Annual Report, the Watermaster issued a Storage and Recovery
Agreement to CAWC and MPWMD governing the injection and recovery of water from
PWM. A copy of the agreement was included in Attachment 13 of the 2019 Annual Report.
The quantities of water that were stored and recovered in accordance with that Agreement
during WY 2021 are reported in the lower portion of the spreadsheet in Attachment 1.

F. Violations of the Decision and Any Corrective Actions Taken

Section III. D. of the Decision enjoins all Producers from any Over-Production beyond the
Operating Yield in any Water Year in which the Watermaster declares that Artificial
Replenishment is not available or possible. Section III. L. 3. j. iii. requires that the Watermaster
declare the unavailability of Artificial Replenishment in December of each vear, so that the
Producers are informed of the prohibition against pumping in excess of the Operating Yield.

In WY 2021 the Watermaster implemented a final ramp-down in production to achieve the
Basin’s Decision-established Natural Safe Yield of 3,000 AFY. The Watermaster made its
declaration regarding the availability of Artificial Replenishment Water, and the Total Usable
Storage Space of the Basin, for WY 2021 at its Board meeting of December 2, 2020. Copies of
these declarations are contained in Attachment 2.

Total pumping for WY 2021 did not exceed the Operating Yield (OY) of the Basin, and did not
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independent financial review. LAFCO staff was also preparing a municipal service review and
sphere of influence study for MPWMD.

At its September 20, 2021 meeting MPWMD’s Board of Directors approved expenditure of
and additional $428,000 in funds to prepare the independent financial review and for other
services related to acquisition of CAWC’s Monterey Water System. The independent financial
review was provided to LAFCO on October 11, 2021, and LAFCO set the public hearing to
consider MPWMD’s application for October 25, 2021.

No decision was reached by LAFCO at its October 25, 2021 hearing. The matter is scheduled
for a further hearing on December 6, 2021, at which it is expected that a LAFCO decision will
be issued.

Management Activities that May Bear on the Basin's Wellbeing

1. Water Conservation. From a water conservation standpoint, customers of CAWC are doing
an exceptional job. CAWC’s Monterey system has one of the highest levels of voluntary
conservation in the state. There has essentially been no back-off in conservation following the
end of mandatory conservation that occurred after the wet winter of 2016-2017.

2. Storm Water and Recycled Water. Storm water and recycled water are both components of
the Pure Water Monterey (PWM) project that is being implemented by Monterey One Water
(M1W). CAWC has already contracted to receive 3,500 AFY of PWM recvcled water for
injection into, and recovery from, the Seaside Basin. M1W, in coordination with others, has
been looking at the potential to expand the delivery ecapacity of the PWM project by using
additional sources of recycled water and storm water, and in late 2019 completed preparation
of a Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) to fulfill the CEQA requirements for
such an expansion.

At its April 2020 meeting the M1W Board voted not to certify the SEIR. However, at its April
26, 2021 meeting the M1W Board did vote to certify the SEIR.

In September 2021 the Boards of Directors of both MPWMD and M1W approved an Amended
and Restated Water Purchase Agreement with CAWC for purchase of water produced by the
Pure Water Monterey and Pure Water Monterey Expansion Projects.

Work to begin design and then construction of the Pure Water Monterey Expansion Project is
set to begin in late 2021, with the potential for the expansion project to become operational as
early as late 2023 or early 2024,

3. Sustainable Groundwater Management Act. Coordination between the Watermaster and the
SVBGSA and the MCWD GSA is ongoing and is discussed in more detail above under Section
J of this Annual Report. That coordination will aid in groundwater management of the Laguna
Seca and Corral de Tierra subareas.

4. Climate Change. Higher seawater levels could exacerbate seawater intrusion concerns,
which punctuates the importance of monitoring and long-term management to avoid seawater
intrusion. From a water supply perspective, reliance on groundwater with sustainable
management is ideal because the resource is a reservoir and therefore not subject to sharp
fluctuations in availability resulting from year-to-year precipitation amounts as is the case with
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surface water supplies. Updating of the Watermaster’s Groundwater Model in 2018 (discussed
in Section J of the 2018 Annual Report) and Basin Management Action Plan in 2019
(discussed in Section J of the 2019 Annual Report) incorporated projected impacts from
climate change and sea level rise.

5. New Technical Issues or Activities.
e Stormwater Projects Being Evaluated in the Monterey Peninsula Stormwater Resource
Plan (SWRP).
As reported in the 2018 Annual Report, Monterey One Water as the lead entity coordinated the
development of a Stormwater Resource Plan (SWRP) for the Monterey Peninsula, Carmel Bay,
and South Monterey Bay (Monterey Peninsula) Integrated Regional Water Management Plan
(IRWMP) area.

The purpose of the SWRP is to identify opportunities to capture stormwater that could be
utilized as new water supply sources for the Monterey Peninsula and provide additional water
quality and environmental benefits. Some of those projects have the potential to minimally
benefit the Seaside Basin, and are discussed in the 2019 Updated Basin Management Action
Plan.

Of the seven priority projects that were identified in the SWRP, several projects have been able
to receive funding and proceeding as described below.

City of Seagide: The Del Monte Manor project in the City of Seaside received grant in the
amount of approximately $560,000 to complete the project, and the City filed notice of
exemption for the project. The City retained Whitson Engineers to complete the design and
has thus far received 60% design drawings. The City anticipates design to be completed by the
end of November, 2021. Assuming that milestone is achieved, the following is the tentative
schedule to complete construction of the project:

Construction project put out to bid by end of 2021

Construction contract awarded in January of 2022

Construction started in March of 2022

Construction completed in August of 2022

City of Sand City: The City of Sand City has two green street retrofit projects. They are the
West End Stormwater Improvement Projects on Contra Costa Street and Catalina Street. The
Contra Costa Street project is funded by an SWRCB Proposition 1 Stormwater Grant (technical
assistance and implementation) and the Catalina Street project is funded by a DWR Proposition
1 IRWMP Grant. Although these projects were not top priority projects in the SWRP, they
were projects identified in the plan and were eligible for State funding. These projects are
deseribed in more detail below:

West End Stormwater Improvement Project — Contra Costa Street

Project Description
The West End Stormwater Improvement Project is a retrofit of an existing major collector
street, Contra Costa Street between Olympia Avenue and Redwood Avenue. The Project will
integrate Low Impact Development (LLID) strategies to address flood control, water quality,
and meet several community objectives. The Project proposes to install bioretention facilities
(i.e. urban rain gardens), trash capture, permeable pavement, landscaping, and subsurface
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infiltration chambers and will improve pedestrian and Americans with Disability Act (ADA)
access throughout the corridor. The Project will improve urban storm water runoff quality,
augment groundwater quantity, provide climate change adaptation, reduce flooding, and create
urban green space. The City developed the Project with a grant from the State Water Resources
Control Board Proposition 1 Technical Assistance Funding Program for disadvantaged
communities.

West End Stormwater Improvement Project — Catalina Street

Project Description
The West End Stormwater Improvement Project is a retrofit of an existing minor collector
street, Catalina Street, between Olympia Ave. and Ortiz Avenue. The Project will integrate
Low Impact Development (LLID) strategies to address flood control, water quality, and meet
several community objectives. The Project proposes to install bioretention facilities (i.e. urban
rain gardens), trash capture, permeable pavement, landscaping, and subsurface infiltration
chambers and will improve pedestrian and Americans with Disability Act (ADA) access
throughout the corridor. The Project will improve urban storm water runoff quality, augment
groundwater quantity, provide climate change adaptation, reduce flooding, and create urban
green space. The conceptual design of the Project was funded through a Proposition 1
Stormwater Technical Assistance grant which the City was previously awarded. Construction
of the Project will be funded through a Proposition 1 Round 1 Integrated Regional Water
Management (IRWM) Grant.

Note: Both Projects are designed to capture, treat, and infiltrate urban storm water runoff to
reduce the amount of pollutants such as metals, bacteria, nutrients, and trash that are currently
being discharged into the Monterey Bay. Both Projects will increase the reliability of the
Seaside Groundwater Basin through infiltration of treated storm water and will incorporate
City and regional objectives for economic vitality, community livability, and environmental
equity. In addition, the Project will improve regional water self-reliance and strengthen
collaborative efforts between local agencies to provide sustainable water resources. The City
obtained community input regarding storm water management priorities which influenced the
design of the Projects.

City of Monterey: The City of Monterey is working to identify potential funding opportunities
to proceed with priority urban stormwater diversion opportunities within the City."

e Reduction in Pumping in the Laguna Seca Subarea
In late 2020 CAWC completed construction of an intertie pipeline that enables it to serve the
customers in its Bishop and Ryan Ranch Units in the Laguna Seca Subarea with water from its
Main System. With the completion of this pipeline, CAWC has been able to discontinue
pumping from the LLaguna Seca Subarea to serve those customers. This is expected to reduce
total pumping from the Laguna Seca Subarea by about 28%.

L. Conclusions and Recommendations

The Seaside Basin Watermaster Board has worked diligently to meet all of the Court’s
established deadline dates. All of the Phase 1 Scope of Work activities, which are described in
the “Implementation Plan for the Seaside Basin Monitoring and Management Program™ dated
March 7, 2007, have been completed. At the Watermaster Board meeting held on September
1, 2021 the Board adopted the FY 2022 budgets contained in Attachment 6, which support
carrying out all elements of the 2022 Seaside Groundwater Basin Monitoring and Management
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

*** AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * *

MEETING DATE: November 17, 2021

AGENDA ITEM: 6

AGENDA TITLE: Schedule

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager
SUMMARY:

As aregular part of each monthly TAC meeting, I will provide the TAC with an updated Schedule of
the activities being performed by the Watermaster, its consultants, and the public entity (MPWMD)
which are performing certain portions of the work.

Attached are the updated schedule for 2021 activities, and the proposed schedule for 2022 activities.

Some activities which may be needed in 2022, such as further geochemical modeling if the MPWSP
desalination plant begins construction or if groundwater modeling is necessary to interface with the
Salinas Valley Basin GSA in its development of a Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Corral de
Tierra subarea, will be added during the year if necessary.

There is no pressing business that the TAC needs to conduct in December, so the next TAC meeting
will be on Wednesday January 12, 2022.

1. Schedule of Work Activities for FY 2021

ATTACHMENTS: 2. Proposed Schedule of Work Activities for FY 2022
Provide Input to Technical Program Manager Regarding Any

RECOMMENDED Corrections or Additions to the Schedules

ACTION:
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

*** AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * *

MEETING DATE: November 17, 2021

AGENDA ITEM: 7

AGENDA TITLE: Other Business

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager
SUMMARY:

The “Other Business” agenda item is intended to provide an opportunity for TAC members or others
present at the meeting to discuss items not on the agenda that may be of interest to the TAC.

ATTACHMENTS: None
RECOMMENDED None required — information only
ACTION:
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