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M E E T I N G   N O T I C E   AND   A G E N D A 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

                                                            OF THE 

SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 
 

       DATE:  Wednesday, March 9, 2011 

MEETING TIME:  1:30 p.m. 

Monterey Regional Water Pollution Control Agency Offices 

5 Harris Court, Building D (Ryan Ranch) 

Monterey, CA 93940   

If you wish to participate in the meeting from a remote location, please call in on the Watermaster 
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 Vice-Chairperson:  Eric Sabolsice, California American Water Company 

2
nd

 Vice-Chairperson:  Rob Johnson, MCWRA 

MEMBERS 

California American Water Company                 City of Del Rey Oaks                         City of Monterey                                         

City of Sand City                                  City of Seaside                                  Coastal Subarea Landowners 

 Laguna Seca Property Owners                                               Monterey County Water Resources Agency                

Monterey Peninsula Water Management District                                      Public Member Richard Willis 

Agenda Item 

1. Administrative Matters: 

A. Approve Minutes from February 9, 2011 Meeting 

2. Discuss Changes to the Inputting and Management of Data in the Watermaster Database 

(Bob Jaques) 

3. Continued Discussion of Offer by Pasadera to Discuss Possible Use of Storm Water Runoff 

from Pasadera as a Water Source for Helping to Recharge the Seaside Basin (Bob Jaques) 

4. Schedule (Bob Jaques)  

5. Other Business 

6. Set next meeting date:  
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: March 9, 2011 

AGENDA ITEM: 1.A 

AGENDA TITLE: Approve Minutes from February 9, 2011 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

 

SUMMARY:   

 

Draft Minutes from this meeting were emailed to all TAC members.  Any changes requested by TAC 

members have been included in the attached version.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: Minutes from this meeting 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Approve the minutes 
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D-R-A-F-T 

MINUTES 

 

Seaside Groundwater Basin Watermaster 

Technical Advisory Committee Meeting 

February 9, 2011 

 

Attendees: TAC Members 

City of Seaside – Rick Riedl  

California American Water – No Representative 

City of Monterey – Norm Green 

Laguna Seca Property Owners – Bob Costa  

MPWMD – Joe Oliver  

Public Member – Richard Willis 

MCWRA – Rob Johnson 

City of Del Rey Oaks – No Representative 

City of Sand City – Richard Simonitch 

Coastal Subarea Landowners – No Representative 

 

Watermaster 

Technical Program Manager - Robert Jaques 

Chief Executive Officer – Dewey Evans 

Administration – Laura Dadiw 

 

Consultants 

None 

 

Others: 

MPWMD – Jonathan Lear 

__________________________________________________________________________ 

The meeting was called to order at 1:39 p.m.  

 

1. Administrative Matters: 

Prior to starting the Agenda items for today’s meeting, Mr. Richard Willis, the newly appointed Public 

Member of the TAC, was introduced.  TAC members then introduced themselves and identified their 

affiliations to Mr. Willis 

A. Approve Minutes from January 12, 2011 Meeting 

On a motion by Mr. Oliver, second by Mr. Costa, the minutes were unanimously approved as presented.  

 

2. Discuss Populating of Watermaster Database with Historical Data that is Currently Not in It  

Mr. Jaques and Mr. Oliver summarized the agenda packet materials for this item.  It was agreed that if 

March is too soon to provide a report to the TAC on this topic, then it will be deferred until the April 

TAC meeting. 

 

Mr. Riedl asked Mr. Oliver if he was reluctant to use Zone 24x7 for further work on the Database.  Mr. 

Oliver responded that he was not reluctant, but that the SQL programming language which is used in the 

Database is not familiar to local staff, and that it may be more cost-effective to use another approach 

rather than continuing to populate the existing Database. 

 

Mr. Johnson asked to participate in the next group meeting to further examine the Database issues.  Mr. 

Oliver extended the meeting invitation to all TAC members who might be interested.  It was agreed that 

the group would meet again on Tuesday February 22 at 2:00 PM at the MPWMD offices. 
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3. Offer by Pasadera to Discuss Possible Use of Storm Water Runoff from Pasadera as a Water 

Source for Helping to Recharge the Seaside Basin 

Mr. Jaques summarized the agenda packet materials on this item. 

 

Mr. Oliver reported that the EIR for the Pasadera development (previously known as the Bishop Ranch 

subdivision) included a water balance that assumed there would be storm water recharge on the order of 

30 acre feet per year. 

 

Mr. Johnson reported that seven acre feet of storm water per year is to be held in retention basins or 

lakes, and that 23 acre feet per year of storm water is supposed to be recirculated through the lake 

system to recharge groundwater and not to be discharged as runoff.  He reported that 2010 was the first 

year in which the project had met this requirement by recirculating 23.2 acre feet. 

 

Mr. Evans reported that there is considerable flow in the creek that passes through Del Rey Oaks and 

that it has been causing erosion.  Mr. Oliver stated that the storm water flow through Del Rey Oaks 

comes from the upstream drainage area which includes Ryan Ranch, Pasadera, and Laguna Seca. 

 

Mr. Costa reported that Pasadera storm water flows through Laguna Seca's golf course lake. 

 

Mr. Riedl asked if there was a stream gauge on the creek that flows through Del Rey Oaks, and Mr. 

Oliver responded that there was.  He reported that the U.S.G.S. had operated a stream gauge there until 

1978, but discontinued its operation at that time.  In 2003 MPWMD reinstituted the stream gauging 

station.  Thus, there is data since 2003, but the gauging station measures flows from all upstream areas 

to that point, not just the flows from Pasadera.  Mr. Oliver's recollection was the flow was probably on 

the order of several hundred acre feet per year at the stream gauging location, and offered to summarize 

the stream gauging data for use by the TAC. 

 

Mr. Oliver said that the recharge concept being proposed by Pasadera has come up in the past.  He 

commented that this would be a good area for recharge due to the hydrogeologic conditions at this 

location.  However, production capacity of wells is greater in the vicinity of the current A. S. R. wells 

along General Jim Moore Boulevard, and therefore recharge in that location would be of greater benefit 

to the Basin. 

 

Mr. Riedl asked if water quality issues would have to be addressed if storm water was to be was used for 

groundwater recharge. Mr. Jaques, Mr. Johnson, Mr. Lear, and Mr. Oliver all responded that water 

quality issues would need to be taken into consideration. 

 

Mr. Evans commented that it would be desirable to investigate any opportunities to find water to help 

benefit the Seaside Groundwater Basin.   

 

Mr. Riedl asked if there was any opportunity for in-stream recharge in the creek flowing adjacent to 

Pasadera, and Mr. Oliver responded yes, that there was some potential for recharge, but he did not feel it 

would be of significant benefit to the Basin.   

 

Mr. Johnson offered to bring the MCWRA staff person that is most familiar with the Pasadera project's 

storm water recharge requirement to a future TAC meeting, so the discussions regarding Pasadera could 

be continued. 

 

Mr. Green noted there may be many approaches to help recharge the Basin in addition to the approach 

being proposed by Pasadera, but that getting the water for those recharge projects will be difficult.   
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Mr. Simonitch commented that cisterns are being used in Santa Cruz, and that this is another way of 

reducing demand thus allowing in-lieu recharge.   

 

Mr. Evans asked about the feasibility of diverting water from the Big Sur River, and Mr. Oliver and Mr. 

Johnson said that overcoming many political and/or regulatory obstacles, as well as high costs, would be 

associated with such an undertaking. 

 

Mr. Willis asked if storm water was used for recharge would there be downstream production well 

owners that would contend that this was adversely affecting them.  Mr. Oliver's response was that 

perhaps this would be the case, but noted that the Basin is already under adjudication in the court 

system. 

 

Mr. Oliver commented that percolation in the Laguna Seca area may only go into a shallow aquifer and 

not into the Santa or Paso Robles aquifers.   

 

Mr. Lear reported that in Watsonville some natural runoff is captured and put into a slough where 

groundwater recharge occurs. 

 

It was agreed that Mr. Jaques and Mr. Johnson would confer prior to the next TAC meeting to further 

assess the Pasadera proposal, so that further information could be provided to the TAC at that time. 

 

4. Progress Report on Investigation of Potential for Aquifer Cross-Contamination in the Coastal 

Wells  

Mr. Lear reported that work has not yet started on this task, due to MPWMD's workload on other 

activities.  However, he reported that work would probably start in May or June.  Mr. Jaques will revise 

the schedule for this task accordingly, and said there would likely be a progress report on this at the July 

TAC meeting. 

 

5. Schedule  

Mr. Jaques briefly discussed the 2011 Schedule, and provided a brief update on the upcoming Central 

Coast Surveyors wellhead survey work which he anticipates starting in early March.  He also noted that 

further discussion of the Modeling, Protective Water Level, and BMAP topics had been scheduled to the 

June 8, 2011 TAC meeting in accordance with action taken at the TAC’s January 2011 meeting. 

 

6. Other Business 

There was discussion by Mr. Johnson and other TAC members about setting a future agenda item to 

brainstorm creative solutions to help solve the Basin's overdraft problems.  Mr. Oliver recommended 

referring to the Basin Management Action Plan for possible ideas on this.  For the March TAC meeting 

Mr. Jaques will put together a preliminary list of ideas for discussion, drawing on the Basin 

Management Action Plan and also the EIR for the Coastal Water Project for such a list. 

 

7. Set next meeting date:  

The next regular meeting was set for Wednesday, March 9, 2011 at 1:30 p.m. at the MRWPCA Board 

Room  

 

At 2:53 p.m. a motion was made by Mr. Costa, seconded by Mr. Simonitch, and unanimously approved 

to adjourn the meeting. 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: March 9, 2011 

AGENDA ITEM: 2 

AGENDA TITLE: 
Discuss Changes to the Inputting and Management of Data in the 

Watermaster Database 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:   

At the January TAC meeting there was discussion regarding populating the Watermaster’s Database 

with data that is not currently in it, but which does exist in other documents.  It was agreed that I 

would look into this with the intention to report on this at today’s meeting. 

 

On January 27 a meeting was held with me, Joe Oliver, Jon Lear, and Laura Dadiw to discuss this 

topic. The Database is rather complex, and the issues discussed at the January 27
th

 meeting are 

complicated.  Consequently, as reported at the February 9 TAC meeting, that group, this time joined 

by Rob Johnson, again met to discuss these issues. 

 

The enhancements that have been made to date have definitely improved the usability and user-

friendliness of the Database.  However, during the course of these meetings a number of recently 

discovered difficulties with using the Database, and in being able to make updates to it to account for 

changing conditions, were reported and discussed.   

 

Attached is a “Database Issues Discussion Paper” that provides background information on the 

Database, reasons why this group believes it would be in the best interests of the Watermaster to 

change how data is managed and made available to interested parties.  Also included in this Paper is a 

series of Threshold Questions for the TAC to consider in providing its direction on this topic. 

 

Following discussion at today’s meeting, and TAC’s input and direction regarding the Threshold 

Questions, it is anticipated that the logistical and computer details of a proposed approach to address 

the TAC’s desires and concerns could be developed by the group and presented to the TAC at a future 

meeting, probably the April TAC meeting, to verify that the proposed approach meets with the TAC’s 

approval.  Once that is done, a detailed Scope of Work and cost proposal could be prepared to 

accomplish these changes and presented to the TAC for its approval, and then taken to the Board for 

its approval.   

 

If this proves acceptable to the TAC and the Board, it is anticipated that the transition from the current 

Web-based Database to a new Web-based data access approach could be implemented by early 

summer of 2011. 

 

ATTACHMENTS: 
Database Issues Discussion Paper 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Provide direction on whether a new approach should be 

developed to make Watermaster data accessible to interested 

parties 
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Database Issues Discussion Paper 

 
Note:  Throughout this Discussion Paper the capitalized term “Database” is used to refer to the web-

based interactive database on the Watermaster’s website. 

 

 

Background 

 

The current Database was developed by the Watermaster, using its then-consultant RBF Consulting, in 

order to both store and make available to interested parties, data on wells located within the boundaries 

of the Seaside Groundwater Basin.  Development of such a database was a component of the Seaside 

Basin Monitoring and Management Program (M&MP) that was approved by the Watermaster Board in 

2006.  The Phase 1 and Phase 2 Work Plans to implement the M&MP were approved by the Board and 

the Court in 2007, and covered the performance of this work.  The following description of the Database 

was excerpted from the Watermaster’s 2007 Annual Report: 

 

Basin Management Database 

Groundwater resource monitoring within the Seaside Basin is currently being conducted by 

numerous entities. The programs consist of: Groundwater Production Monitoring; Groundwater 

Level Monitoring; Groundwater Quality Monitoring; Surface Water Monitoring; and Precipitation 

Monitoring. 

 

For successful implementation of the Seaside Basin Monitoring Program, pertinent historical basic 

groundwater resource data obtained from the above-mentioned programs needs to be consolidated 

into a database to allow more efficient organization and data retrieval. The consolidated database 

will allow for simple identification of differences and discrepancies of datasets compiled by the 

numerous entities, and to identify data gaps. In addition, a consolidated database is needed to allow 

pertinent groundwater data to be efficiently organized, managed and housed in a single location to 

facilitate: 

•  Ongoing data collection 

•  Data storage and retrieval 

•  Distribution of basic data to Watermaster members and interested parties 

•  Preparation of annual and periodic reports to the Watermaster. 

 

Characteristics of both existing wells and wells proposed as part of the Seaside Basin Monitoring 

Program should be notated in the database, including type, location, construction details and other 

pertinent information. 

 

This database will be used to compile the monitoring data that is acquired and to present 

it in a variety of ways for use in analyzing and interpreting the data for Basin 

management purposes. 

 

A more comprehensive description of the Database, taken from Attachment 8 of the 2007 Annual 

Report, can be found in Exhibit A at the end of this Discussion Paper. 
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Current Status of Database 

 

The attached Exhibit B titled “Layout of Watermaster Database on the Website” shows what each of 

the Database screens looks like, and what Access Levels are required to access them.  The description 

of the Access Levels is at the end of Exhibit B. 

 

The Database has been live and available on the Watermaster’s website for a number of months.  

However, other than the “static” historical data that is on it, e.g. basic information that generally does 

not change with time such as the locations and physical characteristics of wells, well owner contact 

information, and well construction documents, it has not proven to be an efficient or very effective 

tool.  Data input issues and how the Database prepares reports have led MPWMD and Watermaster 

staff to continue using their own computer software and programs to prepare their reports.  This is 

because they have found doing so to be less cumbersome than downloading reports from the 

Database, and then having to spend extensive time reformatting the reports so they can use the data 

for their needs.   

 

The following is the current status of data that has been populated into the Database: 

• Production Data:  Very little production data has been entered.  There is no production data 

for any wells more recent than 2008, nor prior to 2007, so the only year for which there is 

any production data is 2007-2008.  For many wells there is no production data at all.  

There is only a scattering of production data for any of the wells, and some of this was 

input to examine how the programming was working.  At present one can only enter or edit 

data for the current Water Year (2011), because although the drop-down menu selection 

does not limit the years in which the user can enter the data, it is set to the default year of 

WY 2011 if no other WY data are already in the database for that particular well.  Entering 

historical production data into the Database will be an effort.   

• Water Level Data:  Data has for the most part only been entered for 2007-2009.  No prior 

or subsequent data has been entered, except for data for the coastal monitor wells with the 

longest records dating back to the 1990-91 period. There is no data from Watermaster 

Producer wells before 2007, since that is the year that production data started being 

reported to the Watermaster.  There is some prior-year production data in MPWMD’s files, 

e.g., from Cal-Am’s coastal production wells, but it would need to be manually input into 

the Database, if desired.  Post-2009 data are in MPWMD’s Access database that has been 

utilized to prepare their quarterly Water Level and Water Quality reports.  These data 

would need to be migrated into the WM database.  All of the historical data has previously 

been provided by Jon Lear to HydroMetrics in electronic form for their using in preparing 

analyses and reports. 

• Water Quality Data:  WQ data collected since the Watermaster began requiring producers 

to collect such data in 2007 are pretty much up-to-date in the Database with the exception 

of the most recent monitor well samples for which results are not yet available.  All of the 

older MPWMD water quality data, along with water quality data that has been acquired 

since the Watermaster was formed, has been entered.  This covers years 2005-2010.   

• Reports:  For the most part the Compliance Report data has not been entered.  There are 

only a few data that have been entered for WYs 2009 and 2010. 

• Contacts:  Most data has been input, but a few of the data fields, e.g. telephone numbers, 

are still blank, and the “Owner Type” columns remain empty. 

  

An example of this is the preparation of MPWMD’s Quarterly Water Level and Water Quality 

Reports for the Watermaster.  Much of that work is done by Jon Lear, who has had to painstakingly 

reformat the data in the Database reports for water level and water quality in order to be able to 

prepare the tables that are used to evaluate and present this data in the MPWMD reports.  He uses MS 

Access software to prepare those reports.  Similarly, Laura Dadiw has had to maintain her own MS 

Excel spreadsheets in order to be able to prepare the Production Reports that go to the Watermaster 
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Board, and are included in the Annual Reports, because of difficulties in generating those reports 

from the Database. 

 

Using the Database has revealed some new problems that could be difficult to address: 

• The water level portion of the Database can only use one reference point (RP) elevation for 

each well.  Thus, once we resurvey the wellheads (as we are about to do) we cannot use the 

revised RP elevations without having the revised elevations change all of the prior water level 

elevations.  This is because each time the Database calculates a water level based on the 

depth-to-water data that is input, it uses a “lookup table” that contains all of the RP elevations 

for the wells.  If the values in the lookup table were changed, they would change all of the 

calculated water levels for the affected wells.   

• Currently you have to enter meter readings to get production quantities, since the data field is 

a calculation-only field.  You cannot directly enter production quantities themselves.  Many 

well owners do not report meter readings, even though they have been requested by the 

Watermaster.  They only report production quantities.  The production quantity field in the 

Database program does not provide the option to either have the quantity calculated from the 

meter readings, or to simply directly input the production quantity. 

 

These problems are not the fault of the Database program, per se.  Rather, it points out that an 

interactive on-line Database cannot easily provide the desired level of flexibility in how the data in 

the Database can be retrieved and managed.  Consequently, MPWMD and Watermaster staffs have 

been performing duplicative data management work, some on the Database and some in their 

individual spreadsheet programs on their own computers.  In order to minimize this duplication of 

effort, inputting of data into the Database has not been kept up-to-date, meaning that much data of the 

data is not available from the Database. 

 

Continuing to work on modifications to the Database is proving to be time-consuming and arduous.  

The firm that has been retained to do this work by MPWMD, Zone 24x7, offers low hourly rates for 

its personnel, who are highly qualified, but its offices are located in Sri Lanka.  Consequently, there 

are both time-zone and language issues encountered in coordinating this work with their 

programming staff.  This leads to inefficiencies that tend to offset the lower hourly rates of Zone 

24x7.  As more experience has been gained with using the Database, new issues requiring 

programming revisions have continued to arise.  The Database has been created using SQL 

programming language.  This is a language that none of us are skilled in using.  Hence, we would not 

be able to make changes to the Database ourselves.  Because of the cumbersome nature of working 

with Zone 24x7 programmers to make these revisions, the Database is still not performing as well as 

desired. 

 

The principle, and perhaps only, users of the data that is stored in the Database or in MPWMD’s 

Access files or the Watermaster’s Excel files have been MPWMD and Watermaster staff, and 

consultants working for the Watermaster, such as HydroMetrics.  Few if any inquiries have been 

received from any other parties seeking information that was missing from the Database.  This 

indicates that there are probably few if any parties that have an interest in accessing the data that was 

expected to accessible through the interactive web-based Database. 
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Proposed Revised Approach in Managing Data  

and  

Making it Available to Interested Parties 

 

Jon Lear compiles and maintains much of MPWMD’s Seaside Basin well data in a large Access file.  

MPWMD has its own set of monitoring and reporting issues and requirements, independent of the 

Watermaster’s, so Jon’s file contains data in addition to that which is submitted to the Watermaster.  

That file has been populated with all of the data that is in the Watermaster’s Database, plus data that 

has been previously and/or concurrently acquired by MPWMD through reporting that MPWMD 

requires of well owners within MPWMD’s jurisdiction.  The Database data was readily imported into 

Jon’s Access database by copying and pasting. 

 

Since all of the data in the Database is already in an Access file, and since many of the MPWMD and 

Watermaster staff members are familiar with the use of Access software for managing data and 

preparing customized reports, it would be desirable to begin using the Access database in place of the 

interactive web-based Database that the Watermaster currently has.  Doing so would allow revisions 

to the programming and reporting formats to be made as necessary in a very rapid and cost-efficient 

manner, compared to continuing to revise the interactive web-based Database. 

 

Here are the basic concepts that are being proposed for TAC consideration: 

 

1. Within the MPWMD’s existing Access database, existing Report formats, e.g. Water Level and 

Water Quality reports that MPWMD already uses to prepare Quarterly Reports for the Watermaster, 

or new customized Report formats that could easily be created, would be used to display 

Production, Water Level, and Water Quality data in a form that provides the same level of 

information as is currently available on the Database. 

2. The “static” historical data (referred to above) would also be stored in the Access database in 

essentially the same format that it is currently stored in the Database. 

3. When MPWMD prepares its Quarterly Water Level and Water Quality Reports, the updated data, 

along with all of the prior historical water level and water quality data from these reports, would be 

copied into .pdf format and placed on the Watermaster’s website. 

4. When Watermaster staff updates Production data, this would be done within the same Access 

database.  This data would also be copied into .pdf format and placed on the Watermaster’s website. 

5. By posting these to the Watermaster’s website, any interested party would be able to go to the 

website and view or download this Production, Water Level, and/or Water Quality data in .pdf 

format.  Currently, all interested parties, including members of the general public in Access Level 1 

(no password required) may access this data on the current Database. A message could be included, 

perhaps on the Home Page of the Database tab, saying something like “The data on the website is 

updated quarterly.  For more recent data, or for specific compilations of data, a request should be 

submitted to the Watermaster by email.” 

6. Parties that are seeking more detail, or more specific compilations, breakdowns, or sorted versions 

of this data in either .pdf, Excel, or Access format would submit an email request to the 

Watermaster describing their specific request.  The Watermaster would determine whether or not 

release of the requested data was proper, and if it was found to be so, the request would be 

forwarded to MPWMD to prepare and email out the requested data.  All current users with Access 

Level 2 or higher would automatically be deemed to be proper parties to provide the requested 

information to, and they would be asked to send their email requests directly to the designated 

MPWMD contact person, with only a copy of that request being sent to the Watermaster for its 

information.  Depending on the nature of the request, it is anticipated that the requested data would 

be sent by return email either the same day it is requested or at the latest within 2 working days. 
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Threshold Questions for TAC Consideration and Direction  

 

1. What is the purpose of having a database on the Watermaster’s website? 

2. What is the audience that we want the database to be accessible to? 

3. Is it necessary for the website database to be interactive?  If all data accessible from the current 

website Database could be readily accessed using another approach, such as that described in the 

paragraph above, would there be any drawbacks to changing over to such an approach? 

4. Would being able to download data from the Watermaster’s website only in .pdf format, and not 

in Excel format as can currently be done, be a drawback, assuming that under the new approach 

Excel versions of that data could be obtained via an email request? 

5. Do we really need all of the types of Reports and screen displays that are currently part of the 

existing Database, e.g. “Compliance Report,” “Production Summary Report,”, or “Contacts 

Report?” 

6. Would populating the database with data going back to 2006, the year the Watermaster was 

formed by the Court Decision, be satisfactory, or should data further back, if it exists from other 

sources such as MPWMD’s Access database, also be put into the Watermaster’s database?  There 

would be additional time and expense associated with populating data from further back in time. 

The current Database is the property of the Watermaster’s but it physically resides on the MPWMD’s 

computer system.  Would there be any ownership concerns if under a new approach the data also resided 

on MPWMD’s computer system?
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: March 9, 2011 

AGENDA ITEM: 3 

AGENDA TITLE: 
Continued Discussion of Offer by Pasadera General Manager to 

Discuss Possible Use of Storm Water Runoff from Pasadera as a 

Water Source for Helping to Recharge the Seaside Basin 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:   

In the late Spring of 2010 Dean Leonard of Pasadera contacted Dewey Evans to discuss the potential 

for storm water runoff from Pasadera to be used to help recharge the Seaside Groundwater Basin.   

 

This topic was originally presented to the TAC at its September 8, 2010 meeting, but the TAC 

determined to defer discussion on this topic until early in 2011.  Thus, discussion began at the TAC’s 

February 9, 2011 meeting. 

 

The attached “Paper Summarizing Issues Pertaining to Stormwater Reuse/Recharge at Pasadera” 

describes issues raised at the February 9 TAC meeting and those resulting from subsequent research 

that was performed. 

 

It is obvious that some clarification will be needed, presumably through a meeting with Mr. Leonard, 

to see and better understand Pasadera’s system and how it is operated, in order to clear up the 

apparent inconsistencies that exist. 

 

However, since the purpose of Condition No. 138 was to provide stormwater recharge, either through 

direct percolation or through in-lieu recharge, and if Mr. Leonard’s proposal would help to increase 

the amount of stormwater that is recharged, there may be no harm in further evaluating his proposal 

by having him attend a future TAC meeting to discuss it and respond to questions from the TAC.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: 
Paper Summarizing Issues Pertaining to Stormwater 

Reuse/Recharge at Pasadera 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Provide input to the Technical Program Manager regarding whether 

the TAC would like to receive a more in-depth presentation from 

Mr. Leonard on this concept  
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PAPER SUMMARIZING ISSUES PERTAINING TO STORMWATER 

REUSE/RECHARGE AT PASADERA 
 

The principle issues raised during the TAC’s February meeting which pertain directly to the Pasadera 

proposal are listed below.  This list includes information presented at that meeting, as well as 

supplemental information gained in my subsequent telephone discussion with Mr. Johnson and Mr. 

Moss of MCWRA.  The list also reflects information gained from reading the two reports MCWRA 

provided to me which provide the details of the two stormwater reuse/recharge Development Conditions 

imposed on the project when it was going through the permitting and approval process in 1998 

(Conditions 138 and 155): 

 

• The EIR for the Pasadera development included a water balance that assumed there would be storm 

water recharge on the order of 30 AFY. 

• This 30 AFY was to be comprised of approximately 7 AFY of storm water that would be recharged 

into the groundwater basin by percolation from retention basins or lakes, and approximately 23 AFY of 

storm water that would be retained and used for golf course irrigation, rather than being discharged as 

runoff.  This 23 AFY would provide that amount of in-lieu recharge by reducing the quantity of water 

that the development’s wells would need to produce. 

• 2010 was the first year in which the project had met the 23 AFY portion of this requirement by 

reportedly reusing 23.2 acre feet of stormwater for golf course irrigation. 

• Although there is considerable flow in Arroyo del Rey, which is in the creek that passes adjacent to 

Pasadera and flows through Del Rey Oaks, this includes flows from all of the upstream drainage area 

which includes Ryan Ranch, Pasadera, and Laguna Seca. 

• Some, if not all, of the storm water discharged from Pasadera flows through Laguna Seca's golf 

course lake. 

• The Pasadera location would be a good area for recharge due to the hydrogeologic conditions at this 

location.  However, well water production is greater in other areas of the Seaside Basin (along General 

Jim Moore Boulevard) and therefore recharge in those areas would be of greater benefit to the Basin.  

• Recharge in the Pasadera area may only go into a shallow aquifer and not into the Santa Margarita or 

Paso Robles aquifers which are the principle production aquifers in the Basin.   

• The TAC meeting discussion led to consensus that water quality issues would have to be addressed if 

storm water was to be was used for groundwater recharge. However, it now appears that since use of 

stormwater for groundwater recharge is already required by the Development Conditions and is in fact 

already taking place, this may not be an issue of concern, at least for recharge via surface percolation.  

However, water quality for direct recharge via pumped injection would likely be a concern. 

• There is some potential for in-stream recharge in the creek flowing adjacent to Pasadera, but it would 

probably not be of significant benefit to the Basin.   

 

It is not clear how there could reportedly be significant quantities of storm water being discharged from 

Pasadera, if the development has had difficulty in achieving its 30 AFY stormwater recharge 

requirement.  I made several attempts to reach Mr. Leonard to discuss this, but I was unsuccessful in 

reaching him.  Perhaps he is out-of-town at the moment. 

 

There are some ambiguities or apparent inconsistencies between (1) Pasadera’s stormwater recharge 

plan (prepared in 1998 to satisfy Condition No. 138), (2) information gained by Mr. Oliver when he 

toured the development in December of 2002 and (3) by my field meeting with Mr. Leonard in mid-

2010.  Here are some of the apparent areas of confusion: 

• Mr. Oliver was told that the pond which stores reclaimed water from the tertiary treatment plant for 

use in irrigating the golf course, and all of the ponds located on the golf course, are lined with an 

impermeable liner to prevent percolative loss of stored water.  Thus, no groundwater recharge would be 

occurring from any of these ponds.  He was also told that stormwater which formerly flowed into that 

pond had been diverted via a pump to instead flow into the large pond on the golf course near the main 
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entrance to Pasadera.  This diversion was reportedly required by the RWQCB, because the RWQCB 

found the discharge of stormwater into the reclaimed water pond to be a permit violation. 

• The annual reports provided by Pasadera to MCWRA pertaining to Condition No. 138 include data 

from what is referred to as the “Stormwater Recirculation Pump.”  The design of Pasadera’s stormwater 

recharge/reuse facilities are described in their 1998 report which indicates that this pump would pump 

stormwater that is collected in the large golf course pond near the main entrance to Pasadera, up to the 

reclaimed water pond where it would be combined with reclaimed water and used for golf course 

irrigation.  However, Mr. Oliver was told during his 2002 tour that there are only three sources of water 

that feed the reclaimed water pond:  (1) the tertiary plant, (2) the Main Gate water well, and (3) a storm 

drain collector pipe entering the pond from the northwest side.  From Mr. Oliver’s tour it did not sound 

as though any stormwater was being pumped into the pond, as contemplated in Pasadera’s 1998 report.  

It is not clear what stormwater pipe had been diverted at the direction of the RWQCB.     

• Mr. Oliver was shown a pump and flow meter near the Main Gate water well that can reportedly be 

used to pump water from the large golf course pond near the main entrance, into the same line that is 

used to deliver well water from the Main Gate well to the reclaimed water pond.  This would seem to be 

the pumped connection to allow stormwater to be used for golf course irrigation, as described in the 

1998 report, and this appears to be confirmed by comparing the meter serial numbers listed in Mr. 

Oliver’s notes and Pasadera’s annual reporting to MCWRA.  What is not clear is why more stormwater 

is not being pumped into the reclaimed water pond so it can be used for golf course irrigation in order to 

satisfy Condition No. 138, if there is excess stormwater being discharged from the large golf course 

pond into Arroyo del Rey. 

• The 1998 Report for Condition No. 138 states that approximately 6.3 AFY of stormwater will be 

percolated through the bottom of a stormwater retention pond to recharge the aquifer. The size of the 

pond used in those calculations was 0.562 acres.  The pond was shown on a map to be located in the 

northwestern part of the property, adjacent to but not within the golf course itself, and appeared to be a 

natural drainage area, not a man-constructed pond such as those on the golf course. From the map it 

appeared that a weir may have been planned for construction to retain water for percolation at this 

location.  No means of confirming that 6.3 AFY of percolation recharge actually occurs in any given 

year was described. 

• The 1998 Report also states that the estimated annual average stormwater runoff from the two major 

watersheds within Pasadera is approximately 77 AFY, and that up to 43.5 AF of that stormwater should 

be able to be used annually for golf course irrigation.  Thus, the project should easily be able to meet the 

23.7 AFY needed to go along with the 6.3 Afy in order to fulfill the 30 AFY requirement of Condition 

No. 138.  That Report also stresses the importance of operating the storage pond system to “…maximize 

water utilization [from these ponds for irrigation] when stormwater replenishment appears available, and 

to minimize usage when it does not.”  It also notes that January is the only month of the year in which 

rainfall alone will be able to meet the irrigation demands of the golf course.  In all other months the 

amount of rainfall that falls directly on the golf course turf will need to be supplemented by irrigation 

water.  Thus, in all months except January, it should be possible to use some stored stormwater for 

irrigation, with an annual average of 43.5 AFY of stormwater utilization being possible. 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: March 9, 2011 

AGENDA ITEM: 4 

AGENDA TITLE: Schedule  

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:   

As a regular part of each monthly TAC meeting, I will provide the TAC with an updated Consultants 

Work Schedule of the activities being performed by the Watermaster’s consultants and the public 

entity, MPWMD, which is performing certain portions of the work, and of the Critical Program 

Milestones Schedule.   

 

Attached is the Consultants Work Schedule for FY 2011.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: 
Schedule of Work Activities for FY 2011 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Provide Input to Technical Program Manager Regarding Any 

Corrections or Additions to these Schedules 



 
 

50 



 
 

51 

 



 
 

52 

 



 
 

53 

 



 
 

54 

 



 
 

55 



 
 

56 



 
 

57 

 

SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: March 9, 2011 

AGENDA ITEM: 6 

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 

ACTION: 

None required – information only 
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1. EXHIBIT A:  Excerpt from Attachment 8 to the 2007 Annual Report 

Comprehensive Description of the Watermaster’s Database 
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EXHIBIT B:  LAYOUT OF WATERMASTER 
DATABASE ON THE WEBSITE 

(Note:  This table shows all of the tabs and screens that are active on the Watermaster’s 
Website Database.  Full-page copies of each of these screens are provided immediately after 
this table.) 
TAB FIRST SCREEN SECOND SCREEN 
  Website Home Page 
 
 

N/A N/A 

Database Home Page 

 
 

Currently just says “Welcome.”  
There is ample space to add 
text here if desired. 

N/A 

Well Details 
(Only accessible for Access 
Levels 2 and higher) 

N/A 

General Information 

 

N/A 

Secondary Information 

 

N/A 

Well Database – Well 
List (accessible to all 
Access Levels, but only 
interactive for Access 
Levels 2 and higher) 
 

 

Water Quality 

 

Water Quality Details 
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Well Details 
(Continued) 

N/A 

Depth 

 

N/A 

Production 

 

N/A Well Database – 
Well List 
(Continued) 
 

Documents 

 

Example Document 

 
Contacts 
(accessible and 
interactive to all 
Access Levels) 

Contacts 

 

Contacts Details 

 

Report  (accessible 
and interactive to 
all Access Levels)  

Water Quality Report 
(accessible and interactive to all 
Access Levels) 

 
 
 

Example Water Quality 
Report 
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Production Report (accessible 
and interactive to all Access 
Levels) 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Example Production Report 
 

 

 Production Summary Report 
(Only accessible for Access 
Levels 2 and higher) 

 
 
 
 

Example Production 
Summary Report 

 
 

Compliance Report (accessible 
and interactive to all Access 
Levels) 

 
 
 
 

Example Compliance 
Report 
 

 

 

Contacts Report (Only 
accessible for Access Levels 2 
and higher) 

 
 

Example Contacts Report 
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Groundwater Level Monitoring 
Report (accessible and 
interactive to all Access Levels) 

 
 
 
 
 

Example Groundwater Level 
Report 
 

 
Constituent Values Lists acceptable values for each 

constituent (Only accessible for 
Access Levels 2 and higher) 

 

N/A 

User 
Administration 

Lists names, passwords, email 
addresses, and Access Levels 
for each person (Only 
accessible for Access Level 4)  
No Example Shown 

N/A 
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Watermaster Website Home Page 
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Watermaster Database Home Page 
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Well Database – Well List  
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Well Details – General Information 
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Well Details – Secondary Information  
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Water Quality 
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Water Quality Details  
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Depth 
 



27 

Production



28 

Documents 
 



29 

Example Well Document 
 



30 

Contacts 
 



31 

Contacts Details 
 



32 

Water Quality Report  
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Example Water Quality Report  
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Production Report 
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Example Production Report 
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Compliance Report 
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Example Compliance Report 
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Contacts Report 
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Example Contacts Report 
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Groundwater Level Monitoring Report 
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Example Groundwater Level Monitoring Report 
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Production Summary Report 
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Example Production Summary Report 
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Constituent Values Report 
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USER ACCESS LEVELS ADOPTED BY THE TAC AT ITS MAY 13, 2009 
MEETING 

 

User 
Access 
Level 

Password 
Required? 

Persons Assigned to this 
User Access Level 

General Description of User 
Capabilities 

4 Yes Database Administrators:  
Joe Oliver & Bob Jaques 

• View and edit all data and 
documents in the Database 

• Assign and change passwords 
and User Levels 

• Prepare and download reports 

3 Yes Regular Users and Data 
Entry Personnel:  Laura 
Dadiw and certain MPWMD 
personnel 

• Enter and edit data to all of the 
data entry screens 

• View and be able to add, but not 
to delete or edit, things in the 
Documents screen 

• Prepare and download reports 

2 Yes TAC Members and 
Consultants Working for the 
Watermaster:  All members 
of the TAC, and consultants 
such as HydroMetrics and 
Martin Feeney 

• View only, but not be able to edit, 
all screens and documents 
contained in the Database 

• Prepare and download reports 

1 No General Public:  Anyone who 
wishes to get information on 
issues pertaining to the 
Database 

• View only, but not be able to edit, 
selected screens contained in the 
Database 

• Prepare and download reports 

 
 


