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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, July 13, 2022 

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/82897400214?pwd=rjmPQSHksGNzB2BvaixdwIjX9fj6CT.1  

 
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: 828 9740 0214 

Passcode: 989053 
OFFICERS 
Chairperson:  Jon Lear, MPWMD 
Vice-Chairperson:  Tamara Voss, 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 
Agenda Item 

1. Public Comments 
2. Administrative Matters: 

A. Make Findings Required Under AB 361 Regarding Holding Meetings Via 
Teleconference 
B. Approve Minutes from the May 11, 2022 Meeting 
C. Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) Update 

3. Continued Discussion and Direction About Developing Additional Flow Direction/Flow 
Velocity Modeling Scenarios  

4. Initial Discussion Regarding Monitoring and Management Program (M&MP) for FY 
2023 

5. Schedule 
6. Other Business  
 
The next regular meeting is planned for Wednesday August 10, 2022 at 1:30 p.m.  
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: July 13, 2022 

AGENDA ITEM: 2.A 

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

Teleconference 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:  
As discussed at prior TAC meetings, in order to remain in compliance with AB 361 the TAC needs to adopt 
certain findings every 30 days in order to keep meeting remotely. 
 
One action required at today’s meeting is to readopt the same findings the TAC adopted at its November 17 
meeting, namely that: 

(1) The Governor’s proclaimed state of emergency is still in effect, 
(2) The TAC has reconsidered the circumstances of the state of emergency, and 
(3) The Monterey County Health Officer continues to recommend social distancing measures for meetings 

of legislative bodies. 
 
I recommend that the TAC again adopt these three findings. 
 
 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ATTACHMENTS: None 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve Making the Findings Described Above 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: July 13, 2022 

AGENDA ITEM: 2.B 

AGENDA TITLE: Approve Minutes from the May 11, 2022 Meeting 

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 

May 11, 2022 
(Meeting Held Using Zoom Conferencing) 

 
 
Attendees: TAC Members 

City of Seaside – Nisha Patel 
California American Water – Tim O’Halloran 
City of Monterey – No Representative 
Laguna Seca Property Owners – Wes Leith 
MPWMD – No Representative 
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 Assistant – Michael Paxton 
 
Consultants 
Montgomery & Associates – Pascual Benito 
 
Others 
MPWMD – Maureen Hamilton 

_____________________________________________________________________ 
The meeting was convened at 1:34 p.m. with Ms. Voss Chairing the meeting in Mr. Lear’s absence. 
 

1. Public Comments 
There were no public comments. 

 
2. Administrative Matters: 
A. Approve Minutes from the April 27, 2022 Meeting 
On a motion by Mr. Gaglioti, seconded by Mr. O’Halloran, the minutes were unanimously approved as 
presented. 
 
B. Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) Update 
Mr. Jaques presented the agenda packet materials for this item and there was no other discussion. 
 
C. Make Findings Required Under AB 361 Regarding Holding Meetings Via Teleconference 
Mr. Jaques briefly summarized the agenda packet materials for this item. A motion was made by Mr. 
O’Halloran, seconded by Mr. Gaglioti, to adopt the findings contained in the agenda packet. The motion 
passed with Mr. Leith voting no. 
 
3. Results from Martin Feeney’s March 2022 Induction Logging of the Sentinel Wells  and 

Recommendation to Reduce Frequency of Induction Logging 
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Mr. Jaques summarized the agenda packet materials for this item. 
 
Mr. Gaglioti said he concurred with reducing the induction logging frequency because of its long-term 
repetitive results. 
 
Mr. Benito said that under more severe hydrologic conditions than those used in the flow direction/flow 
velocity modeling work, such as more droughts or longer periods of drier weather, seawater intrusion 
could move in land faster. He referred to Figure 1 on page 20 of the agenda packet showing the first six 
years of projected seawater intrusion advancement rates during the recent drought. 
 
Ms. Voss reported that in the 1970s Dr. Gary Green reported possible Santa Margarita aquifer 
outcropping into Monterey Bay. She felt that vertical migration downward from the Paso Robles into the 
Santa Margarita aquifer was the most likely route for seawater to enter the Santa Margarita aquifer. She 
agreed with reducing the induction logging frequency to one time per year. She asked what time of year 
the one event would be scheduled. Mr. Jaques responded that Mr. Feeney had recommended that it be 
done at the end of the peak irrigation season which means it would be done in the fall of each year. Ms. 
Voss said she concurred with that recommendation. 
 
Mr. Benito concurred with Ms. Voss’s comments about possible out-cropping of the Santa Margarita 
aquifer into Monterey Bay, and that the potential for direct seawater intrusion coming into that aquifer 
might exist. 
 
Mr. O’Halloran said he concurred with reducing the induction logging frequency to one time per year and 
doing it in the fall. 
 
On a motion by Mr. O’Halloran seconded by Mr. Gaglioti, the recommendation to reduce the induction 
logging frequency to once per year and to have it done in the fall, passed unanimously. 
 
4. Approve Contract with Montgomery & Associates to Perform Additional Replenishment Water 

Evaluations Using Different Assumptions (RFS No. 2022-04) 
Mr. Jaques summarized the agenda packet materials for this item. 
 
Mr. Gaglioti supported the reduced scope of work as a way to keep this work moving along. Mr. 
O’Halloran said he concurred. 
 
Ms. Voss said she concurred and that ample discussion on this topic had been held at previous TAC 
meetings. She felt the spreadsheet approach was a more cost-effective way of getting information. 
 
On a motion by Mr. Gaglioti, seconded by Mr. O’Halloran, the recommendation to approve Montgomery 
& Associates RFS 2022-4 was unanimously approved. 
 
5. Resumed Discussion of Pros and Cons of Using the Sustainable Yield (SY) Approach in Place of 

the Natural Safe Yield (NSY) Approach for Basin Management 
Mr. Jaques summarized the agenda packet materials for this item. 
 
Mr. Gaglioti said he liked the Sustainable Yield approach, because it has all the protocols to better 
manage the basin. He felt it would give an “earlier warning” of potential basin management problems, but 
that it was too early to perform a Sustainable Yield analysis because the GSPs for the adjacent subbasins 
are not that well developed. He supported the recommendation to not undertake a Sustainable Yield 
analysis at this time. 
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Ms. Voss said she agreed that the Sustainable Yield analysis would provide more useful basin 
management information than the Natural Safe Yield analysis, but that it was very costly and should be 
deferred until the GSPs for the adjacent subbasins are further developed. 
 
Mr. Leith said he concurred with deferring undertaking a Sustainable Yield analysis. 
 
Mr. Benito said the original HydroMetrics proposal to perform a Sustainable Yield analysis included 
some task work that has now already been done under the recent modeling work, so that would somewhat 
reduce the scope. 
 
A motion was made by Mr. Gaglioti, seconded by Ms. Voss, to hold off performing a Sustainable Yield 
analysis, but to revisit this decision on an annual basis. The motion carried unanimously. 
 
6. Schedule  
Mr. Jaques noted that the only change in the schedule in this update was the timing of some of the tasks.  
No new tasks were added. There was no other discussion. 
 
7. Other Business  
There was no other business. 

 
The meeting adjourned at 2:14 PM. 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: July 13, 2022 

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 received the following notification from the State that impacts the Watermaster, 
with a few of the statements highlighted in yellow that pertain to the Seaside Basin: 
The California Department of Water Resources (DWR) would like to notify you that airborne 
electromagnetic (AEM) geophysical surveys have been scheduled for the Monterey Bay Area. The surveys 
will begin in November and will cover the following groundwater basins: Seaside, Monterey, 180/400 
(partially surveyed Summer 2021), Eastside (partially surveyed Summer 2021), Langley, Pajaro, Santa 
Cruz Mid-County, Santa Margarita, San Benito, and Llagas (partial). 
 
This survey is a part of DWR’s Statewide AEM Survey Project to collect AEM data throughout the state’s high- and 
medium-priority groundwater basins, where data collection is feasible, and in a limited number of low- or very 
low-priority groundwater basins that are adjacent to a survey area. The surveys are being 
conducted to improve the understanding of groundwater resources and to support the local and state goal of 
improved groundwater management.  The surveys are funded through voter-approved Proposition 68 and there is 
no additional cost to GSAs. 
 
In preparation for the survey, DWR would like to invite you to a meeting to provide an overview of the 
project and to request that GSAs share (1) maps showing the GSA’s areas of interest (areas where the 
GSA would like AEM data collected) and (2) existing lithology and geophysical logs (described in the 
Existing Data Fact Sheet). More information on these requests will be provided during the meeting.  
 
I plan to attend the DWR meeting once it is scheduled. 
 
 
At the Monterey County level:    
Attached are summaries of meetings held in June 2022. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ATTACHMENTS: 
Meeting Summaries 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

None required – information only 
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SUMMARY OF  
PURE WATER MONTEREY, AND   

SALINAS VALLEY AND  
MARINA  COAST WATER DISTRICT GROUNDWATER SUSTAINABILITY 

AGENCY ZOOM MEETINGS  
IN JUNE 2022 

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

 
 
SVBGSA 180/400-Foot Aquifer GSP Implementation Committee Meeting June 2, 2022: 
Topics discussed at this meeting included:  

 The new SVBGSA committee structure was described.   
o Some objections were made to the changes in membership on various committees and 

numerous questions similar to those raised at an earlier Advisory Committee meeting 
where the same topic was discussed were made. 

o One question that was raised was how will disputes between subbasins be resolved? Staff 
responded that the issues would come to the Advisory Committee for discussion and 
recommendations and then go to the Board for decision and direction. 

o This committee will meet every other month. 
 The $7.6 million Implementation Grant that was received is now being used to fund feasibility 

studies of the projects and management actions listed in the GSP. 
 Changes to the 180/400 foot GSP were discussed. 

o With regard to Water Budgets in Chapter 6, the amount of sea water intrusion was 
increased from 2,900 AFY to 12,600 AFY. 

o The projected sustainable yield (after sustainability has been reached) and overdraft 
figures were revised to the following: 

Year 2030 2070 
Sustainable Yield (AFY) 111,200 116,900 

Over Draft (AFY) 13,400 13,400 
 There was a brief discussion of progress on the Deep Aquifer Study. The Phase 1 preliminary 

investigation will be completed this summer. Phase 2 will consist of field studies including 
geophysics, aquifer testing, and groundwater quality samples. Phase 3 will determine what comes 
constitutes the deep aquifer and how to manage it including water budgets. There was much 
discussion on this topic. 

 There was a brief update on progress in starting to implement the CSI P projects that are in the 
GSP. 

 A Department of Conservation $10 million grant for land-owner guided land acquisition to help 
acquire land to be used to recharge rainfall (stormwater runoff) into the groundwater basin has 
been received. The grant was made to a coalition of groups which includes the SVBGSA. The 
work of the grant needs to be completed within a three-year period. 

 
 
PWM Water Quality and Operations Committee Meeting June 22, 2022: 
Discussion at this meeting included: 

 Phase 3 and Deep Injection Well No. 3is being closed out now. Both of the new deep injection 
wells are in operation. 

 Two construction packages for the Pure Water Monterey Expansion Project are now “shovel 
ready”. 
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 The Amended Water Purchase Agreement has now been signed by all parties and is awaiting PUC 
approval. 

 All water quality requirements in the first quarter of 2022 for the Pure Water Monterey Project 
were met and no exceedances were reported. 

 There have been several monthly water quality constituent exceedances at some of the monitoring 
wells, but none that exceeded the annual average maximum contaminant level limits. 

 An update was provided on the ASR-1 well problem: 
o Mr. Stoldt of MPWMD reported that: 

 There is a dispute resulting from the Division of Drinking Water’s prohibition to Cal 
Am for use of well ASR-1 as a production well. The disputes pertain to 
requirements under the Water Purchase Agreement and the Watermaster’s Storage 
and Recovery Agreement.  Meet and confer discussions are continuing in hopes of 
resolving the disputes, with the next meeting scheduled for August 2. 

 ASR-1 was taken off-line by MPWMD for the extrinsic tracer test. 
 In August 2021 MPWMD told Cal Am they wanted to take ASR-1 off-line for 

extraction purposes. 
 Physical solutions are being explored including connecting Cal Am’s Paralta well to 

Cal Am’s Monterey Main system, using ASR wells 3 and/or 4 for more 
production, using new Deep Injection Wells that are further away for injection, and 
others. 

 With regard to the ASR-1 well problem, I asked two questions and got these responses: 
o A letter dated September 14, 2021 from the Division of Drinking Water (DDW) to Cal Am 

included the following statements: 
 “The intrinsic tracer study confirmed that the estimated underground retention time to the 
ASR wells 01 and 02 was insufficient and would not meet the minimum underground 
retention time that is required, and “the recycled water that reached ASR well 1 during 
the 2020 extraction period potentially did not meet the 12-log virus reduction 
requirement.”  

 
I commented that I did not recall these exceedances being discussed at any of the Water 
Quality and Operations Committee meetings and asked for feedback from Monterey One 
Water (M1W) on this.  Dave Lindow and Tamsen McNarie (both with M1W) reported that 
after receiving DDW’s letter M1W sent a response clarifying what they felt was a 
misunderstanding. They commented further that no notices of violation had been issued to 
them. They will provide me a copy of their response letter to help better understand the 
situation with regard to that letter. 
 

o I asked if the inability of Cal Am to use ASR-1 as a production well would hamper their 
ability to meet customer demands in the near future. Mr. Cook of Cal Am responded that 
Cal Am is currently reviewing its ability to meet its near future demands without ASR-1. 
He noted that reduced Pure Water Monterey injection would probably allow ASR-1 to be 
redesignated by DDW as a production well. They are looking at other physical solutions 
and he is hopeful of being able to meet demands during the current water year with ASR-1 
still out of service as a production well. However, starting with the next water year Cal 
Am will need more production capacity to meet their water demands because next water 
year under the CDO they will have less availability of water from the Carmel River Basin. 

 The next meeting of the Committee will be on September 28, 2022. 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: July 13, 2022 

AGENDA ITEM: 3 

AGENDA TITLE: Continued Discussion and Direction About Developing Additional 

Flow Direction/Flow Velocity Modeling Scenarios  

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:   
At the TAC’s March 9, 2022 meeting when the Montgomery & Associates presentation on the Flow 
Direction/Flow Velocity Modeling work was made, there was discussion about potentially modeling 
additional scenarios to determine what the impacts would be of using different assumptions.  An excerpt 
from the minutes of that meeting describing that discussion is attached.   
 
Specifically, the assumptions that were discussed included: 

 Whether using a repeat of historical hydrology might underestimate the effects of climate change, 
and that in future years there might be less than the historical pattern of rainfall.  This could result 
in:   

o  Less water available for ASR injection into the Basin. 
o An increase in water demands for irrigation within the service areas of Cal Am and other 

urban water suppliers.   
o A reduction in the amount of Pure Water Monterey (PWM) Project water that could be 

supplied to the Basin due to the PWM Project having to provide more water to the 
Castroville Seawater Intrusion Project because of increased irrigation demands there. 

 The impacts of using recycled water on the Seaside golf courses. 
 The timing of the start of Cal Am’s overpumping payback of 700 AFY for 25 or more years. 

 
There was consensus to resume this discussion after the replenishment modeling work had been 
completed.  The initial replenishment water modeling work has now been completed, and the additional 
replenishment water analyses are expected to be completed in early August. Pascual Benito will give us 
an oral progress report on that work at today’s meeting.   
 
Resuming this discussion is on today’s agenda, so if the TAC feels that additional Flow Direction/Flow 
Velocity Modeling work should be done, that work can be included in the proposed FY 2023 Monitoring 
and Management Program and its Budget. 

 

ATTACHMENTS: Excerpt from Minutes of the March 9, 2022 TAC meeting 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Provide direction on whether or not to recommend to the Board to 

perform additional flow direction/flow velocity modeling scenarios 
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Excerpt From Minutes of March 9, 2022 TAC Meeting 
 

3.  Presentation and Discussion of Flow Velocity Modeling  
Mr. Jaques introduced this item and Mr. Benito provided a PowerPoint presentation on the modeling 
work.  Copies of his presentation slides are attached. 
 
Mr. Gaglioti asked about what level of confidence there was in the findings of the modeling. Mr. Benito 
responded that the modeling is based on repeating historical hydrology patterns. Mr. Gaglioti said he felt 
future years are likely to be drier than the historical patterns. 
 
Mr. Lear commented that in Santa Cruz County the Mid-Coast Basin is modeling more conservative 
(drier) hydrology projections. 
 
Mr. Benito said other climatic conditions and hydrology projections could be considered. He reported that 
depressed water levels inland has the greatest impact on the advance of sea water intrusion.  He went on 
to say that the use of recycled water on the Seaside golf courses will have a significant beneficial impact, 
as will the Cal Am payback program. 
 
Mr. Gaglioti observed that ASR has a strong impact, and if ASR is less than is being projected it would 
have a harmful impact. Also, he asked if Seaside’s use of recycled water at its golf courses to enable it to 
serve new development projects had been considered. Mr. Benito responded that this has been addressed 
in the modeling work. 
 
Ms. Voss asked Mr. Benito a question about recharge during wet years. He responded that surface 
recharge has little impact, mainly in wet years there can be an increase in ASR as a result of increased 
rainfall in Carmel Valley.  This helps raise groundwater levels due to the banking of the ASR-injected 
water. 
 
Mr. O’Halloran said he views the assumptions used in the modeling work as a best-case scenario, and 
expressed concern that demand will be higher and Cal Am may not be able to do all of its projected 
payback, and that the hydrology projections used in the modeling may be overly optimistic. 
 
Mr. Lear commented that looking at other scenarios in the replenishment water modeling work will 
provide some insight. 
 
Mr. Benito reported that a recent tracer study with the Pure Water Monterey Project found that the 
initially estimated porosity values needed to be adjusted in order to match the tracer study results. So in 
the Technical Memorandum includes a range of porosity values (8% to 16%). 
 
He also pointed out that particle tracking is not a substitute for full seawater intrusion modeling. Also, it 
does not tell us where the seawater-freshwater interface is located now, or where it will be in the future. 
 
The most significant inland flows occur in the lower Paso Robles aquifer. 
 
The hydrologic conditions that are assumed in the modeling have a significant impact on travel times. 
 
There was brief discussion of the potential benefit of evaluating the impacts of adjacent subbasin 
Groundwater Sustainability Plan projects being implemented. 
 
Mr. Jaques asked Mr. Benito how it might be possible to locate the seawater-freshwater interface in the 
offshore area. He responded that the Seawater Intrusion Group’s seawater intrusion model and airborne 
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electromagnetic work may provide helpful information. Mr. Lear commented that in the Mid-County 
Basin in Santa Cruz County they did repeatable surveys to detect changes in location. 
 
Mr. Gaglioti asked Mr. Jaques the status of the airborne electromagnetic work. Mr. Jaques said he was 
not aware of the status of Rosemary Knight’s proposed development of further airborne electromagnetic 
surveys. He noted that DWR is apparently not planning to do airborne electromagnetic surveys in the 
Seaside basin. 
 
Mr. Gaglioti recommended that in the staff report to the Board on this modeling work that the time-series 
graphics should be highlighted as being very climate dependent. He felt that people could get a 
misleading impression by assuming that the climate pattern will repeat itself.  He went on to say he would 
like to see more “dire” (likely) drought conditions evaluated in the flow direction and flow velocity 
modeling work. He referred to Mr. Benito’s slides number four and five which he felt could give the 
wrong impression that everything will be fine with Pure Water Monterey Expansion and Cal Am payback 
taking place. 
 
Mr. O’Halloran said that if the TAC recommends running additional replenishment water scenarios (a 
topic to be discussed under agenda item 4 during today’s meeting) it would be beneficial to put 
discussion of the flow direction and flow velocity Technical Memorandum on hold and then determine if 
it should include modeling of additional scenarios. 
 
Ms. Voss said it was important to highlight which components affect the results of the flow direction and 
flow velocity analysis the most, e.g. ASR, Pure Water Monterey Expansion, Cal Am repayment, etc. Mr. 
Lear suggested identifying what percentage of groundwater level rise is attributed to each of those 
components. Mr. Benito said he could develop graphics and text to explain this. 
 
Mr. Lear recommended tabling further discussion of the flow direction and flow velocity modeling 
Technical Memorandum for the time being, and there was consensus to support this recommendation. 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: July 14, 2022 

AGENDA ITEM: 4 

AGENDA TITLE: Initial Discussion Regarding Monitoring and Management Program 

(M&MP) for FY 2023 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:   
The Schedule calls for the TAC to approve the FY 2023 Management and Monitoring Program 
(M&MP) and Budget at its August 2022 meeting.  This will then go on to the Board for approval at its 
September 7, 2022 meeting. 
 
In order to obtain TAC input and direction regarding these items, I have reviewed the FY 2022 
M&MP and have edited it to reflect changes to work items that I anticipate for the FY 2023 M&MP.  
A copy of this Proposed 2023 M&MP is attached. 
 
Items highlighted in yellow are costs or other items for the various tasks that I will evaluate and 
update as necessary, based on the TAC’s input at today’s meeting and discussions with our 
consultants. 
 
Other than the obvious need to change the dates in the M&MP from 2022 to 2023 (which I have 
done), all other proposed changes from the 2022 M&MP are shown in Track-Change format 
(deletions in red strikeout and additions in blue) for the TAC to consider in preparing the 2023 
M&MP.  Most of the proposed revisions are relatively minor, but: 
 Task I.2.b.3 reflects reducing the frequency of induction logging of the Sentinel Wells from twice 

per year to once per year, as approved by the TAC and the Board earlier this year. 
 Task I.2.b.5 mentions that a replacement for Monitoring Well FO-9 Shallow, which had to be 

destroyed because of casing leakage, may be installed in 2022 or may not be installed until 2023.  
A Watermaster cost-share for this work was included in the 2022 M&MP Capital Budget, and will 
be included in the 2023 M&MP Capital Budget in case the work is not performed until 2023.  

 Task I.3.a.3 is again proposed with a budget of $60,000 in order to provide funds for modeling or 
other work, such as additional Flow Direction/Flow Velocity analyses or work to assess other 
Basin management issues, if so directed by the Board.  In 2022 such additional work essentially 
exhausted the amount budgeted for this Task, as well as the M&MP Contingency line-item 
amount.  
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

AGENDA ITEM: 
4 (Continued) 

 
If there are other revisions the TAC would like to make to prepare the M&MP for 2023, they can be 
brought up at today’s meeting.  The final M&MP for 2023, which will reflect any revisions or 
additions/deletions that come up at today’s meeting and input from our consultants, will be on the 
TAC’s August 10, 2022 Agenda for approval. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ATTACHMENTS: 
Draft FY 2023 Seaside Groundwater Basin M&MP 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Provide Input to Technical Program Manager Regarding Any 
Corrections or Additions to the Draft FY 2023 M&MP 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: July 13, 2022 

AGENDA ITEM: 5 

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 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 is the updated schedule for 2022 
activities.   
 
Some items of note include: 
 Montgomery & Associates presentation to the TAC on the Additional Replenishment Water 
Scenario Analysis is scheduled for the TAC’s August 10th meeting, based on Pascual Benito 
completing the work on that schedule. 
 Montgomery & Associates presentation of the Final Replenishment Water Modeling Report 
(including the additional analysis) is scheduled for the Board’s September 7 th meeting, again based on 
Pascual Benito completing the work on that schedule. 
 If the TAC (at today’s meeting) recommends performing additional Flow Direction/Flow Velocity 
modeling work, a cost estimate for that work will be requested from Montgomery & Associates so it 
can be included in the FY 2023 M&MP Budget (there is no funding remaining in the FY 2022 
M&MP Budget to pay for this work).  The Scope and Cost Proposal itself would be scheduled for 
approval by the TAC at its November 16, 2022 meeting, with Board approval at its December 7, 2022 
meeting. 
 
I do not anticipate any business for the TAC to conduct in September or October. Therefore it is likely 
that there will not be a need for TAC meetings in either of those months, and that the next TAC 
meeting would be on the 3rd, not the 2nd, Wednesday of November – November 16, 2022. 
 
Confirming or updated emails regarding TAC meetings will be sent out prior to the normal meeting 
dates in September and October. 
 

 

ATTACHMENTS: 
 Schedule of Work Activities for FY 2022 

 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Provide Input to Technical Program Manager Regarding Any 
Corrections or Additions to the Schedules 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: July 13, 2022 

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 

 


